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th ir, Oe derer %e can hardly believe
liar lgi. forn will resort to, that pecu-

91c er lie is shrfw~d enougli to
PihraiI f such is the spirit which

lte 8 tnany years of drill in thecho fProtection, the National Policy5
8't hav~ eea

tfAcbitg Il"n uge failure as at mode of

TlLORI)S ANI) HOME RULE.

ie the fi om Rule Bil1 was passed by
1114 knort8 ComuŽons by a mbjority which

4e~ - W ithjn a fraction before it had
'n''Jcd 1 0 now it, has been rejected

the L5rds hy a maj.ority cqually pre-
'èrbl nt"Y rnonths ago. T1hese facts

tiEltbt gl Sggestive of the uselesqsncss
Chi f lu ither Ilouse, 8s fat, as the

etn. el 8mPurpose of debate, the in-
h lg 0f t hl- opinions of individual

til ci Truc, the ditcussion
<ltir of wao s fl4 ot, wholly use]ess for

'4i ' t8Purposes, that of imiprove-
page n~n ient of m(asures whose

tvfn l a ürgone, conîclusion. Yet,
res8P<"ct the, discussion wag of

t1'l little irvice, befeau. e the
bleut. hostile criticism aimedaob

se~ as detuttion, neot at aiendnîent.
-%1,su"' be jludgç.j fromi the meagre
tiCd( 8~~r Whjch is ail tbat is yet te

>tOr(1 9hisurY's cles'er and incisive
%t,,which ,
Sthe as of course the chiief one

Ito uit the Upper House, waq,
'P,0hê a keen criticîsus (if the

the 4 119 overnmient supportrs
qtR* irecte.d largely againît tFe

4' rte retention of Irish rn presenta-

hal e~ 111,perial Parliament.. Il Much
th bad, he is reported as urging,4t kI te68cf autonornous governmnent,

%t hîere been for a century a states-
%CttobO11 enough to, propose Éhat an
'She tn" cOlOrY sho.Id send eighty

4thn IraP< rial ?arliamùent. rer-

hite re i ]Egand, and bound
hbihl,,Ponsbility with rcspect te the

P4ý hqticaticn of the laws that Parlia-

1104 Pssd The absurdity of such a
lrsencugh to drive a man to

4,4 %tbn, tu commented on what

IlM~ llf ta~ Uàna1dîan to be the incon-
4 tu argumnt. The great; ch-

('- Iadstone's former Homte-
~e1 tOne that al ways seemed to

týteth en was its failure to pro-
It ~~i e lire8entation of J.reland in

ýtj e -es at'rIiamnent. The absence of
.4a*ation ulust; mean either that

4 "4,h "' f Ireland front the Em-

>44 f0 Pa t by al, or the in-

N~IL ep PInciple of responsibility

S submxiti and which could not
Ultf l source of future trouble.

in. W Uuch reasening as that'ry ia that it assumes, in

9pite cf the protestations of its framEîs and
friends, that the Bill is a measure for the
dismembernîent of the Eznpir(., and then
cnndemns it for that vcry provision which
is the corollary and sign and seal cf the
rttention of Jreland as au integral part of
the united Empfre. If the words IIrepre.
senting no interest in Enghand," whieh the
ex-Prcinier is said to have appliel. to the
eighty Irisul reprosentatives, are correctly
reported, Lord Saliçjbuty lias iii thein un-
wittingly betrayed that tendency to regad
Ergland as synonymous with the United
Kingdom, which is nlot without reason
some-tircs complained of hy other inemb3rsl
of the Kingdorn liesides Irelandl. Th(, saule
tendency appears in other parts of L)rd
Salisbury's speech, e.g., Il [f Eiigland had
told their lordships that shte wanted thfs
horror," etc. "I As long as Etilanil was
truc to h<-rself shte woîîld neyer alloxv," etc.

\Vhat aphicars to 'dîme visihly through
ail arguments '' of tlie supporterd of t he
Bill, said LordI Salisbuiry, I ; th it hloine
Rule is a p-)Iicy of deqp-tir. ' Thisi is un-
doul tedly trme. [t, isî the proluct of a
despair of producing peace an~d content and
loyalty in I relan!l by any other ceins. As
Lord Rosebery said, it is supported as simi-
py the best of tlîe i hrecý c .urs'-s open, cf
which the other two are thii, peîipi-uai
coercioti of [roi an anI lver lisfrainehi,,e,
iient. \Vould Lord Salisbuiry approve the
latter ? Thoc remsrk in whichli h spi t1 s of
tic Irish reprosentitives as nica who) would
be sent l)y Archbîshop WValsh andi Il seeking
to make theiievesmsktal wares in
negotiations w7th the iXlns nr, îight be
se conbtruedi, for if the Archbishop would
s nd tic reprosentatives under the new
arrangement lie would do so un 1er the old,
and if they would ha ni ,rketable wares in
the eue, se would they iri tht' othfr. And
yet, cine noble lord, if our aiernory is nert at
fault, described the Irisi Iliome-Rtulers as
rehels against the amthority of their eccles-
iastical hteaderp. If this discrepancy shows
that the ecclesiastical leaders themsIvC<S are
divided on the question, the fore-' of Lord
Salisbury's objection, and of the wellh
weru epigrama that IlIome Rule
means Rome Ruhe,," is sure'y broken.
But Lord Salisbury's description of fomle-
Rule as a policy of des1 air is especially sug-
gestive taken in conuection with the
pessimistie, not to say contenîctucus tone in
which hie, in conixion with most oppouents
of the mensure, Fp "ýks of the Irish people.
r[hey i-eemn to regard the Irtter nct ouly as
utterly incapable cf iàeif-rule, or self-
re< traint cf any kind, but as utterly desti-
tute of tic senseo cf honour wlîich wouid
make it sale te trust in the most solemn.
compact mîade with tLecm as a guarantec for
either the rights cf the minority or the
national iutegrity. If this means anything,
it must mean that the Irish are uuworthy
cf es-en the riglîts cf representation they
have hither to pcssessed in the British
Parliainent and are, fit only te be ruled as

a conqcered and degraded race. That iî,
it stnikes us, the doctrine of deFpair with a
Vengleance. If, as Lord Salisbury furtr
infornîs us, seven centuries cf Eugýlish rulo
have rather iucreased than diminislhed the,
party confliots which uu<h Ireland for rep-
resentative goverrument, the only policy, so
fair as we can see, which, bis argument
would warrant as a solution cf the problein,
wouhdl be that which somte cf Our Ameri au
neighbours Lave front time totiie advocated
as the enly successful miode cf set tliug tht'
Ludian question, the policy cf externmina-
tion.

A noteworthy feature cf the dliscussion
both in Parlianient and in the press is tie-
plainness cf speech with Ivhich the grewing
political power of the dcnîocracy is depre
cated and seîîetimes tleuounced by con-
servative statesitien. There is undoulited
force in the argumenctts which are urged
agaiust a stateocf thingsa in which the opin-
ions auJ prijudices of tie unedulcateil anti
ignorsrt îcay at any tîme becenie thý
wi-iglît te turu the scale in uieeiding tIi'-
nîo', iioînien tous que,, tiens questions af-
feýt i ng,ib mnay lîe,not, only thle greil ness ar,4l
prestige but cven th~very cxistcx ce cf the
Einpire. But cf the modlern dcinocracy it
inay at heast, be said that they are, under-
g,-)ing a proc-s- cf political educa.ticti and
that mîaîîy of ilheîi :ire ve y apt aud attemi
tîve stîidents. AuJ the latter are they
who, aï a mile, become the raturai leaders
cf the voters of tlhoir own classes. In fact,
it is .-very day becoming more and more the
fact that <s man's position and ccu ipation in
life can ne longer be relicd on as data by
which we may ferai a correct estimîate (t
either his education or his illtelligence.,
Btit -cdmitting tlîat, a real danger lies in
that prepu iderance cf the miasses in goveru.
ruent towardH which, Great Britaini is seo
swiftly îîîoving, what is the alternative
Ceuld the desýi mies cf the r ation be more
safehy entrusted to such a body as that
whcse vets s last week threw the Homte
Rule Bill eut cf the Upper Ilcuse cf the
British Panliaiîment. \Ve wîhl be slow to
accept such descriptions as those cabled
across the Atlantic hy Ilarold Frederick
and other Amenican or Radical correspond-
enta as fair pictures of the British heredit-
ary ruions. But after making ail] due al-
lowances for the exaggerations and carica-
tures cf prejudicid obîservers, eau it ho
doubted that, se far as either a broad, aIl
round knowledge of politiosi questions, or
an ability te risc abeve the [rouie f
educaticu and caste, is concerned, a large
proportion cf those pheasure-seeking, peers
iire realhy inferior to nîany a mian who earus
his breîîd in tue sweat, of hi8 brew ? \Ve
do net cf course ferget, î'at, there 'vas in
that, illustrie ms, Chaiber cii that memorable
occasion with which we are dealing a con-
sîderable sprinklin g cf mcii who are beth
intellectualhy and merahly the pg'era cf any
of the logislative halls the world cau pro-
duce. But what of the many who, though
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