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ease." (Vol. III. page 80.'> The writer's points are well
taken, but wth the hindness of his race hie attributes

the Il trampling under foot " of his nation te a pelitical
erigiu axîd defect, instead of te its rightful cause, a
theological onc. The "lNational Policy " did net exiat
in 1721, but the saine heel of despotic religion did.
One hundred andi seventy years have net altcred or
changed ene iota its sway over its serfs. Have wc net

here the true cause of Canadal backwardness ? What
nation, whcîe haîf one's short lifetime is spent in Church
or under the leading strings of clerical admnistration,
has ever miade the material progreas that is te be seen
where Church is made subservient te the pcople's pleasure h

Material progrcss did net exist during the Puritanical
reigu over New England. t was with the dawn of

liberty in religieus as weil as political observances that
the grcatness of New England began and was dcveloped.
We bave only te look at and contrast dark, lethargical,
prîest-ridden Spain and Portugal with free, open, active,
energetic England ; or restrained, nihilistic, autocratie,
patriarchal-governed Russia, or Cathelie Au.stria with
henest, enlightened Germany ; or, btter still, our own
bright, active, opulent and happy neighbours, where
liberty of conscience is synonym with liberty of action, as
compared with that dark, unbappy, poor and maiserable
French race occupying our ewn territery, wbosc every
action is subservient te pricstly orders, te find the ful

force and effect of this religieus dominancy-priestcraft
versqus enlightenment, toleration, liberty of action and
coensequent material progress and happincas, the latter,
ef the body as well as the seul, wbich former priestcraft fails
te view as ef any consequence in this worhd. Have we
net the saie bitter experience te deplore in such
ecclesiastically governed countries, where the state is
subservient te the Church, as Mohamînedan Turkey,
Persia and Morocco contrasted with Ludia, Egypt andi
Algeria 1i Have we net aise China and Japan, as illustrat-
ing in the fermer the detrimental influence of the
Buddbist priesta rpling the people and state ?

All the world over it is the sanie tale: wherever
priestcraft rules there ia darkness, illiteracy, poverty,
slavery and consequent misery te be dcplored. Ev',,n
ancient histery furnisles similar parallelisnis. To this
day the Jews bewail the bs ef their national existence
and capital, the cause ef wbich was the religieus ascend-
ency and domination of their priesthood over the temporal

power. The Jews, like the Roman Catholica of the prescrit
day (whese many forms of reigieus and politieal govcrn-
nment, the latter closely copied, but failed te prototype
their goed qualities), were an ahl abserbing ierarchy,
whose chief priesta, with armies t their bidding, kept the
people in subjection, ignorance and slavery until their
temple was destroyed, their God-given city ef Jertisalei
denelisbed, as the eutcome of their misplacvd poer,
seditien and blindness, and they were dispersed as the
outcasts of the carth. France, while net offring altogether
a parallel, owed much ef its rebellion and mi8fertunes te

the clerical ascendency, until in like manner they were
dispersed and unfortunately found a harbour of refuge in
Canada and America, the evil effecta of which are clearly
visible te aIl net affected with Amaurosis. Let L' Electeir
take warning, as the supporter ef a clerical governinent
over which the clergy have net only full control, but an
actual voice in its ceuncila, te haIt in turne, and net seek
te ind its evils and shortcQmings in the political state cf
the people, but in its religious and national aspect, the
latter feature ef wbicb L1 will discuas in nîy n'-xt.
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Tl ~Catholie Relief B'ill cq/i179")'.

Siit,--laI 1793 the Irish Pariarnent passed a bihl giving
the Franchise te the Cattholica, aboli8hing the remains cf
the old Penal Code and freeing thein front alrnost aIl their
disabilities. t stopped short ef allowing Catholics te
enter Parliament. This measure gave thein a great major-
ity in the electorate, and it was reasonably certain that if
they were allowed te it in the House, they would soeon
have a cear majerity there, and that the land settlernents
of tbe preceding centuries would be attacked-wbicb, if
persevered in, would result in civil war, and the interfer-
ence once more ef Great Britain.

W olfe Tone.

Wolfe Tone, who was, although a Protestant, rabidly
opposed te the British Governinent, and was censpiring te
separate the nations, was disgusted at the passing ef this
relief measure, and very indignant with the Cathohie Epis-
copacy for accepting it. t inust lever bie berne in mind
that the standard of trutbtulness among the Celtic Irish is

C net the samie as in Canada, the United States, or Great
Britain. More especially is this the case among the pro-
fessional patrits- men who inake a good living eut of the
business. Wolfe Iln'slite, by his ewn son, with the

0 exact rendering ef his diary, written from day te day, is
k widely different from modemn patriotic biographies. Frein

bis own staternenta it is plain that the rejection by the
t British Governnent ef a hare-brained plan et bis, which

Yhe bad submitted te thein, was the foundation et bis plot-

ting and se.calhed patriotisin.
Ln the Ninetvînt Century' for May the Duke ef Argyll

quel iargely frein this authentic life. It shows exactly

wbat the rish se called patriets of that day were. Tot
adapt frorn a Chiïîesc stanâpoint, they were men who1
wouhd set fire te their neighbour's bouse, and thence te
the whole tewn, te reast their ewn pig.

At Vol. I., p. 99, this rish patriot grumbles (how like
soeo f the present day) that Ilevery complaint recited
had been attended to-every grievance speciied had been i
îeroved " by the Act ef April, 1793.1

When Wolfe Tone went te France, lie importuned the t
Directory te send an expedition te reland-and at thati
very turne the Duke of Argyl quting frem Vol. I.,i
p. 159) shows that lie actuahly atternpted te blackrnail
Carnet, the nicat respectable man eut et the five Directors.
While te bis face assuring him et "lthe unanimity cf the

rish people," lie stated (Vol. I., p. 27) tce a compatriot
high in the service et France, < that the whole Catholic
clcrgy might be regarded as hostile," and that "la large
French force was absolutely requisite, since the people
wouhd neyer meve without it."

As the Irish R.C. clergy were weli aware of the whole-
sale nîurders cf the French clergy by the French Republi-
cana, and et the horrible excesses and outrages committed
by the French armies in La Vendee, their hostility is easy
te tindertan.l. Oa November 10, 1796, Wolfe Toue
attended a review of the "Légion Noire," 1,800 streng-
who had been foreinost in perpetrating the La Vendec
herrora, the wholesale murder of men, women and childrcn.
He says iin his journal, "They are the banditti intended
for England, and sad blackguards they arc." IlThey put
me strongly lu mind ef the Green Boys of Dublin."-.(the
teughs cf that day). He aIse eamphained that; the ranks
et the new Irish militia were being filhed by Cathohics.
And again, June 18, 1798, of their loyalty. although lie
calls it "rivetting their ceuntry'a chains." The folowing
will show the nature et the man: referring te a proclama
tion ef the executive body cf the conspirators, "that ahi
Irisbasen in the British service taken witb armas in their
banda shal l be intantly mhet," he observes (Vol. Il.,
p. 509) Ilthat it was exactly what; he bad urged on the
French Dîrectory for the two years past." Thus he, was
desît-ens that theusands et bis telhew-countrymen-the
great majority being Cathoics-should he ret used quarter.
And thia cf nmen who were simiply taithful te their duty!
This helpa te explain nsany et the Loyaiat reprisaIs. The
rnajerity of the Irish Gevernment embedied forces being
Catholics, it fellowa that soîne et thein were murdered by
men cf their ewn creed aftcr the riaing began, and their
Catholie coinrades with arma in their banda retaliated.
These are seme et the herrora of civil war that inany cf
the Irish Americans have been seekingr once more te hring
about.

The Duke et Argyll observes that it shows the mild-
neas o e Irish Gevemninent that for ifteen mnthsafater
they knew that Wofe Toue was trcasonab)ly cemminunicat-
ing with the French Governnent, he wasalalowed te remnain
in Dublin, and that repeatedly thcy tried te eclaiîn hu.
In April, 1795, ie was finaly told te go or be arreated.

Thte Lxce8es j 1798.

t is the fashien amnog protesïienal [rish patriets te
lay aIl the exceases committed duing the Iriah Rebellien
upen thc Protestants. Nething can be turther frein the
truth. These who began thein were the worat. Only
seventeen years earlier, duing the fighting in Virginia and
the Carolinam,gcreat excesses were committed on both ides.
The Loyaists were in a minerity there, and when the
Repuhlicans burnt their heuses they et ton retaliated, untîl
seme ceunities were nearly wasted. To show hew the
wilder spirits excite te crime with the object in view et
Abselom's counsellors--te make the quarrel iri-ecencilable
-only about ive years age news came front South Africa
et a great crime that these bogus Lrish patriots senght te
carry eut. During the Boer war an emissamy et the League
feund bis way te the Boer camp. They had captured a
few priseners, mostly wcunded men. H1e stmenghy advised
that they aheuld be murdered in celd blood; but the Bcers,
being Christians, refused te do se. Had they acted on bis
nachivelian counsel, net all Ghadstone's oratory would

have caused Britain te fail upen hem knees te the slave-
hunters, aîîd the Boers and their then system cf outraging
the natives would have been put dowu torever.

Th& Dangers Caused by the 7'wo I3arliamnts.

During (xrattan'8 Pariament (1782-1800) there were
several occasions when great dangerd ensued therefrorn.
We must bear in mind that the Irish were then, even
more se than now, an excitable race, and net a phhegmatic
people ike the Gerinans.

In 1782, when England, over-matched, was struîggling
with the United States, France, Spain and Holland, it was
actually proposed in the Irish Parliament te requcat the
King te dechare war against Portugal, our only aly. The
proposai, tortunately, was net voted upon.

Free Trade Rejected by Ireland.

In 1784 the Irish Parliament presented an address te
the Crewn for the pumpese et getting free trade between
the two nations. Lu those days Protectionists flouî-ibled
in England almoat as pewertuhly as they new de in the
United States. Pitt, in pursuance et the Irish equet,
accordinghy introduced the necessary nîeasures into 'the
British Parliament. There was great oppesition te, the
proposai in the House et Conimons, and aIse aniong the
manufacturera. But that great minister, Pitt, stood tirai,
and he carried it through, granting all that the Irish Par-
liarnent had asked for. Accordinghy a Bill was laid before
the Irish He'use et Commons te carry eut the measure on

their side. Remember that Ingrain, the hisoraniàan
Irishman : ',The Bill was received with an Irish howl.
Ireland was determined to resent an offence that neyer
was intended-to, repel an injury that neyer was offered."
After a long and heated discussion it was rejected, flot-
witbstanding the strenuous exertions of a common sense
minority. Where doces the Ilsweet reasonableness " of
Irish patriots corne inl l a not this a typical rendering of
the Irishism, I will be drowned, and no one shall save
me "-and then to denounce the bystander as a vile crim-
mnal for acceding to the earnest demanda of the deceasedî

The Regency Question in 1789.

In 1789, King George Il suffering from ternporary
insanity, it was deemcd necessary te appoint a Ragent.
In England the ministers contended that the Parliarnent
alone had power te settle the terms and power of the
Regency. But the Opposition (Fox, its leader, being on
intimate ternis with the Prince of Wales) contended that
the heir apparent acquired it absolutely without any
authority from Parlianient. Ultimatoly the British Par-
liament decided that if necessary the Prince of Wales
should be Regent, with certain restrictions.

Anyone with the slightest pretension to statesmanship
ought to have lrnewn that the rule should be the saine in
both countries. As a matter of fact the restrictions on
the Prince's power were to prevent future troubles in the
royal house in the probable event of the King recoering;
and, se far as Ireland was concerned, it would have pre-
ventcd johhery.

What course did the Irish patriot party pursue?
To adopt a Western pithy, forcible and inelegant phrasa,

they, "lout of pure cussedness," wîthout waiting for fu
information, and refusing the Government's urgent reqiîwst
for a few days' delay, actually on the very day that the
King was declared convalescent by the London Gazette,
pasied a resolution conferring the Government of Ireland
upon the Prince of Wales without any restrictions what-
ever. This would have opened a sluice gate of jobbery for
the Opposition. 1-ad this been carried out there would
have been different governments in the two countries. In
England a Tory, free trade and progressive government,
headed by Pitt; in lreland a Whig, anti-free trade and
behind-the-age govcrnment, ruled by Fox's fricnds. This
is a striking instance in support of Dr. Goldwin Smith's
articles on the evils of partyism.

The Irish votes ended in a practical bull. 0f course,
between the time of the vote and the arrivai of the depu.
tation, news of the King's recovery niust have been
received, but ne one seems te have thought of harking
back to commen sense. When the Parliam.ntary Coin-
missioners arrived in London they found the King restered
te health, yot keeping- their countenances like Cicero's
augurs, they duly hadi audience of the Prince of Wales.

Superiority o/ the- Irislt Sikage.
Tfhe Act of April, 1793, vastly increased the Irish elec-

terate. [n proportion to the population it numbered over
fifty turnes as many as Scotland possessed up tili 1832, and
it far cxceeded the proportion in England until Disraeli's
Reform Bill in 1868. We have no accurate data of the
English electorate in 1793, but in proportion it certainly
was net near one-half what it was in Ireland.

Tite Orowing Necessily for a Union.

The French Revolution adversely affected Irish history,
as it did that of most other civilized nations. The French
rulers sent erissaries te spread sedition, to, incite to crime
andl to raise the Catholics. The atternpts by those who liad
publicly proclaimefi Atheism, and who had outraged and
inurdered the clergy, te win over the Irish priesthood,
utterly failed ; not half.a-dozeýn were won over.-

But it began te be felt that the union was necessary;
the Rebelien of 1798 proved it. The Protestants were
at tirst adverse te and epposed te it. Lt was generally
believed that a union would interfere with xnany private
interests-espe-cially of those of pelitical adventurers,
whicb reland bas always abeunded in. These adventur-
ers had great opportunities by getting into their House of
Cominons, and as two-thirds of themn would be shut eut
of the Imperial Parliament, their chances would be vastly
reduced.

[Iaving granted the Franchise te the Catholica it was
felt that there weuld be always srnouldering civil war
until they were admitted into Parliament, and that then in
a few years tîhe Cathelics would virtually rule Ireland, and
the property of theusands, with titles of centuries, weuld
be endangered. That on the other harÂd, with a Union, there
would be ne danger of the Catbolics ruling-ne one fore.
saw then the possibility of a Protestant Jesuit as a Minis-
ter.

Therefore for the Protestant ruling minority there
were only three courses :

1. To let things drift-refusing admission te the Cathe-
lis-with a reasenable certainty of fresh revolutionary
attempts, and a state of general insecurity.

2. Te admit the Catbolics to Parliament, be ruled by
them, with the certainty of an unsettlement of titles, dat-
ing froma the 1Gth century.

3. A Union with Great Britain. Lt was generally
believed that the Catbolics would shortly afterwards be
admitted into Parliament, as would have been the case, had
net the then Lord Chancellor, afterwards, unknown to
Pitt, poisoned the King's mind on a point of conscience. Pitt
could make ne promises beforehand. Had he done that,
he would have postponed the Union for years, while the
Empire was engaged in a life-and-death struggle with
France and her allies.,


