
HON. EDWARD BLAKB'S SPBKCH ON THE IEI8H QUESTION.

1 believe that a love of jostice and of u;eu.?r.>a8

and liberal treatment la an instinct 1 m ght

«<y of that Dtatesman'g nature; but he n>U8t tw

anstained, hie hands munt be held np in erder

to give him the power to acoomplisi the t«ak

^bich, though advanced in year**, rwrn^inw for

him to do in order to crown a life Bpent in the

service of hi* country. The hoii, gentleman

who moved the resolution (Mr. CoHtigan) said

thiit Scotland was also moving on the ^ub|l ct,

Within the last ten days a very impi>rti*ut

meeting was held whiih came to the ooucIuhiou

to ask for a Local Jjegislature tor Scoilaud with

triennial elective Parliamentb; and there can

be no doubt, notwithstanding the rem*rkahl

busint-ss tact and tolent by which the Scotch

bosiness has been managed in Parlwmt-nt, tht-w

have been great and injurious eff crs of delay in

the management of that businesi. What, has

been aooompUshed has been accompli sht^d by a

sort of imperfect federuion in that regard.

We know that, in regard to all Parliameuiary

measures, the Scotch members have m«t to

gether and agreed as to what was wanted for

Se country, and what was agreed upon h»»

been passed through Parliam«*nt, uuless it

trenched upon the prejuUces and vit>w8 ot

others, almost without debate. T i. y hav^ uo-

succeeded in all things—they h*ve not i»uo

ceeded in many important things. Th^-y h.iv.

had stTonB fights when qufstions came up

which involved the interests of other parts of

the United Kingdom; but this agitati .u in

Scotland cannot fail to have an imp-rr*ut -n

flnence m maturing public >pinio« on tb« Irish

•nestioD. I maintain that the Ea»4li«h P*r

liam^nt cannot deal efficiently with tht-n^ qufs-

tions; that from lack of kuowledg- and

sympathy, in consequence of t>eiug, as Mr.

GlaJstone has said, wholly overweighied. it m

not competent, and its incompetency han been

proved and confessed by th«< pr<Hen. Pr^iuier,

to deal satisfactorily with these qufi«tionH. Let

the British people then give to the Irwh p «

pie this legitimate veat for their somewhat

restless energies, and utilize them in the l««Ki.

timate occupation of dealing w.th their own

concerns. I have once again to trouble the

flooae with another extract from a still l»ter

ip«eeh by Mr. Gladstone. Speaking of Par.

liament the hon. gentleman said :

"Sir, this is a subject on which I have very dis-

tinct and clear opinions, which I have ae^er

aonicled to declare. They are not shared by m*ny
rSmen; probably in thia Houae they may be

'onsidercd of a apeculatiyo character, and it is

^JlMy unlikely that I shall over b« called upon to

i^fc«- :,.V5tioal part in any matter relating. to

tli'eee opinions, but I have the very stro .gesi opin-

ions upon the advanU^es of Local iiovernment.and

7i have the strongest objections to the '^-nder.oy

which I flee constantly prevailing to centraliS'itioQ.

Not for Irela id merely, but for England, I would

Uke and profess it at all points a cardinal rule of

policy, BO fsr as I can wifh safety lo the general

structure of the empire, to deoentrahw Parlia-

ment. We believe that the institution of second-

ary and local e^thorities in a. ooontrv IS a great

source of strenaA, and that in principle the only

«iuiMi*arv limit to these powers is an adequate ana

necessary proifislon for the suprenuwy of. theoen-

tnil amho^ty (Hear, hear.) i b«»«''«' ^^fi^riS
the demand ii« made from Ireland for brin^g
purely Irish affairs more specially ofmore Uwwely

Si.der Irish oonJrol outdda 'he walls of Parllj-

menr. the i».« way to 'neet that demand will Mt
be the method recommended »»y the member f«e

the Univen-ity of Dublin, who. if I understood him
aright, s id that anythir t recognising purely Irtsa

"ntrol for purely rri.h affairs must be oeoeMarlly

a»«ep towards separation. »»l™"«V*-«'/^h»?
fraught with danger. .(Opposition oheers.) ^h»-
I do not believe to beeithera wise or a justmethod

ot dealini. wiih that demand. In my opinion the

wiHe «n.i the just method is.to require that baft>re

any sucn plan can be dealt with or can be ezaminea

wiih the view t being dealt with on Us merits, wo
iiiusta»k those who propose it! and *•»" "

*J";®

question I haveinvarfably put: 'Whatarethe pM-
viM-UH which y«u propose to make for the sn-

prema^y of P'riiament?' That has been my
c.^u«e. »nd that is the . oarBO I V.tend to pursue

I am bound to say I have not received »»">;*»„
to that question. 1 have never heard in the tiBro

of Mr. Butt or from the mouth of any other genUe-

ma-u any ndequatej.r satisfHCtory «Pl"»«*»»A«T;
on that, subject To this declaration 1 have only

one limitS more to add. and th« is I^ not

prvpar^d to give to In-land anything whioh to

poii.tot i.rinclplo it would, be wrong to mve to

tland it Scotland ask for it. (Home Rule oheertj

That i., I apprehend, what Irish mo^of?' *»3IS
members of the mo-t popular .classes, will be reaoy

to accept (Cheers.) Jhe right hon. Bentlemaa

was d«te.mi..ed to make out that these declan^

tions «>n my part were a tormidable novelty , andM
said be believed 'hat. I hadin Mid-I«thian-th«

sceue of HO • any mi^deads-daughtert-aid like-

wise at ti e ttuildhnll, which might .have been con-

sidered a more consecrated preoinct-delivejea

oi.in.ons of this kind Well, I cannot recall all the

si.eeohes I have delivered on the subject, but I have

t»ken the pain* to recall six of them-(lHUghtor)-

which seems to me a very tolerable allowance.

• iMHWrtJimadein 1872. at Aberdeen, when 1 was

Prime Vlu.isier. The next wis "» l^'.JJk iijl
L f hi.i.n, at.d another was made m the Guildhall to

18isl »ut the three spe-ches m»de.out of .
i arliar

meiit were baUnced by three made in Parliament,

f..rinl872 as Prime Minister. I . ma^* .* W' *®

Mr. Butt precisely in the same spirit of the.deolarsp

tions I h .ve now mo^^ie. and in tlw snint of UM
"entenoes j: utt. red !»st wee^;

^. H*^«,!!£., rf
1874. wi.eii I was not Prime Minister but lea*er ot

the Oppo.idon, and I did the same t.hing in WU.
when I -dt on these benoh«s as an independOM

member P<^rhapR I mny be allowed o read a tew

words e'l- that speech. Kdy hon fnena the member
for Cor'* ( Mr. Shaw), in the beginning ot 1880, en

th - 2rth of February, made a remarkable spee^
upo . this questioii. He made a proppstion wMon
1 could not accept any more than I could accept

the proposition of my hon. ftieod the member tor

TipP'8r»ft'(Mr. P.J Smyth) the other night, and,

protV-ssitig himself an advooate.of what I think h»

termed Home Rule, aigued for it and pleaded fotU

in a sjdrit which I own won my sympathy and n-
g ,rd. ». d I did not hesitate, as I do not now, to OM
these words. (The ho.n. gentleman then quo. ed the

words in which he said t.hat from the tone of tne

hon. member's remarks, if the relations between

Y ngia. d and Ireland were to becooue satistactory.

the mos important contribution to that essential

end W..UM have been made by Mr. Shaw.) Thi*

was the ^pirir in which I received the deolarotlcm

madet>. the hon. member as leader,.for he men
WHS leader of the party froru I"»*'>'J>

»"i/f.T^
one of the speeches to which I have """•*"•.*
believe.i- complete and exact confomity «»»h the

Drief outline of my opinions upon this question.

Now, sir, I have read that spe ch for two or

three realms. First of all, because you wiU

0^8- rve that the hon, the Prime Minister,aner

an interval of refl-'ction, comm nt and criti-

cism, reiterates he demand as an essential con.

dition preliminary to any action on this subject. f

«a<«jwa(S8W»W"««»»


