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Ia“ms a"d Bﬂnts' FumiShBISI since the Reform Act, the stronger of the

two parties in the constituencies, The
measure of its preponderance has sensib'y
increased with the extension of the {f\uu-

chise, From 1834 to 18GS, the Tory
ﬂED'UM WOOLLENS party was rarely under, snd frequently

over, 300 strong. In 1841 it guived a

FINE AND
A SPECIALTY.

(NSPECTION INVITED.
Three Graves.

—

How did he live, this dead man here,

With the tempie above his grave ?

He lived as & greas one, from cradle to bier
He was nursed in luxury, trained in pride,
When the wish was born, it was gratified;
Without thanks he took, without heed he

gave,
The common man was to him a clod
From whom he was far as a demigod.
His dutles? To see that his rents were

ald;
Hie %ll)e-sure? To know that the crowd
0

eyed.
His pnllz. if you felt it, throbbed apart,
Witn a separate stroke from the people’s

heart.
But whom did he love, and whom did he
less
Was the life of him more than a man’s or

less ?

I know uot. He died. There was none to
blame,

And as few to weep; but these marbles came

For the le'mple that rose to preserve his
name!

‘How did he live, that other dead man,
¥From the graves apart and alone ?

As a great one too? Yes, this was one
Who lived to labor and study and plan.
The earth’s deep thought he loved 10 reveal;
He banded the breast of the land with steel;
The thread of his toil he never broke;

He filled the citles with wheels and smoke,
‘And workers by day and workers by night,
For hhe day was too short for his vigor's

ght.
Too firm was he to be feeling and giving:
Far labor, for galn, was a life worth living.
He worshipped Industry, dreamt of her,
sighed for her,
Potent ha grew by her, famous he dled for
he

r.
They say he improved the world in higtime,
That his mills and mines were & work sub-

lime.

When he died—the lsborers rested, and
sighed;

‘Which was it—because he had lived, or
died ?

And how did he live, that dead man there,
In the conntry churchyard laid ?

O,he? Hecame for the sweet field air;

He was tired of the town, and he took no

ride
In ltlpfn.!mon or fame. He returned and
In the place he loved, where & child he
played
With thondwho have knelt by his grave and
ay &

rayed.

He nrled no serfs, and he knew no pride;
He was one with the workers side by eide;
He hated a mill, and a mine, and a town,
With their fever of misery, struggle, re-

nown;

He could never bellave but & man was made
For a nobler end than the glory of trade.
For the youth he mourned with an endless

t
Whopveyre cast like snow on the streets of
the

He was weak, maybe; lhut ‘}:e lotnt Bo trl;nd;
Wh wved h ce ved on Lo the end.
He ‘mourned il selfish Ana shrewd en-

avor ;
But he never injured a weak one—never.
When censure was passed, he was kindly

um
He was neyer so wise Lut a fault would
come;
He was never 8o old that he falled to enjoy
The games and the dreams he had loved
when a boy.
He erred, and was sorry; but he never drew
A trusting heart from the pure and true.
When friends 100k back from the years to

be,
God grant they may say such things of me.
JouN BoYLE O’REILLY.
Boston Pilot.

THE IRISH.QUESTION

Right Hon. Mr. Gladstone’s
Glorious Plea.

THE GRAND OLD MAN STILL TRUE
TO BRITISH HONOR AND IRISH
FREEDOM.

He Demolishes the Foe by Unanswer-
able Argument,
I, —LESSONS OF THE ELECTION.
The satisfactory adjustment of the
Irish question will now, I apprekend, be
the supreme object of every member of
the Liberal party who bas embraced its
prevailing sentiment at the present crisis,
I shall, therefore, principally seek to
draw attention to the bearings of the late
election on that question,
But I will first endeavor to dispose of
an important, though sccondary point.
Every Liberal politician will feel a reason-
able anxiety to estimate aright both the
immediate effccts of the election upon
his party, and the lessons which it teaches
a3 to the real strength and eventual pros
pects of that party ; inasmuch as it, and
no other, has been, during the last half
century, the principal feeder of the politi-
cal thought of the mation, and the main
organ of ite activity., In the reémarks
which follow, I intend no sort of re
proach,
It has this year, wrhappily, been
divided throughout Great Britaiu into a
main body, and a seceding or dissentient
wing, of which the energy hae of neces
sity been developed in directly opposing
the candidates who belonged to the main
body of the party, on the ground of the
aramount importance attaching to the
Yrith question, The result has, of course,
for the party, been disistrous, as a very
large share of its energies have been
spent in a suicidal conflict, Out of 292
contests in Great Britain, no less than 114
have been fought between candidates pro-

fessedly Liberal, Every one of these

was for a reat which was eseentially Lib-

seral, The result, therefore, does not ex-
‘hibit nominally a deduction from the total
roll of the party. But there have been,
also contests between Liberals, or Dis-
sentient Liberals and Tories. Where
Tory and Dissentient have fought, the
Dissentient hes probably suffered from
inability to marehal the full Liberal force,
In the far more numerous cases, where

majority of eighty in straight fighting,
Since the establishment of household euf-
frage in the towns, it has never had a
msjority ; except in 1874, when the Home
Rule party, finally breaking away fiom
the Liberals with whom they most com-
monly had counted, took definite form as
a separate section of the House of Com-
mons,. The msjrity of Tories, over
Liberals alone, then amounted to ﬁt‘t{-
nine ; and it was known to be due partly
to claes interests, cultivated of late years
g0 assiduously by the Tories, but mainly
to discontent, and consequent slackness
ond sbstention in the Liberal ranks, In
1868, 183C and 1885, the Tory strength
never approached three hundred, but fell
much telow its old standard, The Lib.
eral majorities over the Tories in these
Parlisments, aversged nearly one hun-
dred. On the whole it might probably
be a fair though a rough stat: ment of the
comyarative strepgth of the two psrties
in the country, if we were to set down
the Liberals as represented, on the aver-
age, by four-sevenths, and the Turies by
three-sevenths of the electoral body.
What, then, was the loss of Liberal
strength at the late election in consequence
of the echizm ? The test previously sup-
plied by voting in the House of Commons
is definite o far as it goes. Two hundred
and twenty-eight Liberals voted for the
Irish Guvernment Bill, and ninety-three
against it, This test exhibits the strength
of the schism as greatly exceeding one-
fourth of the whole, It very tlighuy ex
ceeds two-sevenths, at which I take it for
present purposes,

It is distiibuted, however, with very
reat inequality among claeses, It has
ﬁitherto commanded, I fear, not les: than
five-sixths of the Liberal Peers. 1f we
go to the Liberal working men, I do not
believe it has touched a fraction higher
than one twentieth, But [ now refer to
independent working men, If we take
the portion of the Liberal party through-
out the country, composed of those who
may be termed employers, or who are
eocially in a position to draw with them
the votes of others, it would, I fear, be a
moderate computation or conjecture that,
of this important and leading section of
Liberals, four-fifths at least were num-
bered among the Diseentients ; and these
drew with them large numbers of de-
pendent, though, I doubt not, as a rule
perfect'y willing voters.
Again the strength of the schism was
unequa'ly distributed, as is that of the
rany, in constituences as well as in claeses
n very many constituencies Liberal and
Tory etrength are neacrly bilanced. In
these a deduction of one flfth, or one-
tenth, or even less, from the normal
strength, transfers the seat as matter of
course. It is impossible to estimate with
precision the loss of Liberal strength
through the schism ; but it must have
been greater than either of these fractions
would represent, In this ruinous state
of facts the 1esults have been as fol'ows.
The party, as & whole, has been reduced
from 333 in the last Parliament to 269,
or by less than one fifta, The Liberals of
the main body have reduced from about
235 to 196, or about one-sixth. The
smallness of the aggregate poll as com
pared with 1835, even on the Conserva-
tive side, is worthy of notice, and appears
to show that a fraction of the electors,
not inconsiderable, till holdaits judgment
in suspense,
Again the total poll in Great Britain
was i—
For Liberals......c..ccoovnrennnnns 1,344,000
For Dissentient Libeials......... 379,000
For Tories........couunne ¥ .. 1,041,000
For Tories and Diseentients,... 1,420,000
Thus the Liberals of the main body
came within 76,000, or only four per
cent, of the nnited etrength of the Tories
and the schism, Consideriog that the
aggregate party had suffered a loss which
cannot be taken at less than twenty or
thirty per cent,, this is a remarkable re-
sult.
Nor is there any obvious levity or pre-
sumytion in saying that, to all appesrance,
at the first moment when Liberalism is
agriv united, it must again become predom-
inen" in.Parliament, But our anticipations
of its real strength in the future grow
more and more confilent when we con-
sider how much it is that Toryizm, under
circumstances of unprecedented advan-
tage, has been able to achieve, It now
reckons 316 members of Parliament.
That is to say, as agaiust the rest of the
House, i: is in & minority of thirty-eight ;
and it is lees by nineteen then the Liberal
numbers returned to the last Parliament.
It has failed to win from our shatterad
and disunited party the same moderate
amount of euccees which we obtained
against it in November last, when it had
the important accidental advantaga of the
Irish vote. If, with that advantage, it
hardly touched the number of 250, and if
it cannot obtain & majority of the House

in a manner unknown for nearly a cen.
tury, the inevitable inference, not de-

geems to be that Toryism can never by

change,

THEY REGARD IRELAND,

when Liberalism is divided agsinst itself

monstrable but very highly probable,

its own resources win, under the existing
Jaws, a majority of the House of Com-
mons, unless and until the tendencies and
temper of the British nation shall have
undergone some novel and considerable

IL—THE LESSONS OF THE ELECTION AS| pake a total of not less than 354, Even

CHOLAS WILSON & co formity with the sdvica of Lord llarting- | election as it is exhibited in the total
NI ton, ard, I think of Mr. Chamberlain, | return of members to the House of Com- |
actually transferring their votes to the | mons,

Tory Candidate.
The Liberal party asa whole has been, | the policy of the late Government, teken |
together, amouat to 250, The opponents

The Liberal and the Irish supporters of

of that policy are 310, showing & majority
of 110~a large number without doubt,
It bas been bravely stated by the Prime
Minicter that thisis anirrevocable verdict.
It is certainly a verdict without any in
stant appeal. But the authority which
gives such verdicts has power to revoke
them, and is in the practice of revoking
them ; and, moreover, bas seen and may
see them disobeyed by the representatives
whom it has empowered not merely or
mainly to repeat a formula, but to delib-
erate upon and to follow the exigercies
of public affairs.

n order to estimate truly the value of
such majorities, let us refer to recent his-
tory ; bearing in mind especially that the
session of 1836 was the first and only
session in which the adoption of the
policy was clearly and unequivocally de-
mended by the Irish nation, and the first
and only session, also, in which it had the
support of a British party or a British
ministry.

In 1541 the election turned mainly on
the Corn Law., The proposal to repeal it
bad been, since the Reform Act of 1832,
frequently, and of late almost annually,
debated ; and the country had bad unusual
opportunities of mastering the question,
through the energetic action of the anti-
Corn Law League. Nevertheless, the
people returned in 15t a Parliament
which by a majrity of ninety-one
placed the Conservative party in cflice to
uphold the Corn Law. And, considering
that many Whigs, who woull not join in
ejecting the Wnig Govanment were
friecdly to the Corn Law, we may state |
without apprebension that the majority
returned to support that law in 151l
was even larger than that now returned
in 1586, to oppose the liish policy of the
late Government,

Yet this very Parliament of 1341, by a
msjority of 98, repealed the Corn Law in
1846,

There are many elemente, beside that
of number, which go to determine tbe
prospects of »n opinion or a policy. A
policy which is sffirmative, which is de-
finite, which is complete, which rallies its
aduerents on one and the same ground,
bas standing advantages over a combina-
tion which agrees only in negations,
whose ideas advance to day and recede to-
morrow, which proposes no definite settle-
ment, and waits upon the chapter of
accidents, Especially is it a mighty ad-
vantage to bave a nation at our back ;
for a nation never dies. In this case we
have more even than a nation. Few
indeed, so far as I know, of our oppon-
ents are bold enmough to deny that we
have with ue, in a degree hard to match,
the general opinion of the widely ex-
tended British race ; not to say of the
civiliz:d world beyond the confines of
England, isolated on this occiion alike
from her sisters and her children, from
her rivals and her allies,

At the outset of the American Civil
War, the friends to the abolition of
slavery were not even & party ; there
were no more than a section or a group.
But, because they saw tbat time and
events must needs work with them, they
were content to abide their time, It
came, and came speedily. In two years
the irrevocable word of freedom was
spoken from the lips of authority. We
may well be content to abide our time ;
for we see that time aund events are
working, and must work, on our side,
Nor is this the only solace, What may
be termed the pot-valiant language, to
which hot and passionate tempers have
been cccasionally treated, is now heard
no more. No longer is the idea of hold-
ing Ireland by attachment, instead of
holding it by force, illustrated by the sup-
posed parallel of an attempt to govern by
attachment, instead of police, the criminal
population of London. No more is the
proposal of self-Government for Ireland
compared with a proporal of self govern-
ment for Hottentots. No more is heard
the loud demand for measures of repres-
sion, which produced the policy named
by the present leader of the House of
Commons the policy of the 26th of
January. Yet the agrarian crimes re-
ported by the constabulary were (inclu-
sive of threatening letters) in the 62 days
of December and January, 185 ; ia the 61
days of June and July, 194; and, while
in two years precediog there was but one
agrarian murder, in the twelve latest
months there have been ten,
What is weightier still, no more do we
hear of the famous twenty years, during
which Parliament was to grant epecial
powers for firm government in Ireland,
and at the end of which, in a larger or a
less degree, coercive laws might be re-
pealed, and measures of local self- govern-
ment entertained.
It is, then, evident, even amidst the
shouts of victory, that the Tory alver-
saries of Ireland have bad a severe, per-
haps an irreparable loss: they have lost
the courage of their opinions, On the
other hand, the Dissentient Liberals gen-
erally, and their leader, seem now to be
pledged to immediateand large concession;
many of them on such a scale that they
give to their idea the name of Home
Rule, declaring themselves favorable to
its principles, and only opposed to the
awkward and perverze matter in which
it was handled by the late Administration.
So that, while & large msjority of the
present House was elected to oppose the
measures of the bygons Ministry, a much
less large, but still a decided majority, has
bound itself not less strongly to liberal
measures of self-government for Ireland.
The seceding Liberals, added to the main
body of the party end to the Nationalists,

in this anti.Home Rule Parliament a rcal
majority ready to act in the direction at
least of Irish wishes, and to run the risk
of geeiry the grant of a portion uscd as a
leverage to obtain the residue,

S0 that, look at the question which
way we will, the cause of Irish self gov
erpient lives aud moves, and can hardly
fail to reccive more life and more pro
uleion, from the hands of thcss who
ave been its successful opponents in one
of its particular forms, It will arice, asa
wounded warrior sometimes arises on the
field of battle, and stabsto the heart some
soldier of the victorious army, who bhas
been exulting over him.

So much for the case of Ireland within
the walls : it is full of hope snd comfort.
When we go beyond the walls and con-
sider either the points of vantage gained,
or the gencral progrees which bas been
lccom‘phshul, it is yet more, and by far
more favorable.

Lst us now take some acount oi the
results of the elections, as they are ex.
hibited, not in a gress total, but in differ-
ent quarters of the country,

Toe fact that Wales has been from the
first uvder an incorporating union, bas )
blinded us to the fact that there are,
within the United Kinglom, no lees than
four nationalitica, Of these four nation-
alities, three have epoken for Irish
autonomy in a tove yet more decided
than the tone in which the fourth has
forbidden it. Scotland has approved our
Irish policy by three to two, Ireland her-
self by four aud a half to one, and gallant
Wales by five to one, In the aggregate
they bave retarned more than 150 sup
porters of the poliey, and rather above
fifty against it; or three to ome in its
favor,

In Eogland T wiht dwell on some re-
markable exceptiops to the prevailing
opivion, such as those of Yorkshire and
Northumberland ; portions of the country
commonly suppesed to be above, and not
below, the average in intelligence and
force of character, But for the present
purpose we must deal with Eogland as a
whole, and we find that she bas decided
against Irelaud by returning 336 oppon.
entsof our liish policy, against 129 who
saupport it.

This is not, then, a partnership of three
kingdoms, or of four nationalities, upon
equal terms. The vast preponderance in
strength of one among them enables her
to overbear the other three, and to re-
veree their combined judgment, The
case may be even carried s little further,
The minority adverse to Ireland in Scot
land, Ircland and Wales, taken together,
is twenty-five per cent. of the whole,
The minority favorable to Ireland in the
Euglish return, though a emall minority,
reaches twenty-eight per cent. of the
whole. So, then, England speaking by
much less than three-fourths of her
whole number of members, can give
against Scotland, Ireland acd Walee,
speaking corj.intly by three fourths of
their members, an ab:olute majrity on
the aggregate return of no less than 110.
Lot us illustrate the state of fa:ts by a
supposed case. Whenever the people of
Eogland think one way in the proportion
of two to one, they can outvote 1n Par-
liament the united force of Scotland,
Wales and Ireland, although they should
think the other way in the proportion of
five to one, Aud if England thinks one
way in the proportion of three to one,
she can outvote Scotland, Ireland and
Wales together, although they were each
and all to return the whole of their mem-
bers tc vote against ber, There are,
therefore, reacons of a very intelligible
kind why Eugland ehould at the flest
blush take a favorable view of the advan-
tages of incorporating unions.

But the question of majority and
minority does not rule the whole case,
Ireland, with the minority of 250 in her
favor, and carving out of that aggregate
minority large majorities in three out of
the four nationalities, stands far bettcr
than she would stand were that minority
proportionately diffused in four, or even
in three of them: were our copponents
able to say that England, Scotland and
Wales were all against her,

The figures stand thus :

E_gland has members . . . 163
Scotlavd « .« . 72)

Ireland . . . 103 v+ 205
Wales . . . 30)
Case 1.—3 of 465 310
16 of 205 34
544
But } of 465 .If-.';
5.6 of 200 171

N T
220

Majority . 18

Case 2. 405—116 — 31
The rest of the Houss 321

Majority . 28

The recent contest has been fought upon
the question of nationality ; upon the
title of Ireland to some recognition (in
Lord Carnarvon’s phrase) of her national
aspirations, Now, in the first place, this
very fact, that an election has been con-
tested on grounds of nationality, of itself
gives a new place to nationality as an
element of our political thought.
Secondly, these nationalities will be in-
clined to help one another. Ireland has
received signal assistauce from Scotland
and from Wales on the great_and capital
subject of her natiovality. Should
there be, and will there not be?—ques.
tions coming forward, in which Scotland
or Wales have a special national interest
or feeling, it is probable that Ireland, <o
long at least as she continues to have a

Parliament is, and must probably always ‘
be, ivw' an adjistment which does the full- |
est justice to what is eeparate and specific
in their several populations,  Scotland,
which for a century end a (uarter after |
her union was refused all taste of a real

representative system, may begin to ask

herself ahether, if at the first she felt
something of an unreasoning antipathy,

¢he may not latterly have drifted into a

superstitions worship, or at least a1 irre

flective acquiescence. Of two things | feel
afnued. First, whatever practical claims

either of these countries may make on

their own behalf will be entertained and

disposed of without etirring up the cruel

animosities, the unworthy appeals to sel-

fishness, the systematic misrepresentations,

which have told so fearfully against Ire-

land, Aund, recondly, that the desire for

Federation, floating in the minds of many,

iias had an unexpected ally in the Irish

policy of 18~5, and that, if the thing,

which that term implies, contains within

iteelf possibilities of practical good, the

chance of bringing such possibilities to

bear fruit bas thus been unexpectedly and

largely improved,

Lot it not, however, be supposed for a

moment that Eogland is to be regarded as
hostile to the claims of Ireland, What
we have before us i3 not really a refusal ;

it i3 only a slower acknowledgment,

Whatever cfforts may have been made by

individuals to bring the national mind at
the election of 1585 to a perception of
what wa: coming, it must be remembercd

that a powerful party had at that time,

on account of the Iri:h vote, the very

strovgest reasons for keeping the Irish

question out of view, and that they set up
other cries, such as the “ Chuich of dan-

ger,” which were known and familiar,

and which drew away attention from
what was real to what was imaginary, So
it is no great wonder or offence if, when
the subject was novel, and when the
most powerful avd best organized classes
in the country were resolutely bent on
arguments which darkened ell its bear

ings, it should have remained a little ob-
scure, But mark the progress that has
becnn made, A subject which, twelve
months ago, was almost as foreign to the
British mind as the differential calculus,
has been insc:ibed among the chief lessons
of all liberal teaching in every town and
county of the land, and is everywnere
supported by a large b.dy of persons with
a warmth and earnestness equal to any
that is felt for any of the dearest and
the most familiar aims of public policy.
All the currents of the political atmos.
phere as between the two islands have
been cleaused and sweetened ; for Ireland
now knows, what she has never, even
under her defeat, known before, that a
deep rift of division runs all through ths
Er ¢'ish ration in her favor ; that there
is not throughout the Jand a district, a
parish, or a village where there are not
hearts beating in unison with her bheart,
and minds earnestly bent on the acknow-
ledgment and permanent establishment
of her clsims to national existence.

She knows aleo that many, if not most,
of her adversaries have paid the highest
compliment to her claim for the adoption
of the measure of 1556, in adopting, it is
to e presumed as 8 political necessity,
the method of systematically misstating
it, Becauee they conceive it to tend to
separation, they describe it as being in
itself separation, Bzcause they think it
would bring about & repeal of the union,
they describe it as being a repeal of the
union. That is, by reason of what (hey
think (most erroneously) that it would
prodace, they habitually describe it
a3 being that which they know it not to
be. It1s just asin an arithmetical sum ;
the misstatement of the terms of the pro-
blem, of cour:e, if not detected, makes the
problem hopeless. Itis without example,
o far as I know, in the political contro-
versies of the last balf contury, It estab
lishes a precedent which may, with some
kind of excuse, be used hereafter sgainst
its authors, It is a practice analogous to
hitting foul in pugilism, or using weapons
in war, which are prohibited by the laws
of war. It constitutes a proof of the
weakness in argument of a cause, driven
to supply by prohibited means its poverty
in legitimate resonrce,

Apart from this grave aspect of the cace,
is there not something beyond the ordin-
ary licence of controversy in charging
upon the Irish people the idea and inten

tion of Separation, in conoection with
the present 5‘\‘|'JV'L,\ !
{  Asthe adversary believes the meisare
| involves by way of consequence the sep
aration of the countries, he is entirely
jastified in pr :s¢ing his argument ; bt he
should eurely press it 1 the right way.
Ihere are two methods of conducting

the argument, either of which it has been
open to bim to follow, and which 1T will
call respectively the hamane and the sav.
age method.

The Irish nation, whi'e it is recoverirg
from its very natural estrangement, aud
learning with a good heart the accents of
loyalty, disclaims in the most emphatic
and biiding way, by the mouth of its
authorized representatives, the idea of
separation, The opponent of Hlome Rule
might say, “I take vou at your word ; I
am convinced you do not mean Separa-
tion ; but I will show you that, by certain
consequence, this mischievous Bill in

NO. 414.

in her present resources, why should she

| expose herself to the risks of invasion and

to the certainty of enormous cost in the

| creation and maintenance of &

navy  for  defence, rather  than
remain under the thicld of the greatest
waritime Power in the world, bound by
every consideration of honour and of in-
terest to guard her! Why should she be
supposed desirous to forego the advantage
of an absolute community of trade with
the greatest amovg all commercial coun-
tries, to become an alien to the market
which consumes (say) nine tenths of her
produce, and instead of uring the broad
and universal paths of enterprise now
open to her,to carveout for b rself newand
narrow ways as a third-rate Statel Why,
when her children have now, man by man,
the free run of the vast British Empire,
upon terms of absolute equality with every
native of Gireat Britain, should she be
deemed so blind as to intend cutting them
away {rom the greatest of all the marts
in the world for human enterprise, energy
and talent, and to doom them to be
strangers among nearly three hundred
million men, with whom they have now
& common citizenship!  Why is she to be
insepsible to all the indications nature
herself has given of the destiny of Ireland
to be our partner in weal and woe, and
why should she be ready to enter upon a
desperate contest of strength with a people
of six times her number, of twelve times
ber wealth, inferior to her in no single
element of courage or temacity? This
people, to wlom cven justice iteelf has
never yet enabled her to offer an effective
military resistance, are now to be fright-
ened out of their propriety lest Ireland
should cffer them violence, to tear her.
self away,unattracted to any foreign centre
(forthereis none),unwarmed by sympathy
beyond her shores (for she would have
none), unblessed by IHeaven,and quarrcll-
ing suicidally with all that could minister
to her material or her political welfare!
Noj; the truth is, and listory proves it,
Eogland has been strong enough to be,
even through a course of generations, un-
jast to Ireland; and now it is not want of
stoéngth that will put a ttop to such
injustice, bat her better  will,
ber better knowledge, the action
of ths mnation substituted for the
action of the few, and an improved and
improving moral sense in public affairs.
What reason here indicates, history
proves; for never did Separation become a
substattive idea in Ireland, until the one
unhappy period when the warlike instincts
of France coincided with that infa’ \ation
of the Britich Government which in Ire.
land raised tyranny and sanguinary
oppression, aa well as the basest coriuption,
to their climax. ¢)aly superlative iniquity
led Ireland even for a moment to dream
of separating. Even then, the remedy
would have been worse than the disease.
None but the few fanatics of erime dream
pnow of euch a thing; and they, who im-
pute it to the Irish nation, treat it as a
nation made up of men who are at once
and equal'y traitors, knaves, avd fools.

III.—PURCHASE AND SALE OF LAND IN

IRELAND.

[ do mot propese to examine in detail
the causes of the signal defeat, which the
Irish policy of the late Government
has now received at the polis of Eng-
land, or rather of the middle and southern
parts of Eogland, DBat, in my opinion,
the chief among those causes is not to be
found in chimerical fears of Separation,
or in aversion to the grant of self-govern.
ment to Ireland as a whole, or even in
want of time to understand the principles
and bearings of our measures, The most
powerful agent in bringing about this
result was, in my jadgment, aversion to
the Bill for the Purchase and Sale of Land
in Irelaad.

This arersion grew out of misapprehen-
sion, which was itee!f founded on (what I
think) misrepresentations, sach as the
complexity of the sulj ¢t made it im-
porsible to remove., But, however ille.
gitimate may have been the means em:
ployed, the result is not to be denied, and
has to be taken into practical account.
The gigantic bribe which wa« detected 1
an offer to pay to Irish landowners what
Parlisment might deem to be ths far
market valne of their rented lande; the
attempt to combine a Jarge equily with
policy 1n an employment of Biitish eredit
warranted by such high ealls) ard in 1's

pecuniary results absolutely safe; thae
daring attempt we made to coary to Lne
very uttermost our service to the wmen
whom we knew to be as a cla s the hiter
est avd most implacable of oar political
adversaries, by declaring our two Bille to
be, in our own minde, and for the (xisi-
ing juncture, inseparable; all these have

been swept ruthlessly off the fild of
present action by the natioral verdice
Not merely the verd ¢t expressed by the
English majority; for the sentiwent is
shared by many of the staunch sapporters

of Diish antonomy, ard bas 1ot heen
hitherto repudiated by the Natioon'ite of
Ireland, who had given & rowcwhat
reluctant a-sent to proposals enail ug o
heavy a linbility on the whole pubicae

sources of their country.

The two Bills, for the goveriment of
Irelard and for the Purchase and Sule of
Jand have been used at the Elvcuon to
destroy one another. The Lard Bill bad
wauvy friends, chifly among Toris and

volves it.”" That [ call the humne
method of argument,

Jut the method generslly adipred has
been to sy, “You disclaim S partion g
butI do not bulieve you ;and so [ cal
you, and all who aid and abetyou, Separ-
ators,” Isit too much to call this the
gavage method?

At least it may be held that, when we

voice through her members in B:itish
affairs, will reciprocate the boom, What
is not less likely, and even more import-
ant, is that the scene of nationality, both

Tory and Liberal have fought, the Liberal | abate the hopes or to modify the antici
has commonly suffered from the dafection | pations of those who desire to meet the | drowned in the strong stream of party

of all the Dwentients ; most of these ab

wants and wishes of Iréland.

staining from the poll, but some, In con

of the Ministerialiets, come have declarcd

There is nothing in the recent defeat to | themselves favorable to large conceesion.

- | These profestions of individuals might be

feeling. Without reckoning, then, on

.|  Let us look first at the result of the any sort of Tory belp, we seem to have

in Scotland and in Wales, set astir by this
controversy, may take a wider range
than beretofore. Wales, and even Seot-
land, miay ask hereelf, whether the present
syetem of entructing all their offairs to
the handlirg of & body, English in such

begin by giving the lie, there cught to he
in the essence of the thing that we impute

gomething of a nature to render our im

putation probable. I« thig the case with

Dissentient Liherals,  But then Jove of
the Lad Bill was not ko tron g oss thoir
aversion to Home Rule, and they aillowen
it to lie pierced with a thousaid gastes,
in order that through it the sister s nre
of H me Rale might be wonnded. On
the other hand, the mass of the Liboas
throuyhout the countty were fully jro-
pared for the grant of lrieh antonomy,
| but were in many eaxas adverse to the il
nuderstood measure for the Parchase and
{ Sals of Jand, which they wire taught to
helieve conld, urder no cirean s ances, be

Separation T What is there in Separation | wevered from it Henee many a seat was
that would tend to make it advaut gevus | given to the Tories by Liberal abstentiovs,

\ to Ireland ?

[ and not a few to Liberal Dissentients, by

As an island with many hundreds of | thore who acquieeced in the destruction

miles of coast, with a weak marine, and a | of the one Bl for the anke of recuring
{ people far more military than rantical in | the destruction of the ather.  So, then,
oVerwhelming proportion as the present | its habits, of small population, ;1 d lmited

this Siamexe twi ship of the Bills, put to




