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their rentals, and demanded its ab-
olition. Finally, the Government de-
clared themselves in favor of an oc-
cupying’ proprietary, and the chibf
y had on more than one oc-

Tad d. and >
py Mr. Hayden. As was to be ex-
pzcted {he amendment was lost by a
D e of 184 to 287—a mafority . of
03. The debate, however,.brought’
2 m some new facts and new argu-
ments, and several of the speeches
delivered are well worthy of being
raproduced. The amendment, itself,
which was very ‘comprahensivo, read
thus ‘—
«But we humbly represent to Your
Majesty that the refusal of Your
Majesty’s Government to hold out
any hope to the people of Ireland of
a settlement of the Irish land ques-
tion by a comprehensive meuur,e'o!
compulsory sale of the landlords’ in-
terest to the occupying tenants, and
by the reorganization of the Con-
gested Districts Board, with larger
resources and with compulsory pow-
ers of acquiring land, has given 1.'153
to widespread discontent and agita-
tion in Ireland. That the Gove.rn-
ment of Ireland, instead of apply.mg
itself to the removal of the griev-
ances under which the people suffer,
and so abating the causes of reason-
able discontent and of agitation,
have after a period of nine years
and at a time when Iréland is abso-
Jutely free from agrarian crime put
the Coercion Act once more into
operation, suppressed the right of
free speech, dispersed legal and
peaceable meetings with unprovoked
and’brutal police violence, and used
Coercion Courts, presided over by
magistrates, removable at the pleas-
ure of the executive, to send to jail
without fair trial members of this
House and other citizens of Ireland
for no other offence than %asserting
their right to address their consti-
tuents and fellow-citizens in public
meeting assembled; and, finally, to
represent to Your Majesty that the
Government of Ireland is not sup-
ported by the opinion of the vast
majority of the people of Ireland,
and that the condition of that coun-
try demands the serious and imme-
diate attention of Parliament with
a view to the establishment of har-
mony between the Government and
the great majority of the people.”

) \

MR. REDMOND'S SPEECH. —We
need not enter into all the details of
theLeader’s speech,but will reproduce
the main points, and especially those
affecting the immediate situation in
Ireland. After declaring that the
amendment was clear and precise,
and raised definite issues. Mr. Red-
mond said that “‘it referred to sev-
eral fundamental questions upon
which all classes were in agreement.
First, it urged the immediate neces-
sity of further dealing by legislation
with the Irish land question. That
was no longer a matter of dispute
in Ireland. All classes condemned
it. The landlords denouned the pre-
sent system of dual ownership as in-

casion said in public that the great
necessity in Irish politics was the
introduction of further legislation
affecting Irish land. His accusation
against the Government was that,
while they admitted the existence of
these grievances, they proposed no
adequate remedy at all; that they
held out no hope of redress to the
people, but, on the other hand, had
fallen back on the old, old methods
of English Goverfiment in the past,
by the use of cpercive and extep-
tional laws, the abrogation of trial
by juries, the suppression of the
rights of free speech, and the impri-
sonment of political opponents —
(Nationalist cheers)— by “means of
tribunals consisting of agents and
deputies of the Executive Govern-
ment. Thus the twentieth century
was commenced in exactly the same
way as the nineteenth with regard
to the application of compulsion to
the creating of an occupying pro-
prietary and the Nationalist case
held the field.”

THE WORD “NEVER.”—The fol-
lowing was one of the strongest
passages in Mr. Redmond’s address:

‘““Every Unionist member appar-
ently from Ireland was pledged’ to
the principle of compulsory purchase
—that was to say, that 95 per cent.
of the entire representation of Ire-
land was in favor of compulsory
purchase. How was this demand,
coming from Nationalist and Union-
ist, Catholic and Protestant, met?
Was it met by argument or persua-
sion? No, nothing of the kind. The
Chief Secretary did not condescend
to treat the guestion seriously. He
thought he disposed of it by shriek-
ing ‘Never’ at a little gathering of
Orangemen at Belfast, presided over
by Lord Londonderry, who was uni-
versally accepted as the representa-
tive. of the most reactiofiary land-
lord sentiment of the country.
‘Never’ was a dangerous word for
politicians, and it was a dangerous
word for ministers, and it was  a
specially dangerous word for Eng-
lish ministers to use With reference
to Ireland. It was a word seldom
found in the mouths of English poli-
ticians in speaking of the politics of
their own country except in their
green and salad days. It sprang as
a rule from the overweening confi-
dence of inexperience, (Nationalist
cheers and laughter). They in Ire-
land were perfectly familiar with
the word as coming from English
governors. The Chief Secretary, who
in his absolute recklessness, spoke
not only for himself and his Govern-
ment, but for all Governments in
the future, said that in his opinion
the principle of compulsion would
never be applied by any Govern-
ment to a settlement of the land

iquitous, because i had reduced
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| kind? It,is very natural

were not very much disturbed by
this shriek. He (Mr. Redmond) had
sat’ in the House for twenty-one
years, and he had heard the word
‘enver ' applied to Irish problems
by stronger men than the right hon.
gentleman, and by more powerful
Governments than the present, as
in the case of Local Government and
interference with - judicial rents.
There was not a single one 'of the
measures which had been passed for
Ireland in his recollection which had
not in the first place to meet these
‘nevers’ of shortsightedness and ar-
rogant self-confidence. He had seen
these ‘nevers’ melt away like snow
before the determination of a united
and disciplined Irish people. He told
the right hon. gentleman, with all
respect, that the Irish people would
teach him to repent of his rash de-
claration, and compel him to adopt
the policy which he had so airily re-
pudiated.’”

CANADA’S POLICY.—In closing
a most comprehensive speech, Mr.
Redmond said that :—

‘“It was the policy of Lord Dur-
ham in Canada which made that
couni;ry so peaceful, prosperous, and
contented, and it was the denial of
such a policy to Ireland which kept
her the discontented and rightly dis-
affected nation that she is now. The
Canadians would not submit twen-
ty-four hours to be ruled from West-
minster, neither would Ireland. As
long as the present rule existed Ire-
land would always protest, and
Irishmen could never be contented,
prosperous, or well affected, wuntil
they were once more masters in
their own country. He concluded by
moving his amendment, hoping that
it would elicit some expression
which would bring to the people of
Ireland some hope in the misery and
misfortune @inder which they labored
at this moment.”’ >

COL. SAUNDERSON SPEAKS. —
We need not reproduce any of the
reply to Mr. Redmond that came
from the notorious Unionist, Colon-
el Saunderson. It was what Mr. T.
P. O’Connor characterized as ‘‘a
weagy reception of the same thing;’’
““the gallant member had been for
the last sixteen years uniform in his
attitude with regard to the remed-
ies he would offer for the ills of Ire-
land, and he could understand any
superficial observer looking upon the
debate as unreal, academic and
threadbere.”” But what is of mo-
ment in the present situation is the
argument advanced by Mr. Wynd-
ham, chief secretary for Ireland. He
divided Mr. Redmond's amendment
into three sections and dealt with
them separately.

MR. WYNDHAM’S SPEECH. —
““The amendment of the leader of
the Nationalist Party raised three
questions, each of which, to deal
with thoroughly, would take not one

question in Ireland. Nationalists

'

l}

of the books for- our young people.
Not only so, but parents should take
the greatest pains to see that their
children do not take the selection of
their reading into their own hands.
This is too often done on the sly,
and the minds of our children are
poisoned while * we, perhaps, are !
dreaming of their pux;ity and good.
ness.

But another question of equal im-
portance is, do you do any religious
reading? For instance, do you take

week, or one month, but several ses-

sions. As to the first allegation of
the honorable member—viz., that it
was the refusal of the Government
to introduce compulsion into the
sale and purchase of land that gave
rise to and caused an'agitation in
Treland, he entirely traversed that
allegation. He also traversed the
next point that the Government in-
stead of seeking to remove griev-
ances in Ireland had embarked upon
the suppression of free speech ; that
the majority of the people of Jre-
land did not support the Govern-
ment he should not dispute — (Na-
tionalist cheers)— but whenever this
last plea was raised, and it was
raised against every Government,
Tory or Radical, there was added to
it the imputation that those who
took office in Ireland believed that
they in their generation could settle
these Irish questions. Personally,
he did not believe ministers
ever so foolish as to entertain such
an idea. No one who undertook the
Government of Ireland cherished the
hape that he could do more than a
very little to ameliorate existing
evils. No one could look back upon
the work of Chief Secretaries of the
past without feeling that humility
had been their characteristic and
not arrogance. With regard to the
land before 1881, dual ownership
had become customary in places, and
in that year Parliament made itself
an accessory after the fact, and with
great injustice to some gave Par-
liamentary sanction to dual owner-
ship. Two things followed : By mak-

were

ing it compulsory Parliament unin-
tentionally caused great costs to
the State, and in litigation they un-
intentionally caused great costs to
the parties. (Hear, hear). At this
moment the whole of Ireland was
engaged in litigation and the part-
ies were being ruined by carrying on

this iitigious war. (Nationalist
cheers). The second period of revi-
sion of rents would fall due next

year, and there would be an amount
of litigation for which no parallel
could be found. This litigation was
entirely due to the introduction of
the principle of compulsion in fixing
fair rents, and it was the strongest
argument against introducing com-
pulsion into purchase and sale.
There "~ would be the same induce-
ment, the same provocation to go
on appealing from court to court,
Litigation, which had been the curse
of judicial fair rents, would be the
curse of compulsory purchase.’”’

THEIR SOLE ARGUMENT. — To
this last remark Mr. Redmond said
that both curses would then be over
for all time. Here we have the only
argument that the Government has
ndv':mced in support of an attitude
antagonistic to the Irish party’s
demands. Mr. T. P. O’Connor’s an-
swer, though brief, appears suffi-
to the whole issue.
Amongst other things he said :—

““The debate of

cient cover

the two days
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epoch-making in the settlement
the land question.. The most
markable thing about the debate
was the extraordinary concordance
of opinion with regard to the main
features of the discussion on the
question of land purchase. The Chief
Secretary had the voice of united
Ireland, and there never had yet
been a demand made by Ireland,
united in all its parties and all its
crest, for a reform which Parlia-
ment had not been compelled finally

of
re-

to yield to. He had heard no con-
{demnation of the present system
more complete or more terse than
that of the Chief Secretary Peas-
ant proprietary was the only just
and effective solution of the Irish

land question, and that was the po-

licy preached from the Nationalist

benches two and twenty years ago.
Landlordism was doomed. (Nation-
alist cheers). Compulsory purchase
chase was a well-established prac-

tice in England, and all that had to
be established ih order to justify
the application of the principle was
that it was for a great national pur-
pose. If self-government was given
to Ireland, Ireland herself *would,
without a penny of English money,
apply it to the settlement of the
Irish land question. To bring the
pressure of public opinion to bear
upon men who had taken their
neighbor’s goods was not a crime,
and he maintained that there had
never been trade union tyranny in
England or agrarian tyranny in Ire-
land that in its ruthlessness and
cruelty approached the tyrany of
medical or legal trade unionism. The
Irish spectre haunted England
every part of the world, and the
time would come again when Irish
representatives would have the mak-
ing of ministries.

in

MR. HEALY'S HIT.—Possibly one
of the best hits of the debate, cer-
tainly one of the nfost characteris-
tically Irish methods of knocking
down an opponent’s argument
that used by Mr. Healy, when he
showed how the Irish Party had the
task of educating English
ments. There was a spice
about the
well appreciated.

was

Govern-
of hum@
whole thing that was
Mr.  Healy said
that he regarded it as very curioiis
that year after year the same argu-
ments had to be addressed, the same

lectures delivered to a new and
equally inapt set of scholars. The
Irish members seemed to him from

generation to generation to be giv-
ing a liberal education to ministers
and English members on Irish ques-
tions. . When they were partly edu-
cated a dissolution occurred. They
were sent to their A
fresh set of ignoramuses were sent
to Parliament (Nationalist
laughter and cheers)—and the Irish
members had to begin all over again
their system of instruction and illu-
mination. They could take the Coer-
cion Act as it was passed in the
year 1887. He was not in the House

constituents.

ing, because he had been suspended.
The day before he was in the Strang-
ers’ Gallery, and well remembered it
was the day the Pigott forgeries ap-
peared in the “Times,”” and that
they were used to coerce the unwill-
ing Unionist party to vote for the
measure. But for those forgeries,
he ventured to say that the Act
would never have been passed. He
should always recollect the shocking
breach of faith committed by the
First Lord of the Treasury on May
.17, 1887, on the question of Re-
peal as a most appalling breach of
the plighted word of a minister of
the. House. On that occasion the
Opposition was represented by the

5 e i %
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tremendous force of the right hon.
gentleman, the member for Midlo- 1
thian (Mr. Gladstone), and, with i

the instinct of a statesman and of a
warrior, he took up this question of
evading the common law—of evading
the right of trial by jury, and of re-
mitting all those doubtful and deli-
cate questions, questions of illegal
conspiracy, illegal assembly, and
the right of public meeting re-
movable magistrates—he would call
them immovable magistrates —
(laughter)—because they were never
open to the arguments of the de-
fendants. (Laughter).

to

THE STONE OF SISPHUS.—An-
other good point in the debate was
that made by My. Djllon,
said that :—

o eyt e e e e e e -

when he

‘“‘After six years of Unionist Gov-
ernment, with Lord Salisbury as its
head, and a majority so great that

they had actually a free hand in

Ireland, they were now at the bot~
tom of the hill, and now they were
preparing to roll up the stone of
Sisphus by a‘new regime of coer-
cion. The use of coercion was like
any otherwise, drinking or gamb-
ling.”” 3

‘“They began moderately and they
did not know how far they would
go before they are done, and he

warned the Chief Secretary that he

was entering upon a road upon
which he would find it very hard to
turn back, and which would carry
him a great deal further than he

had the least conception of, and he
said deliberately he was entering up-
on that road against his better
judgment, and not because he be-
lieved it to be best for Ireland, or
the best calculated to make his ad-
ministration in the country a pos-
sible success, but really because he
is driven to it by the section of the
Irish, led by Lord Londonderry and
the ‘Times’ newspaper, because Ire-
land is never governed by men like
the present or the late Chief Secre-
taries, who had not a free hand, but
was governed from the office of the
London ‘Times’— (gheers) — to a
large extent, and if they wanted to
know what the Irish Government
was going to do they would get a
great deal more information from
the leaders in the ‘Times’ than from

would be regarded as historic and | on the occasion of the second read- ' the speeches of the Irish Secretary.
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world? For this purpose a certain said he knew that within one year ' Catholic girl or woman who could
amount ‘of spiritual reading would ‘Ihﬂ I.Big”ﬁ UI lhe 75 per «cent. of the women |not carry out this condition. There
seem to be quite indispensable. Do would be members of the | were no fees attached to member-
you say you have no taste' for it? C i P t b h League of the Cross. It was ex- |ship, no initiation, no dues,
Perhaps that is a very good reagon mss a e ef umug V| pected that at the beginning there The third condition was that mem-
why you should practice it. Our . would be a membership of five hun- | bers should pray for those who are
poor, . cold hearts are naturally

averse to spirituality; and that dis-
position is increased by neglect of
proper means of cultivating it, as
well as by constant indulgence in
mere secular reading,

Suppose a man should make as an

a Catholic paper or periodical of any
to sup-
pose that every loyal Catholic who |
cares the least about his religion

_enemies to take at least
‘ read it. We

€ must have our

secular sag

for not ding in' some
important’ business, that he had no
taste for it. Would not the world
laugh at him? And jus€ly, too, for
it we made it a principle of . action
not- to in any business that
we had no taste for, what wouldt!ae
world come t.??

prtnelpie . and

At St. Peter’'s Cathedral, Peter-
borough, on Sunday, Feb. 8, Rev.
Father Murphy, of the Paulist Fa-
thers, New York, delivered a power~
ful temperance sermon on the occa-
sion of the inauguration of the
League of the Cross, ‘a temperance
organization for women. From the
“Review’” we take the_.following re-
port i— X

Rey. Father Murphy at the outset
announced that the first regular
meeting of , the Leagie would . be
held four' weeks from Sunday eyven-’
ing in thé Church. He spoke first
of its requirements and the advan-

: A atbiarahi

dred, and that the work would go
on until there was a membership of
one thousand. There was no impos-
sibility about it. The fact that
some are not drinkers, or drink oc-
casionally should not be made an
excuse for not joining, but was a
reason for becoming a' member.
There may be another society
formed in opposition to the league.
Not long since a liquor man said to
a member, of the Temperance Socie-
ty :—'"You may think you are doing
a great work, but you are not go-
ing to get all the women.” Said
Rev. Father Murphy. ‘“We don't ex-
pect to get all the women but any
Catholic woman who prefers to be-
society, may join it.”

|long to his
The Les

of the Cross was a
. mothers, wives, daugh-
young, in.the name.of
He it was who * had

ot SR

tempted to drink, for those who are
drunkards, that they might see
their folly; pray also for the asso-
ciate members of the League of the
Cross and the T. A. S,

Condition four required that every
member should seek to obtain new
members for the Society, and to
seek to influence for good those who
are now addicted to drink, 3

Speaking of the privilege of the
Society, Rev. Father Murphy said y
that nothing in the Catholic Church
counted for more than the Holy Sa~
crifice of the Mass, not simply  for
the Living but also for the dead. The
Holy Sacrifice is offered up  on




