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kkwe can; and I think so0 (i part) because neither
cor experience suggests that this sentiment is destined
wnmaJ. Even now sigus are flot wanting that it is,
mg the same kind of change which lias (for example)
d loYaltY to the Stewart dynasty from a practicai
a historie emotion. And the reasons are analogous.
s and confiscations of the sixteenth and seventeenth
,the religlous and economic injustices of the eight-

7e long paased away; and there is flo reason known
iy they should disturb the unity of the U.nited King-
m perznanently than the internecine horrors of the
~'easWar disturbed the unity of a United Germany.
NationaliBts were expected by Unionists to seil theïr

te if the larger patriotism. of a citizen of the Three
a was, in its essential nature, incompatible with the.
oeparately owed to each one by its children, ve

Mldoepair. But as Ihave tried to show, thisîs not
And even now those who wiIl take the trouble to

nay easily convince themselves how mucli there is
Le Irish Nationalism which lias no real desire elther

edneor for Home Rule.
te" it will perliaps be here objected, d'you have n0 far
ed the case of Home Rule at ail. You have dis
itonemy and (potential) separation; you have dis-
ie maintainance of the Union. The middle policy

Rueyou have flot discussed at ail."
is tre. Anxd the reason is that if the Irishi difflculty
Iis Nationalism, Home Rule does not deserve to be
.-a a policy at àil. It provides no solution of any
blm or Britishi problemi either. It ia not a con-

d reedy;it is a parlianientary device.
wy few words ilil make thi8 clear. If the subject

âcefrom the aide of Irish nationality, which ia the
pproch uggetedby history and followed i this

e absurdities of Home Rule lie on the surface of the
ne limitations imposed on the new Irish Parlia-

-uha were neyer desired by England in the. case of
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