THE HARP. g

A. It potontly combined with other
cnuses to drive the people into exiloe.
By withdrawing larger masses of money
than cver from the ¢ country, the means
of - employing and supporting  the
people ut home wero still far ther re-
duced. They were therefore compelled
fo emigrate in greater multitudes than
before.

Q. Was the expulsion of the Irish
people considered a desirable object by
the YMnglish?

AL It had always been so, and wus so
still.  'We have scon that in tho 16th
and  17th centuries the Irish  were
thinned out-by massacre and by the de-
liberato destruction of their food. In
modern days they are thinned out by
the wholesale ‘1I)~>lx.1cuon of” the nation-
al wealth which their hands have cere-
ated; a system which, by depriving
them of the natural and legitimate fund
for their industry, vendees their native
country incapable of supporting them.

Q. What is the sole effectunl remedy
for those monstrous wrongs ?

A, The restoration to. freland of her
native pirliament, on the basis of a
free popular constituency. A resident
Trish legislatare, freely chosen, is the
only body competent to develope the

resources of lreland for the benefit of

herown inhabilants, and to protect. the
national wealth from being carried’ out
of the country by our powerful und un-
serupulous neighbour.

Q.: On what plc:t do Inglish states:
men justify the inomling te_ abstraclion
of l1rish money ?

A. On the political incorporation of

the two. countries by the Union. This
Union, they say, has m: |dc lrish and
Iunrrllsh “one - nation; and, = as
Lhoy are thusidentified with each o(.hcr,
- there-is no more injustice in spending
Irish money in England, than in spend-
ing Yorkshire money in Sussex or Cum-
berland.
< Q. What is'the plain meaning of such
a p\c‘\ as this?
A. Lt means' that having robbed Ire-
land of her parliament, Lhey are there-
. by entitled to rob her of her money.
Q. What do you ‘infer from such a
plea?’ .
AL Clc‘n']y thet Irolnnd requn es poh-
tical distinctness to protect her- inter:

ests, siuce the obliteration. of that:.dis-
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tinctness ig usod as apretext for confis-

cating huge masses of herpublict revenuo ‘

and px ivate income.

Q. What were the Corn Taws ?

A. Laws imposing dutieson corn im-
pmted from foreign countries into
Grreat Britain and Ireland. ’

Q. Wore they advantageous to Eng-
lmul ?

A. They were abhorred by the manu-
Ll(-tlu ing classes in  lnglund, whose
bread was rendered denrer by the tax.
They were uphcld by the landlord in-
terest, both in Great Britain and Treland,
us l)ung calenlated to secure high \cnt%
by keeping up the price of corn.

Q. Weoe thoy advantageous in any’

way to lreland ¥
A To this extent they were advan-

tageous, that as almost the sole indus.:

wy of Treland was agricultural, the high
price of wuulltun.ll pxoduu, leouuht.
more mongy into rish circulation than
could he expected if the market value
of corn should fall,

). Wore the Corn Laws repealed
during the ‘continuance -of the = lrish
faming?

A. Yes; and onc of Lho.n-rrmncnta for:

repealing them was, to give “ cheap
bread to the Irish.”

Q. How did the lcpc'll of Lho:e lawws

.xﬂe(L lreland ?
A. They lowered the price of corn
and: thereby threw 1,105,609 acres of

arable Jand . out of (,uluv wion, as the:
price of the grain no longer lcpdlil the

cultivators. The l\l)omu whose oceu-
pation was gone, followed "the myvriads
of emigr ants who had crossed the At~
lantic.

Q. Were the Corn Laws just in prm-
uple?

A. No: it cannot - be right to tax
what ought to be the ordinary food of.
man. Under a domestic parliament, tho
abolition of the Corn duty would. no

have injured the Irish population. . Ag:
the mattcr stood, however, that measure:
operuted to lower thepnce of oune of the .

chiof articles that Ireland had to sell;
a loss the unpovcnahcd country could
11[ l)e‘w'

Q. To what extent have all the con-.

cm rent causes of which wehave spol\cn,
thinned out tho: Irish nation?. v
AL A p~ulx‘tmentalyl'ebulll obtained
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