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HISTORICAL INTRODUCTION.
CHAPTER 1.

Reign of Anne—Peace in Ireland—Factions in England—Policy of the Penal Laws—
George I.—George II.—Cause of the increase of Roman Catholics.

Froum the reign of King William may be dated the dim and cloudy
beginning of a period of comparative calm—a calm, however, devoid
of the sunshine of prosperity. The reign of Anne was much like
the torpid collapse after a long and fearful struggle; the combative
animosity of the Celt for a lethargic interval subsided into unnatural
repose; and the nation lay still, till young blood and a new race, for-
getful, or ignorant, of the horrors of perpetual slaughter, should arise,
or when the restless temper of the aggressor, with the sense of an-
cient wrong, might recover breath, and violence and rapine should
be marshalled anew to the work of devastation.

Two great parties had long divided the nation—separated from each
other by the ineradicable line of religious creeds—by hereditary ani-
mosities—by binding oaths, pledging them to opposition—and by the
galling recollection of mutual and inexpiable wrongs. The one backed
by the power then in the ascendant over the Councils, and through-
out the continent of Europe, the other virtually as irresistible in the
British mind and people. That these should lie down in contented
peace together, or consent to common interests, was little to be hoped.

It was felt, under the pressure of experience, that for the moulding

of any constitution which should include Ireland, the voice of faction
was to be stamped down. We do not here propose to justify the
course adopted for this most necessary but arduous and dangerous
end, carried, as we believe it to have been, as far beyond its need, as
beyond humanity.

But it was the period of a momentous crisis ; the nation could no
longer afford to halt between two contending factions—it was neces-
sary to obey Rome or England, with a dim alternative for France. -
The question was for a moment in abeyance; it was settled by the
penal laws. This harsh policy was not adopted for the end since so
generally fancied by the patriot of later times, of securing an oppo-
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site ascendency ; it was the total suppression of one of the adverse
factions, to leave free and unresisted action to the other, more con-
nected with the legislative and executive authorities. Such was the
design, and such, though slowly and with many interferences, was the
actual development of a regular civil poliey in the country. It was an
expedient too precipitately pursued, carried far beyond the necessity, and
maintained too long, and then relaxed as imprudently as it was adopted ;
for, whatever the advantage, it has entailed woe on Ireland, and trouble
(not yet past) on both countries. The penal laws commenced with the
first Parliament of William ; they were completed by successive addi-
tions in the next reign. They must necessarily hereafter occupy much
of our attention ; we must dismiss them for the present with one im-
portant observation. Whatever may be the judgment respecting the
poliey or justice of these severe measures, whether the triumph of a class
or the self-preservation of a government—(for religion was in no way
a motive) —there was not the violation of compact or treaty so re-
peatedly pretended by pamphleteers and mob orators. There was no
confirmation of the one binding article of the proposed treaty of Lime-
rick on which the imputation was charged. The military articles were
necessarily confirmed between the officers on the spot preliminary to
the operation of surrender, which implied no more. The ecivil condi-
tions were for the king’s discretion ; by him these were afterwards con-
firmed ; but the constitutional article, which gave the more general
validity elaimed for the whole, was, in accordance with its terms, re-
ferred to Parliament and rejected. We may at a future stage of our
narrative resume this question.

But we must observe that historians have looked with partial and
exclusive interest on either side. This may, it is true, be ascribed very
much to the fact that Irish history has taken its tone from the length
and animosity of an unceasing party conflict, in which the keenest
passions have been engaged. The restless conflict of attack and retort
—of expedient or unavoidable denial—have of necessity brought into
unceasing play the contest of advoeaey, of accusation, defence, and
crimination. And from these the historian has, by a moral and political
necessity, taken his colour and tone. It is most easy for the pleader of
either party to find matter for aceusation, and no less for defence.
Such a condition as that of Ireland, during the 17th and 18th centuries,
originated as the result of causes which scarcely admitted of any other.
It was a contest between barbarism and imperfect civilization for the
supremacy, for the rule of law, and for freedom from law.

On the incidents of Queen Anne's short reign of twelve years we see
no reason for entering into detail. Whatever may have been the tacit
operation of the events here briefly summed, they have comparatively
little historical note. In a word, their result was the preservation of
the connection of the British Islands by tie entire suppression of the
ultramontane power in Ircland during a period of great relaxation at

. home. A foreign pressure—Jacobinism—hovered on the coast, and
France held our forces in the field. The period belongs more exclu-
sively to English history. What may be regarded as of personal in-
terest will fully occupy the history of the principal actors in the scenes
of civil and social life,

.
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l While a long and dull repose lay over the late tempest-beaten fields l \
l and still obscure towns of the least uncultured part of Ireland, yet

under all obstruections, moral, social, economical and administrative, the
arts and manners of civilization began to obtain a slow and partial
development. And the foundations of that English interest arose
which alone protected and saved the connexion with England. England
herself was carried through every trial to which a kingdom could be
exposed, short of invasion or civil war. With regard to Ireland, her
poliey was yet kept in subjection to her own interest; a jealous regard to
legislative and commercial superiority appears prominent in all her
dealing. It was in effect simply a colonial policy, maintained for the do-
minant state—yet, notwithstanding this depressing condition, the inter-
ests chiefly important to social progress were not neglected.

The Day of Anne has been not inappropriately compared to the Au-
gustanage. A full survey of the literature of that period would go far to
confirm a sentence in which we should have little immediate concern, were
it not for the communion of genius, and participation of intellectual re-
source and impulse, untrammelled by the policy of kings and uncon-
trolled bylaws other than those of mind ; and thus, while small tyrannies,
commercial restraints, and territorial or fiscal oppressions, materially
tended to depress the spirit and retard the advance of the country, an
intelligent sense was in its dawn, and a spirit was rising, to be in future
days matured into the bright intellectual noonday which has, in our own
time, raised Ireland’s university to a level with Cambridge, and placed
Lloyd, Hamiltonand Macullagh, with Herschell, Adams and Leverier,and
among the worthy successors of Newton.  The rich cultivation of let-
ters could not fail to spread light across the channel, and generally,
rude as was the level of the Irish community then, it is enough that it
could touch on the eminences of individual minds for the diffusion of
moral culture, and the first awakening of the national intellect. The
next generation, immediately to appear on our pages, renders any far-
ther addition to these comments needless. The period of William,
Anne, and the first George, opens an age as illustrious for its men, as
it was memorable for its great events; and among the former, Ire-
land is represented by no inferior names.

We will not in this place abuse our reader’s patience by enlarging
upon events of contemporary history, which must in some measure
enter into the principal memoirs of the existing period. But we take
occasion to apprize him that from this, the character of our task must
undergo a considerable change. The Irish biographer must accom-
pany his heroes to every point of the compass, and be in some measure
a citizen of the world. It may, in passing, be briefly observed, that,
during the dull stagnation of the reign of this good queen in Ireland,
the English annals are equally memorable for signal events. It is
no less signalised for a long contest of intrigue and perfidy which dis-
honours some among the highest names.

In 1759 there was a general apprehension of a French descent upon
the Irish coast. There had been for some years a Continental war,
and the Government were, at this time, engaged in precautionary
measures. The Duke of Bedford was Lord Lieutenant of Ireland.
From him the Irish Commons received a message intimating the pro-
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bable expectation of an invasion of the coast ff)r the purpose of creat-
ing a diversion of English attacks on the continent. ‘lhe appeal drew
forth a general spirit of loyalty; but the invasion did not oceur so
soon as expected. Then soon after, came .a.startlmg c‘onﬁrmauon, in
the appearance of a small expedition, containing about 6,000 troops, at
Kilsoot, near Carrickfergus, on 22d February, 1760. It caused great
consternation through the country, but ended in a slight assault on the
town gates, which only obtained its partial success owing to the ab.
sence of all adequate provision for defence in troops or ammunition.
The garrison consisted of ill-armed militia—mostly armed by them-
selves—their powder was soon expended in the first attack, and when
the enemy’s guns had forced the gates, the walls being in a dilapi-
dated condition, the commandant found himself compelled to beat a
parley, and propose terms- of surrender. The terms proposed were
granted, with the exception of the stores in the castle. We think it
needless to dwell more minutely on the particulars of this capitulation,
rendered ineffective by the event. The French commander became
immediately aware of preparations being made and bands collecting, to
attack his small force, and also of the proximity of three English ships,
by which his retreat might be intercepted. He re-embarked in haste,
and was pursued. An engagement followed, in which M. Thurot was
slain, and his ships taken. The vessels so captured were, the Belleisle
44 guns, La Bland 32, and Terpsichore 26. The British squadron
was commanded by Captain John Elliot ; whose report of the affair is
dated 29th Feb. 1760. The reign of George I. had so little influence
on the affairs of Ireland, that we omit any allusion to it here.

On 25th October in the same year George II. died, and the long
and eventful reign of his successor began.

The reigns of the two first Georges, though not without many special
interests, which will appear in the lives which are to follow this sum-
mary, can hardly be said to occupy a place in the general history of
Ireland. :

Nearly at the same period, the question of a legislative union was
first introduced 'in the Irish Parliament, but was for the time sup-
pressed by popular intimidation. Before it could be further enter-
tained with the remotest effect, forty years of political intrigue and
popular ferment were destined ‘to elapse. 'To some details respecting
these, we shall presently have to pass.

Some general facts on the state of the country must properly pre-
cede the events of a more stirring time, when popular spirit, renewed
by long repose, once more, under altered circumstances, began to up-
rear its crest. Though rebellion slept, and disloyalty seemed forgotten,
local and occasional discontents and partial outbreaks among the lower
orders, kept alive their restless nature for coming outbreaks.

We cannot better portray the state of the land, or of the spirit of
the nation in the point of time here marked out, than by using the

language of the Roman Catholics in their address on the King’s acces-
sion in 1760.*

* Economy of space compels the omission of the merely formal passages of this
long address.
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This address is inserted to show that the Roman Catholics were at
this time sensible ot the lenity they had for many years experienced
from the Government.

¢ Permit us to condole with your Majesty, and pour out our sincere
sorrow for the loss we have sustained, by the death of a monarch who
had always approved himself the common father of all his people; a loss
the more sensible on our part, as the repose we have so long enjoyed
proceeded from his royal clemency, and the mild administration of his
government in this kingdom.

Ever since the accession of your Majesty’s royal house to the throne
of these realms, we have in a particular manner experienced the pater-
nal interposition of your illustrious predecessors. We, most gracious
sovereign, who are so unfortunately distinguished from the rest of your
subjects, cannot subsist without a continuance of the royal favour and
protection.

Sensible of the same hereditary compassion in your Majesty’s breast,
we most humbly hope for that share in the happiness of your reign, which
our peculiar circumstances can admit, and we beg leave to assure your
Majesty of our grateful and constant return of affection and loyalty ; a
loyalty which our conduct has proved and our religion enforces; happy
might it entitle us to express a wish, that of all your Majesty’s dutiful
subjects of this kingdom, we alone may not be left incapable of pro-
moting the general welfare and prosperity of it.

May the Almighty so influence and direct your Majesty’s counsels,
through the whole of your reign, that they may be ever productive of
real happiness to all your people! And may that reign be as memorable
for its duration and felicity, as for the greatness and variety of those
blessings which we have already such reason to expect from it."*

Though at the accession of Anne, and during the earlier years of the
Hanover princes, a spirit of popular submission appears to have pre-
vailed, war had smoothed its front, and the political grievances seemed
mute; but yet the natural restlessness of faction was alive, and local
grievances, never wanting, began to assume formidable dimensions early
in the reign of George II. Factions or discontented individuals had,
during Queen Anne's reign, made earnest efforts to obtain personal im-
portance, or avenge neglect by stirring up the populace. Already the
title of Patriot won its equivocal honour, and the Demagogue began to
strut and spread his tail in the face of authority. Civie grievances rose
at times to an alarming pitch. But in the year:59 or 60, the language
of sedition and the working of conspiracy became thenceforth distinet in
shape and action.—It will be necessary to particularize these com-
paratively slight interruptions to the general tranquillity, not only be-
cause they succeeded each other upen an increasing scale of audacity
and virulence—but in the course of time grew to be the constitutional
disease of the Irish nation. Both in cause and character, the earliest
instance of these destructive eruptions of popular discontent was similar
to the disorders of later times; though perhaps more exclusively aserib-
able to the spontaneous excitement of the people, goaded by real causes
of discontent, and unprompted by the suggestive eloquence of the

* Seward's Collectanea Politica,
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Patriot. The grievance was loud, and though the vindication, as usual
with popular reprisals, went far beyond the injury, there was a con-
siderable amount of wrongful disregard of the local suffering inflicted
upon a poor and industrious community.

Many of the estated gentlemen in Munster had, to some extent,
allowed rights of common to their tenants over their waste lands,
in compensation of the exorbitant rents for their small farms.
Following, in course of improvement, the suggestions of per-
sonal interest, and disregarding the claims of implied compact—
they proceeded to enclose their commons. It must be needless
to point out the consequence to those who had been thus enabled
to find pasture for their cattle, and possessed no other, within their
narrow inclosures, necessarily devoted to tillage for the sustenance of
their families and payment of their rents. The result was the White-
boy insurrection, organised by a secret conspiracy bound by oath; in the
mode afterward so well known in the many following outbreaks, the
same in fashion, however various in pretext and immediate direction.
In this, as in all subsequent like conspiracies, the disorderly proceedings,
though seeming to bear some ostensible relation to the matter of com-
plaint, extended to every criminal outrage on life and property.
Fences were levelled—cattle maimed—and murders committed.

It nay be just to add here, once for all, what may equally apply to other
succeeding instances, that much of the reproach fell upon the Romish in-
habitants of the Southern provinces in which these atrocities prevailed
—and were charged unjustly to religious perversions, or priestly in-
fluences. However this element may be, on some such occasions, truly
traced in the deviations of the Irish peasantry, at worst they will be
found but supplementary to more influential causes—and far more
powerful promptings. Whatever may have been the real inclination of
the Romish Priest as the vowed subject and self-devoted bondsman of
the Pope—he has been in an inereasing ratio more the instrument than
the prime mover of popular tendency. In later times the Demagogue
has mainly usurped the privilege of dictating to popular passions to
burn at his will and for his interest. One fact is to be observed in re-
lation to such a conclusion; for some hundred years back from the
period on which we are engaged—the Irish peasantry were of the Romish
Church—had they been of any other, the same occasions of resentment
or the same sowers of sedition would have awakened the same spirit of
outrage, and led on to the same atrocities. Much of this will hereafter
appear more fitly. In the Whiteboy insurrection the priests exerted
themselves for the suppression of crime and the restoration of order.

The tumults of the Whiteboys were soon suppressed ; but a fire was
kindled in the Irish temperament, which never after was wholly
quenched. The same spirit of organization for similar disorderly out-
breaks became as it were naturalized among the Irish peasantry, and
delivered down from the Whiteboy of that generation to the Ribbon-
man of the present. Bound by oaths to a regular and strict discipline
of mutual support, secreey, and subordination to leaders;—on some oc-
casions leagued by hardships and oppressions real or imagined, on others
instigated by the self-interested schemers who took to themselves the
title of Patriots—they became the periodic terrors of each succeeding







8 MODERN.

with the Lords Justices, the Archbishops Boulter and Stones, con-
tended for power, and maintained the order of things. The Lord-Lieu-
tenant, who was mostly absent, little interfered with these; and as
nothing was known in England of Irish affairs, matters were wholly lett
to their own course. From the year 1724 the parliamentary factions
were quietly managed, and the government was carried on mainly by
the lawyers and prelates, to whose charge it was entrusted as Lords-
Justices during the absence of the Lord-Lieutenant. Of this policy
an account shall be given in the lives of its chief conductors.

It was in consequence of the change of spirit noticed above, that legal
rights and constitutional privileges began to be sought through autho-
rized means, and chiefly through the means of the Legislature. There
existed a community jealous of civil rights and of national indepen-
dence. From the commencement of the reign of George II. these
sentiments were slowly propagated until the second decade of the
reign of George III. The result was far, indeed, from contributing
directly to the welfare of the nation ; it put an end to the divisions
which had hitherto agitated the people, and so far gave the virtue of
unity to their efforts which had as yet but served the policy of the
English government. It is not to be disguised that during all this period
in all its interests this country was ruled with an exclusive regard to
England. But there was now substituted for sectarian interests and
popular animosities a rational regard for common rights, sure to grow,
and to be handed down with accumulating power. Such was the pro-
gressive principle of this reign.

Penal laws, the grievance still complained of by the Roman Catholics,
were first discussed in very full details. On this question we have
heretofore given the main facts as they occurred. We may here ob-
serve, in confirmation of the present statement of the policy of that
harsh test to which the members of the Papal communion were sub-
Jjected, that the ablest and most zealous of those who, on the latter oc-
casion, pleaded for the repeal of these disabilities, admitted their neces-
sity. We do not now offer this fact as altogether vindicating their
Justice or as an excuse for their cruelty. Passed at a period when the
claims of Ireland were less understood, they were in themselves made
doubtful by many considerations which place the question ina wholly
different aspect ; besides the great interest of the policy already men-
tioned, there can be little doubt of the foreign influence to which mem-
bers of that communion had been subject ; of the factious employment
of that influence ; and also of the danger to be apprehended from their
possession of the electoral franchise. Something may indeed be allowed
for the ignorance respecting Ireland; then so much greater than now,
when it is almost equally apparent in the policy of the government and
in the opinions of the press.

Hitherto the Roman Catholics, by the connivance of the executive
and the good offices of their Protestant friends, had been allowed to re-
tain their estates through an artifice equivalent to some of those by which,
in early times, the laws of real property were evaded in favour of the
church. A fictitious transfer, however, in this case, placed the estate
at the mercy of the nominal possessor. This advantage was in no in-
stance abused. It is mentioned by historians that a poor Protestant
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barber held the tithes of most of the Catholic estates in the south,
and restored them without accepting recompence.

At that juncture much had occurred to remove the main grounds of
charge against the Roman communion. During the three previous
reigns their conduct had been exemplary for loyalty and order, and the
time was come when they were regarded as entitled to a qualified free-
dom. It was now proposed, by a motion of the Right Hon. Mr. Gar-
diner in the Irish Commons, to bring in a Bill restoring them to the
right of property in fee simple, and to the entire freedom of worship.

In the same year (1778) a similar measure was introduced by Sir
George Saville in the British House of Commons, and passed without
a single opposing vote. By these measures, both of which passed into
law, all the severe enactments of William and Mary affecting the tenure
of property by Romanists, with other penal regulations, were entirely
removed.

It may be mentioned that in the previous session (1777) the Roman
Catholics were empowered to take leases for any term of years not
exceeding 999, or any number of lives not exceeding five.

This important matter of grievance was now finally redressed, and
Roman Catholics were set free from the pressure of all real grievances.

In this unqualified statement it will be understood that we express
our own judgment under the formidable protest of modern liberalism.
We shall, at a future stage not very distant, have occasion to vin-
dicate an opinion important for the right understanding of the present
and the past of Irish history.

We must here confine ourselves to the important distinetion which
marked the caution of the legislators of this critical period. While
conferring personal freedom and security of possession on the Roman
Catholies, they with almost entire unaunimity objected to the concession
of political power. The history of the past admonished from no re-
mote record that the divided allegiance which they acknowledged,
though permitted to sleep while the policy of their church allowed ot
peace to the country, would ever, when that policy required, be ready
to listen to the trumpet of sedition.*

The main consideration then thought necessary was to guard
the power to be obtajned through the Parliament; by which it was
supposed the kingdom would be exposed to intrigues of the Papal See ;
then in full activity in every state, and not the least in Ireland.

The next event which may be regarded as giving rise to a change in
the course of our history was a result of the American war. This event,
which, in its first effects, was productive of distress by interrupting the
export of the Irish linens to America, led also to a declaration of war
from France. It wasaquestion whether the coasts and maritime towns
of Ireland were safe from the fleets of this formidable alliance. The Irish
seaport towns applied for protection to government, and were informed
that they must protect themselves. The resources of government were
supposed to be unequal to the threatened emergency. Such was the

# It may be fit to qualify the application of this comment by recalling the
differences of the times, to which reference lhias been rcpeate&ly made, aud
to which we must retarn. The interests of the Pope have changed, and are
changing.
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origin of the Volunteers. Ireland at the instant started into an armed
nation, a people embodied and disciplined by itself. It was now felt,
although the sentiment was generously suppressed, and without being
accompanied with a thought of disloyalty or disaffection, that Ireland,
for the first time, held her fortune in her own hands. Under this feel-
ing the officers declined the offer of the Government to take out regu-
lar commissions under the crown.

The avowed objects of the Volunteers were “ the defence of the em-
pire and the restoration of the constitution.” 1In their steps to the
latter they were cautious to limit the national claim to a point whieh
Ireland could not herself decide upon—this was “a grant of free
trade.”

The great national grievance, which, for a time, counterbalanced all
that government eould do, even when it administered for the good of the
people, was the restriction of trade, in compliance with the commercial
interests of English towns.  With the colonies anything like free trading
was practically prohibited. In English ports there was a jealous exclusion
of all commodities which might rival their own. This narrow policy
had the disadvantage of being too obviously traceable to its motives,
and added to the national ill-will which many causes real and imaginary
had for ages been treasuring up. And it became the more odious, that
attempts made by the British Ministry in 1777 and 1778 to remove these
restrictions were defeated by the jealousy of various English manu-
facturing towns.

It was a result of the spirited position taken by the Volunteers that
in the following year (1779), these restrictions came to be earnestly
discussed in the Irish Commons; and after a spirited debate, in
which all the eminent men whose names adorn the records of this
period delivered their opinions, it was moved that “it was not by
temporary expedients, but by a free trade, that the nation could be
saved from ruin.” This resolution, carried by unanimous consent, en-
forced by a six months’ bill for the supplies, and not resisted by the
Secretary, was favourably met in the British Parliament. The Irish
Commons, in addition, specified the following claims:—A free trade
to the British colonial possessions in America and the West Indies.
In answer to this the minister proposed and passed a bill which repealed
the laws which prohibited the exportation of Irish woollens. A like
freedom in the glass trade was also granted. The further repeal of
general restrictions was refused, as demanding further consideration.

This policy will presently appear in its operation in the course of the
long struggle to which it gave rise.  Of this struggle the law of Poyn-
ings was a main source; by this project any Bill, originating with the
Irish Parliament, was to be certified to the Privy Council, and returned
before it could be allowed to pass. The Lords were also deprived of
the appellate jurisdiction by a declaratory act in the 5th year of George
I.  These, with many occasional causes of contention, maintained an
irritation which grew louder as the parliamentary factions gained
strength and ascendency in the country.

This question may be traced back to its rise in 1698, when a
pamphlet, entitled “ The Case of Ireland, being Bound by Acts of Par-
liament in England, stated.” In this Molyneaux examined minutely




L

HISTORICAL INTRODUCTION. 11

the question how far Ireland was to be considered as couquered by
the Normans, by Henry 1L, or at any time after, tracing its subjection
to treaties and voluntary transfers, and finally to the merging of the
crown into that of England on the accession of King John. ‘

The Volunteers having now entitled themselves to the publie gratitude,
and won, as it were, a constitutional sanction by the consent of the
authorities, soon began to avail themselves of vantage, and to give a
loud echo to every popular grievance. At Dungannon a mecting of
the representatives of 143 corps of volunteers of Ulster was held on
15th February, 1782. At this meeting they passed several resolutions,
first affirming their right as citizens not to be lost in their character as
soldiers. They entered upon the whole catalogue of grievances here-
tofore discussed by the Commons and public. They resolved—¢ the
¢laim of any body of men other than the King, Lords, and Commons of
Ireland, to make laws to bind the kingdom is unconstitutional, illegal, and
a grievance.” They next voted the claim of the Privy Council under the |
law of Poyning to be a grievance. Thirdly, they resolved, ¢« That the
ports of this country are by right open to all foreign countries not at
war with the king, and that any burden thereupon, or obstruction
thereto, save only by the Parliament of Ireland, is unconstitutional,
illegal, and a grievance.” y

In similar terms they denounced a Mutiny Bill unlimited in dura-
tion, and insisted on the independence of the judges as essential to the
impartial administration of justice in Ireland. Finally, they pledged
their unalterable determination, as citizens and men of honour, to per-
severe in seeking redress in these grievances.

One further resolution we may here add, as it may serve to attest the |
freedom from party spirit of this illustrious body of men—¢ That we |
hold the right of private judgment in matters of religion to be equally
sacred in others as in ourselves; resolved, therefore, as men, as Irish-
men, as Christians, and as Protestants, that we rejoice at the relaxation
of the Penal Laws against our Roman Catholic fellow-subjects, and
that we conceive the measure to be fraught with the happiest conse-
quences to the union and prosperity of Ireland.” This last expression
of sentiment, abstractedly undeniably just, was especially so at the
time when the Roman Catholics had been for a season quiet and un-
excited, and earnest in their profession of loyalty. And it must be
here remarked, for it is one of the lessons of Irish history, that it is not
the peculiar tendency of the members of this foreign church that renders
them less amenable to civil order, for such is not precisely the fact.
They are subject to two disturbing elements—the foreign jurisdiction
enforced by spiritual sanctions ; and—from the condition of largely be-
longing to the lower class in Ireland which exposes them more especially
to the arts of the street orator, who trades in popular ignorance or party
discontents. As a general fact, it may be seen that the educated class of
the Roman Catholics, so far as they are under no special influence, are
uniformly governed by peaceable feeling and respect for the law of the
land.*

* We do not in the above observation assume to embrace all the conditions of
the larger question, on which we have so far partially touched. A new state of
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Such was the voice which then gave for the first time an utterance
to the wrongs of the country, more unanimous and impressive than
was ever heard from its wrangling legislature. From thenceforth the
patriotic minority in the Commons obtained authority and sanction,
and were felt to be entitled to that attention from the English Legis-
lature which no conviction from reasoning or proof of fact could effect.
We should be slow to sanction, under any common juncture of griev-
ances, a similar mode of seeking redress. The common error-will be
found implied in the first resolution. But the combination of circum-
stance was solitary. It was no case of doubtful question or party
division. The points to be decided were affirmed by unanimous assent
and the reason of all time. The volunteers were -guided by men of
honour, sobriety of intellect, and constitutional knowledge. They
were arrayed by authority for a high end ; they used the occasion for
one equally noble—one which only sought the ends of justice by strictly
legal means.

The spirit thus embodied in these resolutions was universally dif-
fused throughout the country, and found its echo in many meet-
ings. We proceed to sum its results, The ianguage of reason and
justice spoken with unanimity and with power by an armed nation
which had shown itself worthy by a common service to the state, could
no longer be insultingly disregarded even by political hostility, and the
principal demands were soon taken into friendly consideration.

We may now resume the legislative changes so long claimed by the
Irish Parliament.

A message from the king to the House of Commons in England be-
spoke its favourable consideration for the Irish discontents ‘ respecting
matters of great weight and importance ; and earnestly recommended
to the House to take the same into their most serious consideration, in
order to such a final adjustment as might give satisfaction to both
kingdoms.” * :

A similar message was presented to the Irish Commons by the Right
Hon. J. Hely Hutcheson, the Secretary of State in Ireland. Mr.
Hutcheson further confirmed the sincerity of the message by an earnest
expression of his opinion in favour of the claim of the Irish Legislature
to Independence.

On the 14th of April, 1782, the Duke of Rutland came over as Lord-
Lieutenant, and was understood to bring with him the royal sanction
in favour of the principal claims of Ireland. They were now again dis-
cussed on this understanding in the Irish Commons, and an address was
moved by Mr. Grattan proposing the repeal of the 6th George I.; the
restoration of the appellate jurisdiction to the Lords; the repeal of Poyn-
ing’s Law; and only omitting to include the Judge's Bill, as having been
returned already by the Privy Council. On the ground of this address
the first of these resolutions was moved and carried by ministers in
both Lords and Commons in the Euglish Parliament. By this the
jurisdiction of the Irish Legislature was substantially affirmed; as, by

things has turned up, not in Ireland, but in England, with which, for the present,
we decline to deal.
* Collectanea 1. 220,
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the repeal of the 6th George 1., the power of legisiation for Ireland re-
mained between the Irish Parliament and the king. The Duke assured
the House that the king would in future not permit their Bills, trans-
mitted for the Royal Assent, to be altered by the Privy Council, and
would give his assent to an Act to that effect, as also to limit the dura-
tion of the Mutiny Act. An address of thanks was proposed, in which
it was unfortunately atfirmed that for the time to come no constitutional
question of importance could arise between the two countries. The
expression was caught up by the litigious spirit of the House, and
tossed with captious iteration from side to side through all the changes
of a noisy debate. Mr. Grattan followed, in an eloquent speech, by
moving substantially the three resolutions proposed by the meeting at
Dungannon, of which he, together with Lord Charlemont, was chiefly
the author. After which, the Duke of Portland, in a speech to both
Houses, expressed the full consent of the Government. Thus, lictle
more than what may be regarded as formal remained, along with personal
disputes and differences of opinion which we shall find occasion to no-
tice hereafter, so far as their interest permits or requires. The debate
which followed displays how far nice difterences of opinion in concerns
of the utmost moment will be allowed to retard the agreement of reason,
and raise trifles into importance. The division confirmed the assent of
the Commons by a majority of 211 against 2. The enlarged mind of
Grattan was for the acceptance of these measures as in full of all their
claims. Others, among whom was Mr. Flood, were for a declaration
against possibility and chance. By the free consent of Government,
the independence of the Irish Legislature was amply secured. The
general satisfaction was shown by a vote of the Irish Parliament of
20,000 seamen for the navy. A vote of £50,000 to Mr. Grattan for
his distinguished services was added.

The next step of importance in the same year was the establishment
of the Bank of Ireland, by the Act for which (20 and 21 George III.)
it was provided that £600,000 in cash or debentures at 4 per cent.
should be subscribed. 'The personal liberty of the subject was secured
in the same session by the Habeas Corpus Act being passed.

In this parliament fresh concessions were made to the Roman
Catholies.

Great suffering and discontent were felt this year (1782), ascribed
mainly to the want of maritime protection—excessive taxation, the
ill administration of the trial by jury, and the freedom of the press
violated.

In the course of the following, an attempt was made in the English
Parliament to settle on equitable terms the commercial interests of both
kingdoms. Considerable attention was paid to most public questions
of policy, election, the public debt, the criminal jurisdiction. Many
good laws progressed, and some passed. The publie debt of the king-
dom was in the meantime suffered to accumulate to a ruinous excess;
and a tendency in the South to insurrection gave ominous but unfelt
warning of evils yet to come.

The year 1783 presented a strong excitement in the public mind of
England on the subject of parliamentary reform, stimulated by the
spectacle of the influences then at \york in France, which ripened into its
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too famous Revolution. A similar excitement showed itself in Ireland,
but the re-echo was not from the people but the Volunteers.

Called together under adventitious circumstances which gave them
an incidental weight in advancing the passing of measures for the com-
mercial freedom and legislative independence of their country, the
Volunteers exalted their sense of their own character, and enlarged
their requisitions. Under the name of a national convention, consist-
ing of delegates from their various corps, they sought to arrogate to
themselves the deliberative functions of a parliament, and the right of
dictation to the national legislature. At the instance of this body, on
the 23d Nov. 1783, Mr. Flood introduced a measure for the more equal
representation of the people in parhament But the danger of yielding
to arwed influences and to galleries crowded with delegates in their
uniforms was too apparent, and was insisted upon by the best names in
Irish politics. The motion was rejected by a large majority.

Though we have declined to enter unseasonably in this place on the
merits of the question thus rejected on specious grounds, we may hazard
one observation respecting those grounds. The claims of the Volun-
teers to propose the law, was, we think, defended falsely, on the plea
that in becoming soldiers they did not cease to be citizens, and that
they were still the people: a fallacy which so applied set aside the
fundamental principle of Law; it describes a nation armed to coerce its
rulers, and is the beginning of revolution. Now, of especial importance
by its growing connexion with the political latitudinarianism of our
times, when it has become the lever of constitutional disorganization.—
But we forbear.

Notwithstanding, this measure was again urged by its author and
rejected.

Within the latter few years of this century there existed a great ad-
vance of political activity both in the improvement of the law and also in
the contrary direction. A republican spirit had been for some years steal-
ing unrecognized on the public mind. Among large classes it took the
shape of justifiable discontent at real grievance, verging even to insubor-
dination with the increased liability to be excited by the misrepresenta-
tions of the Demagogue. But in the dearth of political experience, popu-
lar discontents were to some extent concentrated and confirmed by the
well-meant representations of genuine Patriots, transported too far by
their ingenuity in the unsafe use of political speculation. In the
theoretical exposure of possible abuses of power, they too often misled
popular feeling to realize the problematic wrong. There truly existed
many evils to be redressed, and of wrongs not a few, but the public
sense was industriously biassed against all government.—Within a few
years old discontents had revived in new forms. In the embodiment
of Volunteers the prediction of Langrishe was verified, the dragon’s teeth
were sown; and though those men deserve the true honour of
saviours of their country, anybody who may trace their subsequent
career will discover in the principles they transmitted,—the rise of the
United Irish. From the insurrection of the Whiteboys in 1762 to the
Rebellion of 98, one insurrectionary movement succeeded another—
only varying in name, parties, and locality.

The commercial privileges conceded in favour of the country, as well
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cracy of lrish nature, and it needed little to produce co‘pfefiemcy for
goad, or conspiracy for evil.  Tone published a pamphlet in 1791, con-
taining a full statement of his matured views of policy, which spread
revolutionary spirit and opinion through the kingdom.

The country was now ripe for the result of these discontents and'sec'ret
plottings ; many causes were working together to excite every feeling
into action ; long cherished national animosities- —expectations of plun-
der—vindictiveness—desire of an imaginary independence—above all,
the factional hate caused by difference of religion.  Of these sentiments
some were quite fictitious, while others were intensely real; but so
strangely worked up together that each was augmented by the rest.
The ancient Irish race had become nearly extinet, though they had
transmitted, by intermarriage, their language and their customs to
many of those who doubtfully claimed to be their conquerors. But the
real cause of popular bitterness was religious difference. From the reign
of Henry 11. the Chureh of Rome, after a long struggle, had gained an
ascendant, which had in turn to give way to the Reformed Church; and
these two creeds divided the allegiance of the nation. This division was
widely marked by the condition of falling into coincidence with different
classes. It was not that persons of rank and wealth were not in the
Romish communion. These distinctions would of course operate to
some extent as a separation; nor was it found, when the troubled time
came on, that the educated classes, of whatever creed, took active parts;
ignorance or fanaticism were necessary conditions; their prospects, or
even chances of success, were not sufficiently encouraging to induce ad-
herence; or, rather, the opposite was too apparent.

But the time approached when explosive matter pervaded the atmo-
sphere of Europe, and every congenial spirit was touched with revolu-
tionary frenzy. It is needless to enter on the varied expectations of
those who in 1798 emulated and outvied the horrors of 1641,—it may
be enough to give a summary: the splendid fiction of patriotisin
covered many base pretences. On the whole, the spread of republican
prineiples, the example of France, scarcely resisted in England, together *
with the sanction of recent discontents, gave their pretext to the in-
cendiaries of the day. Wrongs were not wanting ; but much had been
redressed, and more would have been conceded ; and perseverance was
only wanting to break the last link of the imaginary chain.. It was not
yet seen what the end of this frantic outbreak was to be; though this
murderous rebellion was eventually charged on its authors as their pre-
meditated design.

But, of course, in this conflict of motives the suspicion of authorities
cannot be assumed to have wholly slept ; nor could the Protestant party
feel quite secure of their safety, or quite trust in assurances of which
much was transparent pretence. Mutual aggression was the conse-
quence.  Be it as it may, there could not be any doubt as to what was
the turn things were to take, or what designs were uppermost. Plun-
der—revenge for unforgotten wrongs and old-standing, but factious
and revolutionary designs, conceived by fanatics and incendiaries. Vio-
lences may have been and were committed, but under such ecircum-
stances loyal men are hardly responsible for their judgments, and much
less for their acts: their first obligation is the safety of the state—ne quid
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respublica detrimenti accipiat—the second, the necessity of self-pre-
servation. The mischiet was in preparation long before, in a quiet
time, while great concessions were being obtained by peaceful means.
It may allowably have been pronounced late,—when the demoralizing
prineiples of the French Revolution were proclaimed in every European
state, backed by the savagery of the lowest rabble in Europe at thas
period. Such was then the crisis.

We must state a few essential preliminary facts. In 1794 a clergy-
man, a Mr. Jackson, imbued with democratic principles, repaired to
Paris, to seek his fortune among congenial republicans ; he was there
counselled to try his own country, for, though previously settled in
England, he was an Irishman. He would have selected England,
where the example of France had struck deeply; but Ireland was
known to be more within the grasp of French intrigues and of French
arms. He received a letter of introduction to Mr. Rowan, then con-
fined in Newgate for sedition, and to Tone. With these gentlemen,
who had long been labouring to mature a scheme of union between
Ireland and the French republic, he now entered on the consideration
of the means; and as the reader is aware, they had ample material to
work upon..

- Jackson was soon detected by the information of a confidant, one
Stone, and tried on a charge of high treason. On this Tone absconded,
and found refuge in France, where he employed his talents and address
in the prosecution of the same plot. He was after some time com-
mitted to the care of Hoche, by whom the future army for the invasion
of Ireland was to be commanded. Under this conduct Mr. Tone's

part of the plan was slowly and with many difficulties matured during .

another year.

The United Irishmen had adopted the addition of a military organiza-
tion and exterior, and a large number of pikes were made. In 1796
several active leaders were added, and gave the conspiracy a more de-
cided form and character,—Mr. Arthur O’Connor, the Emmets, Mr.
Bond, Dr. M‘Nevin, &c. From these gentlemen much information
confirmatory of the view here taken was afterwards communicated to the
government. It appeared then, by their sworn declarations, that there
was no design of redressing Roman Catholic grievances; that, in the
event of success, no ecclesiastical establishment would be permitted ; and
that the people did not think of Parliamentary reform, but thought they
should be gainers by a revolution. It was, indeed, a natural illusion,
that the low should take the place of the high, but their leaders had no
such intention. There was a rotten and corrupted mass, and there were
many misled by greater fools or knaves than themselves, and many acted
under terror ; but a large majority of the people were sound and well-
affected, so far as they were permitted to be so.

The military system was framed from the United Irishmen as that
body had been from the Volunteers, and by borrowing a few hints of
form from the French Directory. The whole was committed to an
executive consisting of five members. Immediately under these were
the adjutants-general of each county, whose part it was to transmit in
order through the colonels, and these to the battalions of 600 men.

It was first concerted between Arthur O'Connor and Lord Edward

11 B Ir.
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Fitzgerald,* in a meeting with Hoche on the French frontier, that Ire-
land should be invaded by a French fleet and an army of 15,000 men.
The expedition was, however, postponed for a considerable time, and
when undertaken, was, after tossing some weeks in Bantry Bay, and
losing half its ships, compelled to find its way back to Drest.

In the meantime the Government obtained a true insight into the ad-
vanced progress of disaffection in Ireland. The Insurrec.tif)n Act was
passed. On its policy the statesmen of the time were much divided; many
were impressed with a sense in favour of conciliatory measures ; others
more clearly apprehended the emergency; none, perha:p.s, Fruly saw the
great reality—that there was no such thing as the conciliation of a sedi-
tious people under factious influences. Their aims are seldom truly ex-
pressed or rightly understood ; they are those of their leader, far beyond
the object of clamour. There can at the same time be no doubt that
most atrocious deeds of cruelty were committed under the sanction of
Government. The case was more desperate than it appeaved, and the
Government, acting on secret information, saw the necessity of precau-
tions not immediately within its power. It felt the necessity of strong
measures, and acted under alarm ; in Ireland the Government was weak,
and it was forced onwards by the ignorance and incapacity of its agents.
These acted under alarm, with prejudices exasperated by terror, and
witnessing lively indications in a time full of warnings, were as men
walking blindfold through pit-falls.

When the Rebellion first broke out there was no adequate military
force to resist it. The Yeomanry were little superior to the armed
rabble they were led to resist—they were scarcely armed, and often

_without the advantage of drilling. They were afterwards described
as more formidable to their friends than their enemies.

Meanwhile proceedings went on languidly in France, to the great
impatience and annoyance of the Irish, who were with much diffi-
culty restrained from action, The Government, alarmed by confused
reports and uncertain indications, could for a long time obtain no speci-
fic information. The liberal statesmen, who called themselves the
friends of the people, and the Irish Parliament, were proposing a Reform
Bill, and being out-voted by a large majority, in their patriotic indigna-
tion seceded from the House.

In the beginning of 1797 a discovery took place which must have
cast a broad light upon the real aspect of proceedings. Information
reached the authorities of a secret meeting to be held in Belfast at a
certain house on the 14th April. Thither Colonel Barber repaired with
a military detachment, and found two committees sitting. He sent an
officer into each of the rooms in which they were met, and they seized
the papers and minutes. Among these they found the declaration and
constitution of the United Irishmen, reports from several provincial
and county committees, and many other documents which afforded
every information that could be required, as to what was in preparation.
These papers were examined in both Houses of Parliament, and im-

* This high-minded, enthusiastic young nobleman, misled by the democratic
errors of the day, was capable of better things, had not his views been early per-
verted by his intercourse with France in its worst days, and by his unforfunate
union with the daughter of Madame de Genlis.
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mediately acted upon with vigour. A considerable accession to the
military force was made, and the Insurrection Act was put in force in
several eounties, Fear and alarm spread over the country,—the feeble,
the unprotected, were terrified; those conscious of disaffection were
infuriated ; informers and petty tyrants were armed with all the de-
vices of suspicion and vindictive malice to aggravate the growing
horrors of the period.

The remedy went beyond the disease in severity, and fell short in
efficient vigour. It was not personal harshness, but armed resistance
and repression that was now to be required. The multitude were pre-
paring for eivil war, and were to be deterred by no individual examples.
The proclamation which announced the determined purpose of the
Government and gave a most affecting pieture of the position of the
peaceful inhabitants on whom the miseries of war were inflicted, had no
effect on those who plundered and murdered in the licence of the re-
publican dream. In the northern counties, where the rebellion had
spread widely and struck deep root, it was yet more easily suppressed
than in the south. Prompter measures were put in practice and more
disciplined troops were employed. The insurgents, called the De-
fenders, committed acts of great atrocity, but were ultimately put down.

But it is time to enter on a brief narrative of events in the south, to
which these comments are needful preliminaries; more special details of
the conduct of individual agents must be reserved for our memoirs
hereafter.

There was a significant proof of the French designs upon the country
in their refusal to send a smaller force than 50,000 men, and in con-
sequence they suffered the winter to pass without any help until the
Government was fully on its guard, but the rebellion could no longer
be put off.

In February, 1798, a military committee was appointed by the Ex-
ecutive Council of the insurgents, from which instructions were issued to
the leaders throughout the country. In March many parts of the
country were completely in possession of the rebels and others secretly
disposed to join. The town of Cahir was invested by 800 horse, who
kept possession, and committed an extensive plunder of arms from
private houses. This was followed during the successive months of the
spring and early part of summer by similar outrages in the counties of
Cork, Limerick, Tipperary, Carlow, Kildare, King’s County, Queen’s
County, and Wicklow; in all of which, arms were taken and every
kind of robbery and violence perpetrated. From these counties the
gentry and loyal inhabitants of all classes were compelled to seek
refuge in the garrison towns. With the usual, and perhaps in some
degree inevitably slow conduct of the Government, the measures of re-
pression came too late for precaution. A statement from the castle
proclaimed that open rebellion had broken out, and directing its sup-
pression, &e.  This was directed to the commander-in-chief, Sir Ralph
Abercrombie, and invested him with full powers.

The hour of infatuation, on the part of the Government, was over;
vigorous demonstrations were eommenced (though late), but their first
effect was not quite what was expected. The insurrection had been per-
mitted to gather force, the preparations for resistance were incomplete
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and feeble, and the rcbel leaders, who clearly understood their position,
saw that their designs must be accomplished at once, or never. To this
urgent conviction, the numerous arrests already mentioned, with their
generally deterring effects upon the popular spirit, must be added. In
consequence of these impressions an immediate and general insurrection
was resolved on.

A plan was formed for the surprise of Dublin, the artillery at Chapel-
izod, the camp at Loughlinstown. On the commencement of which, a
signal, by the stoppage of the mails, was to raise the counties of Wick-
low, Kildare,and Dublin to co-operate. Such was the plan clearly proved
in the trials of the Sheares’s.* It received demonstrative evidence at
the appointed time, 23d May, when it actually broke out in Dublin,
and the mails were stopped and destroyed on the northern and southern
roads; the attempt was defeated by the vigilance of the Executive,
but every exertion was made by the party within town to give effect to
the attack expeeted from without.

Numerous arrests had deprived the rebels of their most reputed
leaders, but an impulse, not to be recalled, went through the country,
and the insurrection began. The next morning there was an attack
by a considerable force on the town and gaol of Naas. The attack
had been expected and the guards reinforced. The rebels were re-
pulsed with a loss of 140 men slain and many prisoners. The troops
lost 30, and two officers. Next a party of 400 rebels marched from
Rathfarnham along the mountains towards Clondalkin, where they were
met by a party of 35 horse under Lord Roden. Many were killed and
their two leaders taken. These were tried by martial law and executed.

On the 26th, a considerable body was defeated at Tallaght Hill, and
350 slain with their leader, supposed to be a French officer.

The city of Carlow was attacked on the 24th by 1,000 rebels who
attempted to seize on some pieces of artillery, but failed, being defeated
by Major Dennis with one company of horse and two of infantry assisted
by a few parties of volunteers. Of the rebels, 400 were killed. Some of
the inhabitants having fired on the soldiers out of their windows, they were
with difficulty prevented from burning part of the town. In the same
manner the town of Kildare was rescued from a party of rebels, of which
200 were slain by a small force under the command of Sir James Duff,

But the chief scene of the insurrection lay in Wexford and among the
hills of Wicklow.  On the 25th of May the rebels appeared in a body,
supposed to be 15,000 strong, in the vicinity of Wexford. A party of
the North Cork militia were detached from Wexford to meet them,
under the command of Lieut.-Col. Foot and Major Lombard. They
wet at Qulart, the rebels advancing towards Wexford. The military
was too weak to resist, and the position unfavourable : after a slight re-
sistance, they were surrounded by the rebels and cut to pieces, with
the exception of the colonel and two privates, and a sergeant who
mounted the major’s horse. The rebels got the whole of their arms
and ammunition. An incident occurred worth mentioning,—a fool,
who had followed the north Cork militia, when he saw Major Lombard

* These gentlemen were basely betrayed by a Captain Armstrong, who in-
gratiated himself into their confidence. ~‘I'he younger was a man of much pro-
mise.
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fall, rushed to the body, embraced it, then snatched up his sword and
dispatched two of the insurgents before he fell himself.

On the 28th of May the rebels attacked Enniscorthy. In the course
| of the morning the disaffected set fire to some of their own houses in
| hopes of driving the garrison out of the town. The Yeomen infantry
made a most gallant defence, and killed numbers of the rebels, though
fired on themselves by the disloyal inhabitants from the windows of
| their houses, while the flimes from the burning houses were so great
| that their hair was singed and their bear-skin caps were burned, and
they could not see their enemies from the smoke, till they felt their
pikes. By the efforts of those brave men the scale was at length turned,
and the rebels were driven out of the town after successive attacks
in other quarters, while they were repulsed and dispersed with consider-
able slaughter. The Yeomen and Protestant inhabitants, who only
amounted to some hundreds, performed prodigies of valour; they lost
about the third of their number, while the slain of the rebels is said to
amount to 5,000.

General Lake returned to Dublin from Kileullen, where he had re-
ceived the unconditional submission of a body of rebels amounting to
4.000 men, who delivered up their arms and seven of their leaders.
The rebellion spread rapidly in the south.

On the 29th of May the rebels formed two powerful camps, one at
Vinegar-hill, near Enniscorthy, and the other between Wexford and
Ross, at a place called the Three Rocks. An attack was made on the
town of Carlow in the preceding week, 26th of May, in which a fright-
ful slaughter of the rebels took place, many of them being hemmed in
by the military at each end of the street, so that there was no possibility
of escape.

The rebels attacked various lesser towns, and were generally defeated;
but they were often successful in cutting off bodies of troops coming
to the relief of towns likely to be attacked.

From those successes, and from their increasing numbers, said to
amount to 20,000, and about to attack Wexford, the inhabitants were
panic-struck, and the military being few in number, and finding that
many of their supposed adherents were ready to betray them, thought
their best course was to save useless bloodshed and evacuate the town.
The rebels entered it on the 30th of May, and kept possession of it
{ until the 21st of June.

The prisons were opened and their inmates set free,—among whom
| was Mr. B. Baganal Harvey, who was placed in command of the rebels.

It may be right here to state, in justice to the loyal Roman Catholies,
! that anumerously signed address was forwarded to the Lord-Lieutenant
| expressive of their devoted loyalty to the king and of their abhorrence
| of the atrocities committed by the deluded members of their commun-
ion. Lord Fingall’s consistent loyalty made him obnoxious to many
of the opposite party, and at one time his personal safety became en-
dangered.

On the 5th of June the rebels attacked New Ross, having the day
before taken possession of Corbet-hill, a place close to the town, and
? having an army of 20,000 men. In the commencement of the attack
they were victorious, and, to add to the confusion of the defenders of




22 MODERN.

the town, they drove in large herds o.f. cattle, which rushed promis-
cuously on all sides and impeded the military, so as to mz}ke any syste-
matic defence impossible, and by which some cannon fell into the hands
of the enemy. At length, after nine hours’ fighting without intermis-
sion, the insurgents were completely routed, and with considerable loss.
They had succeeded in setting fire to some thatched cabins ; but this
turned to their own hurt, for, the wind blowing in their direction, they
were quickly enveloped in thesmoke, and having drank copiously of whisky
before they left Corbet-hill, they were unable to fight for their lives.

B. Baganal Harvey was deposed from the command, and he was suc-
ceeded by a person of the name of Roach. Lord Mountjoy was un-
fortunately killed in this engagement. The good fortune of the day
turned upon the heroism and valour of General Johnson. He had two
horses killed under him, and was thought to be killed himself, but,
mounting a third, he unexpectedly appeared amongst his soldiers, who,
in the enthusiasm of the moment, said they would follow him to victory
or death, and kept their word, The slaughter of the insurgents was
very great, and they lost both cannon and an immensity of pikes and
muskets, besides their standards and colours.

It was on their retreat from New Ross that they perpetrated one of
the most atrocious acts recorded during a rebellion in which the greatest
atrocities were committed upon both sides. It was the setting fire to
a barn at Scullabogue, in which 170 Protestants had taken refuge.
It was said that they were instigated to the act by a priest of the name
of Murphy, notorious for the barbarities he both committed and sanc-
tioned. One man from among these doomed victims, of the name of
Orange, was saved through the instrumentality of another priest who
had received kindness from this man or his family. This saved indi-
vidual has only recently died.

After an ineffectual assault on Arklow, the rebels, to the number of
20,000, took up a strong position in the neighbourhood.of Enniscorthy,
on Vinegar Hill. By this time a strong military force had been as-
sembled against them, under General Lake. A cordon of troops was
posted round the rebel position; and after a few days’ delay, on the
21st of June the attack was commenced. It appeared more arduous
than it really was,—and it has been observed by one of our chief
autnorities, that bad the rebels “ possessed any share of military skill,
it would have been difficult, if not impracticable, to dislodge them.”
They were attacked on four sides. The town of Enniscorthy, on the
base of the hill, which was in their occupation, was attacked by John-
son; while Dundas leading the centre, and Duff and Needham on the
right and left, ascended the hill in their respective directions, For
an hour and a half the rebels maintained their position. On perceiv-
ing themselves to be in danger of being surrounded, they gave way,
and fled in great disorder, and with great carnage, in their precipitate
downhill flight. Of the British, about 100 were slain or wounded. The

rebels soon dispersed through Wexford, among the mountains of Wick-
low, and in the bordering county of Carlow,

While these and other similar transactions were in simultaneous
progress, the rebels had still retained possession of the provincial city of
Wexford. Their conduct, while they held this place, may best serve
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ing on the quay, he proceeds:—¢ Following 'closely the hox:se of my
conductor, I passed safe, with my wife and child, through this ternl?le
scene, to my house. I gave him my musket, an'd h.e rode qﬂ'. My wx-fe
lay down on the bed, and I crept under it,—thinking Po h.lde r.nyself in
case I should be sought after. I had not been in this situation more
than ten minutes, when I heard my name called, and a sound of feet
on the stairs. Presently the door opened, and one Patrick Murphy,
with six others, all armed, came into the room. This Murphy was a
near neighbour of mine, and had always professed a great regard for
me. My wife, on seeing him, threw herself off the bed with the child
in her arms, and fell on her knees, entreating them to spare me. One
of them swore if she did not say where I was, he would blow her brains
out. On hearing this, from fear of her being injured, I showed myself,
and was immediately seized and dragged down stairs. I was conducted
to the barracks, and put into a room with eight others, all expecting
soon to be put to death. After remaining in this situation about an
hour, one of the rebels, armed with an old bayonet on the end of a
pole, made a thrust at my throat; but it was prevented from entering
by a thick cushion under my cravat. He then wounded me slightly
below my hip. At that moment Councillor Richards (who had been
obliged to join the rebels to save his own life), came into the room with
Mr. B. Harvey, and seeing the state I was in, requested him to save
me; which he did by taking me out with him, to a Mr. Hughes, at the
Foley. I went up a back staircase, and got into a small room at the
top of the house. Soon my pursuers came into the room; but I was
concealed in a cupboard, and for that time escaped their fury. Thus
disappointed, I heard them propose to set fire to the house; but this
was overruled. In that situation I continued till ten o’clock at night ;
I then ventured out, and got over the rocks to a place called Maudlin-
town, near a mile from Wexford, to the house of an old woman of the
name of Cole, whom I thought I could trust, and begged her in the
most earnest manner that she would permit me to remain concealed
there till affairs were a little settled. She told me she would, as long
as she could without danger to herself, and that she would go into the
town and see how matters went ; which she accordingly did, and ‘re-
turned, saying that the insurgents were searching all the houses for

Protestants, and committing them to gaol; and if I should be found

there, they would kill her, and burn the house. I got out at her back
door, and went about two miles across the country, but soon heard
voices behind me calling on me to stop and I should have mercy. I
turned round and saw six men advancing with pikes in their hands.
They seized me and conducted me back to Wexford and put me into
gaol, in which I found about two hundred and twenty Protestants.
“Towards the evening, a fellow of the name of Dick Monk, who had
formerly been a shoeblack in the town, but now was raised by the
rebels to the rank of a captain, came into the gaol and bid us prepare
our souls for death, for that all of us, except such as, upon examination,
he should release, would be put to death at twelve o’clock that night.
The manner of his examining was two-fold: first politically, and then
religiously. The form of his political examination was this :—Query,
“Are you straight? Answer, Asstraight as a rush. Q. Go on then.
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A. In truth, in unity, and in liberty. Q. What have you got in your
hand? A. A green bough. Q. Where did it first grow? A. In
America. Q. Wheredid itbud? A. InFrance. Q. Where are you
going to plant it? A. In the crown of Great Britain.' The preced-
ing questions and answers appear to have been a part of the United
Irishmen's catechism by which they knew each other.

¢ Monk, having gone through this examination, selected six to be
saved, and took them with him out of the prison; and the situation of
those that remained can better be imagined than described. No one,
however, came near us that night. Next morning we were brought some
potatoes and water, which proved a seasonable relief.

“On June the 4th, the gaoler came in and took usinto the yard. As
soon as I came out he said, *Mr. Jackson, I believe you know what
we want of you.! I answered, ‘yes, I suppose I am going to die.
I then fell upon my knees, begging, that if that were the case, I might
be allowed to see my wife and child. He swore that I should not,
that I was not then going to die, but that a man was to die at six
o’clock that evening, and that he did not know any more proper person
to execute him than me and two others. We were then carried back
to our cells, and spent the day in prayer till six o’clock, at which time,
being brought to the great door, we found the prisoner, Murphy, with
nearly 1,000 men about him. The dead march was struck up and beat

-from the gaol to the place of execution, which was a mile and a half

off, on the other side of the bridge on a wide strand. An order was
then given to form a half circle with an opening to the water. The
poor man was directed to kneel down, with his back to the water and
his face to us, which he did, with his hands clasped. The muskets
were then called for. The first appointed to fire was one Matthews;
and it was remarkable, the ball missed three times. A commeon sport-
ing gun was then brought and fired by Matthews, and the ball hit the
poor man in the arm. I was next called upon, and two men advanced,
one on each side of me, and held cocked pistols to my head ; two also
stood behind me with cavalry swords, threatening me with instant death
if I missed the mark. I fired, and the poor man fell dead. When it
was over, a proposal was made that I should wash my hands in his blood,
but this was overruled ; and they said, as I had done my business well
I should go back.

“On June the 20th we heard a horrid noise at the gaol, and a demand
for the prisoners. Eighteen or twenty were immediately taken out, and
in about half an hour the rebels returned for more victims. In the
whole, they took ninety-eight. Those that were last called out were
seventeen in number. Mr. Daniel and Mr. Robinson, both gaugers;
Mr. Atkinson, a tide-waiter; Matthews and Gurley, who were with
me at the execution of Murphy, and myself, were included in this lot.
We were marched to the bridge. The blood of those who had been
already executed upon this spot (eighty-one in number), had more
than stained, it streamed upon the ground about us. They first began
the bloody tragedy by taking out Mr. Daniel, who, the moment he was
touched with their pikes sprang over the battlements of the bridge into
the water, where he was shot. Mr. Robinson was the next, he was
piked to death. They ripped open the belly of poor Mr. Atkinson,
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and in that condition he ran several yards, whe.n falling on the side of
the bridge, he was piked ; thus they proceeded till they came to Gurley,
who was next to me. While they were torturing him General Roach
rode up in great haste and bid them beat to arms, informing them thrft
Vinegar Hill was beset, and that reinforcer_nents were wanting. .T}ns
operated like lightning upon them ; they all instantly quitted the bridge,
and left Mr. O’Connor, an organist, Mr. Hamilton, the Bailiff of the
town, and myself, on our knees. The rebel guard soon came to us and
took us back to the gaol, which we entered with hearts overflowing
with gratitude to the Great Creator for our late wonderful preservation.
For the arrival of the troops we looked with some hope and extreme
anxiety the whole night, till about five o’clock in the morning, when we
heard the joyful sound of cannon. Soon after the king’s troops entered
the town and put an end to this scene of barbarity.”*

We must pass more lightly over the lesser details of the rebellion in
this quarter, simply adding the fate of the leaders, Mr. Baganal Harvey
and Mr. Colclough, who, with Mr. Grogan, took refuge in a cave on
one of the Saltee Islands near the entrance of Wexford harbour. Here
they were soon discovered, and brought to trial and executed, and their
estates confiscated. These events may be said to have erushed the
rebellion in Leinster. In the northern counties it was less violent and
of comparatively less duration. Though in Armagh the same delusions
reigned for a season, they were soon dispelled by the general sobriety of -
the people. The cruelties inflicted on the Protestants in Leinster by
Romish inhabitants, exposed too plainly their intentions respecting
them, nor were these designs unaccompanied by many express decla-
rations. The spirit of disloyalty was soon extinguished in Ulster,
where it had fewer converts, and those less tainted by fanaticism. The
extirpation of Protestants was foremost among the sanguinary an-
nouncements of the Dublin, Wexford, and Wicklow rebels in the con-
fidence of their strength; and though in this they were discountenanced
by their aristocracy, and partially by their priests, yet among these latter
there was not wanting the tacit consent of a general understanding,
confirmed by numerous instances of priestly leading. From such we
abstain ; it is not on such a charge that we would at this time impeach
the Roman priesthood. i

By the Insurrection Act, the magistrates of any county were author-
ized to proclaim it out of the King’s Peace, by which it became subject to
military law, but it was not generally acted upon until the month of No-
vember, during which interval fearful atrocities had been committed.

There was at this time a regularly established communication with
the French Directory, and in the summer of 1797, in consequence of
a special message from that body, Dr. M‘Nevin had been sent to Paris to
consult for a new invasion of Ireland. He came with full powers for
the final adjustment of the expedition. Instead of Bantry Bay, the
port of the former venture, he advised that the expedition should sail
for Oyster Haven, a more convenient locality for the reduction of Cork.
MNevin undertook that the cost of the expedition should be defrayed
by the Irish Republic. It was urged on the French Directory that the

# Collectanea Politica, page 340.
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tive ministry of the criminal law was thought to have done enough
for example, and the members of the executive, while they shrank
from the crowded repetitions of judicial slaughter thus imposed, saw
|| that the dreadful necessity might happily be averted by a compro-
|| mise of a serviceable kind. It was therefore now proposed to spare
’ the lives of Bond, Neilson, Dr. M‘Nevin, Addis Emmet, and Arthur

O’Connor, on condition of their giving all the information in their power;

to which they all agreed, stipulating for permission to leave the king-

dom, and also that they should not be required to compromise any in-

dividual. The information thus received was printed : it contained,

among other statements, that the main intent of the leaders of the Re-
|| bellion was not the apparent one of emancipating the Papists by whose
I agency they aimed to succeed ; but that it was their final object, when
’ ' they should gain the mastery, to separate the kingdom from the British

Crown, put down the landlords, and all churches, and erect a republic.
H These gentlemen, on being liberated, published a manifesto exciting
|| the people to farther resistance. Mr. Plunket, then practising at the
{1 Irish bar, and a member of Parliament, spoke with just indignation of
| the ingratitude of persons who were, as he said, “singular instances of
l merey,” and urged, “that every step should be taken to prevent these

State prisoners from corrupting the public mind.”*

The principal victims who suffered the penaity of their guilt may
be more particularly noticed hereafter. They were Messrs. John and
Henry Sheares, M‘Cann, W. M. Byrne-Jackson, who died from poison
when brought up to receive his sentence. Their fate and trials spread
dismay over the whole kingdom, and for a few years cleared the stage
for other actors in a more peaceful drama.

These tragic events were to be the means, under Providence, of
placing this unsettled country for the next half century under the shel-
| ter of constitutional law, by the union of its destinies with England,
| that land of perfect freedom and true religion,—by the legislative union
of the two kingdoms.

Through the whole of this sanguinary contest, it is memorable that
the promised aid from France never appeared. Had the expeditions from
| Toulon and the Dutch port sailed, and the forece under Humbert landed
a month sooner, while the improvidence of the administration neglected
the means of defence, the destruction would have been wide-spread ;
and though we cannot agree with those who have imagined that the
{ ’ country must have been lost, there can be little reasonable doubt of a

grievous slaughter among the imperfectly armed and undisciplined troops
, which were only strong for the rabble army of Wexford and Wicklow.

Providentially, the first fanatic activity of the French revolutionary
|| zeal for propagating its doctrines was at this time somewhat subsided,
|| and as its field of enterprise expanded, its power of attending to minor
interests was contracted. A direct invasion of England soon became
|| a favourite fancy of the ambitious man who wielded the destinies of
‘ France, and controlled the progress of the Revolution. To attack
‘ England by the subjugation of Ireland was still too obvious and seem-
! ingly easy an expedient to be quite thrown away, when it offered itself
|

* Life and Speeches of Lord Plunket, by his Grandson, page 94,
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to the yoke. We may thus sum the aid sent. A large fleet had Deen,
within recent memory, lost to France—another trial seems to have been
doubtfully ventured. A small armv, said to be part of a large one,
landed at Killala, under General Humbert, in Awgust. They were
joined by the Romish peasantry in many thousands. They, however,
conducted themselves peaceably and with great order, making head-
quarters of Bishop Stocld’s palace, in which they received all hospitable
treatment, and committed no violence. They posted a green flag over
the Bishop's gate, with the inseription, ¢ Erin go bragh.”

From Killala they marched, after some days, to Castlebar, their force
amounting to 1,100, with a large body of Irish, whom they clothed
and armed. At Castlebar the English garrison retreated, under the
mistaken notion caused by the appearance of superior forces,—their
Irish allies, whom they had dressed in French clothing, seeming to be
Frenchmen at a distance. With this discouragement the soldiers of
Lake, when attacked on the 27th, gave way and retired, leaving six
pieces of cannon and a few men. Humbert next directed his march
towards Tuam; but he presently found that his route was likely to be
intercepted by a strong force under Lord Cornwallis, who menaced his
front not far from Castlebar. Humbert, on this, made a circuitous re-
treat, to favour the escape of the Irish, whom he had found more an
impediment than a help. But at Ballinamuck his rearguard was over-
taken, early on the morning of the 8th of September, by a division of
Lake's army under General Crawford, by whom they were summoned
to surrender. On refusal they were attacked. On this 200 of the
French, thinking themselves unsupported, threw down their arms; but,
finding their mistake, presently recovered and fired on the British
officers, who were approaching on the assumption of a surrender,—by
which the General was wounded. On this General Lake ordered up
reinforcements, and a fight began, which lasted but half an hour, when,
the rest of the British force coming into sight, the French surrendered.
The rebels, who were scattered in all directions, were pursued, and suf-
fered severely. The French prisoners amounted to 884; 93 of the
rebels were taken, with three of their leaders.

It was reported that, after the previous fight in Castlebar, Humbert
caused three of the Irish to be hanged for plundering; and that one
who attempted to massacre a prisoner was cut down by the French.

The report of Humbert’s fuilure does not appear to have made any

_serious impression in France. Eight days after this fight at Ballina-
muck a French brig appeared off the coast of Donegal. Amongst
others, it contained General Rey and Napper Tandy. It is manifest
that they came in the expectation.to find the former party established
in full possession of the country. On learning the reality they were
much disconcerted ; and finding the people little inclined for any fur-
ther trial of their strength, they re-embarked.

During the progress of the rebellion, and even after its termination,
strong measures were found necessary for the purpose not only of show-
ing the deluded populace the hopelessness of their cause, but also the
inevitable retribution which must follow upon the atrocities planned
and perpetrated under the abused name of patriotism.

The loss of life on the side of the insurgents has been said to amount
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to 30,000, and this was in itself a stern fact that needed no comment,
and must have been brought home to the hearts of thousands.

The English Government, therefore, wished to relax somewhat of
its rigour, while it was at the same time considered desirable that a
military man should continue at the head of affairs in Ireland. )

The Marquis of Cornwallis, who had succeeded Lord Camden in
June as Lord-Lieutenant, sent a message by Lord Castlereagh to the
1ouse of Commons, saying that he had received His Majesty’s com-
mands to offer ¢ a free pardon for all offences committed on or before
a certain day, upon such conditions, and with such exceptions, as might
be compatible with the general safety ;” but adding, that « these offers
of mercy to the repentant were not to exclude measures of rigour
against the obstinate.” '

The system of moderation and mercy pursued at this period was at-
tended with the happiest results. A Bill of general amnesty was passed
in that session, with the exception of Napper Tandy and about thirty
more, who had been deeply involved in the rebellion, and had fled to
France.

The erisis was now approaching, and, as is ever the case in conspira-
cies of any extent, there will be persons found who, either from high
and conscientious motives, or from the basest imaginable, will reveal
the secrets of the plot and put the government on its guard. It is
possible to suppose a young and ardent mind, devoid of sound judg-
ment and inflamed with an imaginative love of country, forgetful of
what would tend to its solid good, being led into a conspiracy by the
specious representations of its wily plotters, and recoiling from the
sanguinary means by which it is to be accomplished. In such a case,
not a common one, there can be no doubt but that the implied and ex-
pected fidelity would be ¢ more honoured in the breach than the ob-
servance.”

We are not made aware of the exact motives which impelled Mr.
Reynolds, a sworn United Irishman, and formerly a silk-mercer in
Dublin, to make a revelation, early in the year, to Mr. Cope, with
whom he had some pecuniary transactions, of the formidable prepara-
tions which were then in progress for the approaching outbreak. He
revealed the proposed meeting of some of the leading conspirators at
the house of a Mr. Oliver Bond on the 12th of March 1798, and Mr.
Cope communicated this fact to the Government, and on the appointed
day the house was surrounded, and fourteen of the conspirators were
apprehended, including Dr. M‘Nevin, Counsellor Emmet, and their
secretary, Mr. M‘Can.

Mr. Bond died in prison, and Mr. M¢Can was executed ; but the
others, as before stated, made a compact with Government (proposed
by themselves) that they would give the most ample details of every
circumstance connected with the rebellion that did not involve indi-
vidual breach of faith, on condition of their own lives being spared, and
their being permitted to leave the country. Though in many respects
high-minded gentlemen, they were amongst those who lent themselves
to the delusion that political dishonesty was not inconsistent with per-
sonal honour. They planned amongst themselves to give, in many in-
stances, a garbled account to the Government, though in the main
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dominant country, and the land, thus deprived of their coxlqtenance
and expenditure, suffer the extremes consequent on neglect and de-
sertion ;—that the many commercial interests still at issue between
the two countries would be more decidedly governed according to the
known jealousy of English merchants. ] '

On the other hand, it had become matter of experience during seve-
ral recent Parliaments, that the difficulties of conducting the adminis-
tration of Government were becoming formidably increased by the
wilful insubordination and irritable factious partizanship of the Com-
mons. To those who could look with sober judgment on the operation
of political causes, many prospective advantages were discerned from
a Union which, while it would strengthen and facilitate the working
of both, must impart ultimately to the less favoured country many of
the advantages of the more privileged one.

The intrigue and the venality by means of which the Union was
effected, in opposition to so much national prejudice and the earnest
remonstrance of the most influential of those who were the great lead-
ers of popular opinion, manifest the want of public virtue, and prove the
thorough corruptness of a House of Commons that could so soon be
won by title, place, and pension, as to vote its own extinction.

1t is the truest vindication of the political sagacity, or, at least, of the
principle, of those eminent persons who resisted the Union, that its
main advantages to Ireland were not likely to be immediate, but, in a
great measure, remotely prospective; while, at the same time, the appre-
hended disadvantages and evil results lay on the surface,—and if they
cannot justly be said to have actually come to pass, they were to all ap-
pearance not improbable. If these dreaded consequences had actually
followed, they could hardly be compensated by any immediate benefic
that followed from the Union. It was then feared that the effects of
this measure would amount to what has since been termed centraliza-
tion of the entire constitutional functions—administrative or commer-
cial, or social or territorial—in the English Government ; thus leaving
a country such as Ireland then was entirely at the mercy of English
interests. It may not now, in discussing this question, be sufficiently
called to mind what Ireland truly was. A surface of (perhaps) bright
civilization, overlying a dark depth of ignorance, disaffection, and super-
stition. There was no reacting power of a constitutional nature ; but
there was a smouldering depth of national hate—a fierce remembrance
of ancient wrongs—a slavish devotion to an alien domination. To re
move from the scene all the elements and influences of a nascent civi-
lization, was to those who, not unreasonably, entertained such an
apprehension, alarming enough. In looking upon the Union on this
more general principle, it was not difficult to apprehend’ that some
considerable approach to equality in the condition of the two peoples
should be first attained before a concentrated government would be ad-
vantageous to both, It seemed plain that the weaker would become
subject, in a degree, to the stronger; and to this the national pride of
a country tenacious of its ancestral traditions would not submit. Many
of the benefits expected from the Union were yet far off, and many of
the evils soon set in.  'There was still rebellion—followed long by ag-
rarian disturbances—political and sectarian agitation, and a long period
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during which the Government of the country could only be carried on
by concessions fatally reacting upon the Constitution of England.

To attain the genuine advantages of the Union, it was necessary
that a new proprietary should grow up—that there should arise a civi-
lized middle-class, on a more extended scale; that the people should
cease to be in a state of barbarism; and that, instead of an abnormal
jurisdiction, vibrating between laxity and despotic severity, there should
be a strong unswerving administration of justice and government.

The space at our command in this present abridged recast of our his-
tory does not permit of much detail on the separate provisions of the
Act of Union. They were perhaps correct to the utmost length com-
patible with the relative condition of the two countries,—little fitted
by manners, habits, industry, commerce, civil or fiscal constitutions, to
form an integral nationality. The frameworks of either were mutually
unadapted, and the completion of the measure was remitted to future
legislation.

These defects were much aggravated by the continuation of animo-
sities and national prejudices beyond the reach of Acts of Parliament
to remove : the apocryphal traditions of remote antiquity, shaped for
the purpose of those whose object it was to create popular discontent ;
the differences of religion, acknowledging each a different allegiance
and worship ; but still more by the principle of democratic insubordi-
nation which had its rise in the French and American Revolutions of
the preceding years, and which cast its shadow over the civilized world,
and spread disintegrating influences of which the end yet remains to
be seen. Of these counteractions the effect was soon apparent. From
the very beginning of the union of the two kingdoms, the work of dis-
cord began. Ocecasion soon offered for the promotion of factious ani-
mosity, mostly beginning in the private views of demagogues, but
finding pretext in the assumption of popular wrongs or national
grievances. With all its political seemings of advantage to both king-
doms, the Union was destined to be the means of giving vast de-
velopment and activity to the numerous elements of disorder with
which they abounded. The discontents which more or less found
place in every class of Irishmen found congenial complaints and fac-
tious fellow-working on the other side of the channel. The Roman
Catholics, apparently contented with the privileges conferred upon
them in 1793, when they were admitted to the parliamentary franchise,
and the most galling disabilities were removed, now had their eyes
turned to the prospect of further advantages to be gained by an in-
creasing political power. Such had been the immemorial policy of the
see of Rome.—The Romish priesthood in Ireland had long been reduced
to inactivity by the conscious weakness of their party. Shortly after the
Union, however, a new activity seized upon the mind of the educated
classes, and soon the party conflict which had been waged for and
against the Union rose into a still fiercer agitation for a further exten-
sion of its advantages. The priests and demagogues of the Roman
Catholic party combined in agitating for what they called Emancipa-
tion. As they advanced toward their objects, they swelled the demo-
cratic body, and gave new force and virulence to its power. Through
all these stormy workings, some tendencies grew inore apparent to
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popularize the Legislature and subvert the Established Church. Both
objects were favoured by the junction of the several parties we have
here glanced at. . h .

The first contest of this period, from which all drew their main
effect, was Catholic Emancipation, of which it will be here enough to say,
that it threw open the gate of the Legislature to the Roman C.ﬂt}-lollcs,
and, through them, to the democracy of all the counties of Britain.

It may not be foreign to the main purpose of this m‘froductlon to
observe, that at the same time with the events related in the latter
pages of our former introduction, those morpgntous changes were §et-
ting in from which the entire social and political aspect of the Umtgd
Kingdom in the following period was to take its character. To this,
as we have shown, the revolutionary notions which became popular,
and had their origin, as before stated, in France and America, during
the previous century, entered largely into every popular discontent,
and gave a language to every stump orator. And as from this period
our common interest in the fortunes of the United Kingdom has its
beginning, we may cursorily trace the joint results—a course the more
consistent with our contracting space.

The first great advance of liberalism was due to the admission of the
Roman Catholies to political power. It added formidable weight to the
democratic element introduced by the Reform Bill of 1832, and thus
favoured the Roman policy for the subversion of the Church. The
arrogant pretensions of the demagogue grew with the sense of power,—
speculation made bolder advances, and bade defiance to every strong-
hold of conscience or maxim venerated by mankind.

The popular party in Ireland gathered strength and violence from
the gradual junction of English discontents and factious movements.
A fatal error committed by the Government had the effect of promot-
ing and seriously aggravating this evil progress. It was thought that
the people might be governed by concession—a method which to the
ignorant conveyed the impression of fear on the part of Government,
and gave what seemed to be victory to the cause of a faction, and to
their leaders a motive for fresh exaction. Honourable epithets were
not wanting to repay the demagogue for his exertions—cheers of the
rabble glorified the spouting rhetorician of the street, or the Forum,
or the Palace yard. In course of time he became formidable, or was
thought worth bribing with office; or (as happened in a notorious in-
stance) was compensated by a voluntary self-imposed taxation of a
duped populace.

Thus the main causes of the popular clamour in Ireland which soon
followed the Union became augmented by the voice of the democratic
party in England, and that remarkable alliance commenced which has
lasted up to the present time, of the ultra Protestant dissenters of the
one country with the ultra Roman Catholics of the other. That alli-
ance begun in Ireland, was soon extended to England, and.has ever
since been growing influential in proportion as the powers between
whom it was established have gained political strength. Xach party,
though diametrically opposite in their aspirations for the future, has
helped the other to obtain its objects ; thus giving to the liberal legis-
lation of the last half-century a character of curious inconsistency.
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"The right hand of the liberal party has not known what its left hand
has doune; with one it has proposed to give ascendency to ultramon-
tanism, while with the other admitting Jews and infidels to the par-
liament of a Christian country, and gradually removing from common
life the sanction of religion. This immorzal alliance has been that of
light (so called) and darkness, and a double inroad has been made upon
the institutions of the country.

We must now, in the brief space which the arrangement of our
history will permit, take a brief retrospect of the state of affairs, and
notice the various influences which led to the Union, and the manner in
which that measure was accomplished by ministers. It was an age of
parliamentary corruption. In the English parliament, Government was
able to purchase a majority (as in 1763), and the king himself spent a
considerable sum from his private purse in securing votes in the
‘House of Commons. Ireland was ruled by an assembly still more
eorruptible, in which almost every man had his price, the average
value of a vote being £200. The whole Government of Ireland was
a mass of jobbery and corruption, and the concentration of this was
to be found in the national parliament. Springing altogether out of
close boroughs and counties, the representation of which was frequently
sold like the advowsons of livings, and in which freedom of election
had not yet been conceived of, it was worthy of the constitueney it
represented ; and its rottenness, which was incurable, afforded both
an argumeut for its abolition and a means of effecting it. An assembly
that had habituated itself to selling the interests of the country it pre-
tended to represent at last bartered away its own existence. But on
the other hand, the extreme corruption of the Irish parliament, and the
facility which it afforded ministers of passing their measures, for a
while protected it from the fate that the nominal independence gained
in 1782 rendered inevitable. So long as it was merely the echo of the
Parliament sitting at Westminster repeating its decisions, a subservi-
ent shadow to follow it in all its motions, it would still have been
possible, had no other events intervened, for the Irish parliament to
have protracted its existence. But the moment it should have availed
itself of the independence procured for it by the bayonets of the
volunteers, the choice would have lain between reshackling it with
Poyning’s law and the act of George the First, or an unconstitutional
suppression,—a coup d'etat. DBefore, however, it had shown a ten-
dency to insubordination ; before it had time to purge itself of its
corruptness, if it ever could have done so, and exercise the independ-
ence with which it had been fatally gifted in a manner inconsistent
with the policy of England, affairs in Ireland assumed such a com-
plexion as determined ministers to anticipate the unconstitutional
mode which it might have been necessary to adopt at a later period, by
inducing the Irish parliament to vote for a union with the parliament
of Great Britain, and thus avoid a more ignominious end, and save the
national dignity, by voting itself out of existence. The Union was, in
the nature of things, inevitable; but whether it was an inevitable evil
or an inevitable good is a distinct question to which we have already
devoted some consideration,-our conclusion being that the immediate
consequences of it were prejudicial to Ireland, while the ultimate ad-
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vantages promised to us have not as yet been realized. It is some-
times necessary, however, to sacrifice the interests of a province to the
interests of an empire; the policy which is beneficial to the whole is
generally injurious to some of the parts. The weak must always be
sacrificed to the strong; and being in the nature of things, it can scarcely
be called an injustice that it should so happen. )

The existence of an obvious precedent in the union of the parlia-
ment of Scotland with that of England must have made’it evident to
any one who regarded the question historically, that sooner or later
Ireland must submit to the same fate. The fact that Scotland had
placed her king over England, and had, it might almost be said, an-
nexed the latter country, saved Scotch pride, but did not render the
precedent less conclusive with regard to the Irish Parliament. Vast
and unforeseen changes made it necessary to act on the precedent,
almost with abruptness, and precipitated the slow progress of history.
Those changes we have already reviewed, but have now to show their
bearing on the question of the Union. The Roman Catholic Relief
Act of 1793, while it was regarded by some of the most patriotic, as
for instance the Earl of Charlemont, as having gone too far, instead of
satisfying those whose chains it loosened, gave them a desire to be
entirely rid of them. The professional demagogues and promoters of
sedition were alarmed lest an extension of the measures already
adopted should pacify the country and spoil their trade. Accordingly
the United Irishmen hastened on their schemes of invasion, and re-
doubled their efforts to excite animosity to England, while, on the
other hand, the Government of the Duke of Portland commissioned
Grattan to draw out a bill of Catholic Emancipation, and Earl Fitz-
william, as Lord-lieutenant, was sent over to Ireland to carry it. The
hopes of the Irish nation were raised to the highest, when suddenly
Fitzwilliam was recalled by the desire of the King, to whom a political
enemy, Chancellor Fitzgibbon, through the English Chancellor Lough-
borough, had suggested the incompatibility of the proposed measure
with his coronation oath. Lord Camden was appointed Lord Fitz-
william’s successor to oppose the progress of the bill of which the Go-
vernment was itself promoter, and it was accordingly thrown out upon
the second reading. The folly of the fitful policy by which Ireland has
always been governed received in this perhaps its highest exemplifica-
tion. The Government voluntarily offered a boon to the Roman
Catholics, for which there had not been at the moment any extreme or
pressing demand, and which might have been withheld without danger
to the country, and then withdrew it apparently from mere caprice,
the influence which caused its withdrawal not being of a nature to
appear on the face of the transaction. The natural consequence was,
that the latent discontents which had been felt by the Roman Catho-
lics were roused into a furious storm of rage and disappointment ; and
the attempt to take the wind from the sails of the United Irishmen
(an operation that generally results in the discomfiture of those by
whom it is attempted), had the effect of bearing them to their destina-
tion with unhoped-for celerity. Grattan withdrew from public life
with expressions of bitter disappointment. The majority of the nation,
belonging to the Romish persuasion, ceased to hope for the redress of
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should represent the disaffected Roman Catholic majority. Had they
done so, the first step of the restored parliament would probably have
been to give an ad absurdum demonstration of the impossibility of its
continuance by voting for separation from England.

The reasons which we have stated were apparent to the great states-
man who was then at the head of the Government. Mr. Pitt expressed
his determination to carry the measure, no matter what toil, difficulty,
or unpopularity it might entail, so thoroughly was he persuaded that
~n its success depended “the internal tranquillity of Ireland, the in-
terest of the British empire at large, and the happiness of a great por-
tion of the habitable globe.” A proof that the toil.and difficulty to be
encountered would be very great was given by the Irish parliament
immediately on the project being opened to it by a royal message.
In a House of Commons, where almost every man’s price was registered
at the Castle, an amendment to omit the paragraph in the address re-
lating to the Union was, notwithstanding, carried by 109 to 105. A
meeting of the Irish bar condemned the proposed measure by a ma-
jority of five to one. All the talent, all the integrity of the country,
was arrayed in opposition, but combined with an unreliable mass of
corrupt members. On these the Goovernment set to work, in order to
be prepared for the next session, with wholesale bribery. Titles of
honour—or rather let us say of dishonour—were the coin in which
many members were paid for their votes. Punishments too were
added to rewards, and placemen who had voted against the Govern-
ment were dismissed, as a warning to others; but the extent to which
bribery was carried was unexampled, and revealed a baseness in the
upper classes of Ireland which happily is, to us, hardly conceivable. 1t
is the saddest passage in the history of an unhappy country——sadder
than any possible reverse or calamity that could befall a nation in the
path of honour. Lord Cornwallis, the viceroy, did not himself stoop
to the meaner kind of corruption, and perhaps was scarcely cognisant
of it ; but in Viscount Castlereagh was found one who was not troubled
with fine seruples; his own letters to Mr. King (see Cornwallis Cor-
respondence, vol. iii. p. 200) can leave no reasonable doubt that he
exercised, as Chief Secretary, the functions of a minister of public cor-
ruption, and drew large supplies from the secret service fund to pur-
chase the votes of members of parliament. On the other side, when
the decisive struggle approached, a fund was raised which, it is said,
rose to a hundred thousand pounds, in the futile hope of outbidding
the treasury with the boroughmongers, and probably, also, with mem-
bers themselves. One man was named who was induced by the op-
position to vote according to his conscience, for four thousand pounds,
an act scarcely so heinous as bribing men to vote contrary to their
convictions ; but certainly, if true, incapable of justification.

The measure met with but feeble opposition in the English House
of Commons, and when it was a second time brought before the Irish
House the success of the efforts of Government was evidenced by a
majority of forty-two; and this majority was not materially dimin-
ished from the introduction to the final passing of the measure. The
most remarkable episode in its passage was the affecting scene when
Grattan reappeared in the House, from which he had for two years
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CHAPTER V.

CATHOLIC EMANCIPATION. 1800—1813.

i inted expectations—Resentment of Roman Catholics—Abortive Rising of

legggo—Accoun? of the Catholic Disabilities—Their gradual removal—Remnant—
Prospect—Petition of 1805—Pitt's Desertion—Pitt bound over—His Death—
Tentative Measure—Withdrawn—Attempt to bind over the Granville Ministry—
Resignation—State of Ireland—Napoleon and Emancipation—Measure of 1813—Its
fate—The Peace—Grounds for shelving Emancipation.

WE commence our historical sketch of Catholic Emancipation from
the beginning of the century, for although the actual struggle did not
commence until 1805, it will be seen that in the short interval there
were circumstances leading up to it. The despair with which the ac-
complishment of the Union struck its foremost opponents, was not, it
must be confessed, wholly unselfish. Generally speaking, they were
members of the bar, and it was with a natural mortification they ex-
changed the halo of the statesman for the horsehair wig of the lawyer.
A nobler grief drove Mr. Grattan to the solitude of his retreat on the
borders of the county of Wicklow, to mourn over the loss of the inde-
pendence he had obtained for Ireland. DBut a greater and truer cause
than the defence of a pasteboard parliament was soon to demand the
return to public life of those on whom it had apparently been closed.
Grattan, Plunket, Ponsonby, and others of less note, had an imperial,
instead of a provincial career before them, and were destined to make
the English squires, who had humorously deprecated the incursion of a
horde of savages from Ireland, taste the steel of Irish eloquence. The
violence of faction was exhausted, and a profound lull followed the Act
of Union. The promised rewards were being distributed to those whose-
neutrality or support of the measure it had been necessary to secure.
All classes were in expectancy of the advantages which it had been
foretold were certain to ensue. The mercantile portion of the commu-
nity expected to share the prosperity of English traders. The Roman
Catholics awaited with confidence the fulfilment of the compact entered
into with them. But none, except those who had claims on the Go-
vernment for place or title, found their expectations realized. The
loss of national independence did not at once act as a charm to make
the country happy and prosperous. On the contrary, the United Par-
liament, like-a magnet, drew the upper classes over to England—trade
began to decline. A poor nation aiready felt the effect of sharing the
taxation of a rich one; the English scale of public expenditure being
wholly unsuited to Ireland. And it was not as yet felt that a share
in the national glory compensated a full share in the national outlay.
The Roman Catholics, as narrated in the last chapter, found that the
compact entered into with their leaders by Lords Cornwallis and
Castlereagh, on behalf of Mr. Pitt’s government, was not to be fulfilled.
By the Prime Minister’s resignation, however, they were for a time led
to believe that the most influential statesman of the day was honestly .
resolved to stand or fall by their claims, the recognition of which must
precede the return to power of one who could not be excluded from it
for long. But it soon became apparent that Pitt’s fall was only pre-
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tended—that, with a view to giving a cheap proof of his good faith, he
had feigned overthrow, and had abandoned their measure rather t!xan
been unable to carry it. He continued to use the language of a prime
minister, speaking from behind the treasury bench, scarcely attempting
to conceal that he held the reality of power; and that Mr. Addington
(““ The Doctor,” as he was called, from being more successful in pre-
seribing a hop-pillow for the King’s sleeplessness, than in his political
nostrums) was controlled in his actions, not by his own sinews, but by
Mr. Pitt’s strings. The Roman Catholics perceived that they had
been duped again; the old resentment awakened, and the embers of
rebellion, which had smouldered on from ’98, under the ashes of its
almost consumed elements, were again stirred into activity, and sup-
plied with fresh fuel.

We may here briefly touch on the events of 1803, on which a scar-
city of food had a great influence. A partial failure of the potato erop
produced an increased hatred of England. Nor were there wanting
those to take advantage of the prevailing discontent. ~Colonel Despard,
who was breeding his conspiracy in London, sent over an agent; but
a more influential plotter was at hand in the person of Robert Emmett,
younger and more gifted brother of Thomas Addis. Having spent some
years in France he had formed plans for the liberation of Ireland, but
a better acquaintance with the country would have shown him the im-
possibility of their accomplishment. With money bequeathed to him
and borrowed, he purchased a supply of arms, prepared magazines of
ammunition, and carried on an extensive conspiracy. We do not
consider it necessary to enter into details which will be found in the
memoir of Emmett. An explosion in one of his stores attracted the
attention of the authorities. There was a premature rising, a street
riot, a murder or two, and the trial and execution of the leader. Emn-
mett was not guilty of anything unworthy; and we can not help look-
ing back with pain on this last instance of a purely political execution.
But to prevent civil war from being lightly undertaken, without suffi-
cient cause, or sufficient chance of success, society must exact a penalty
from those who fail in the attempt. Though the abortive insurrection
in Dublin was quelled in the course of an hour, the wide-spreading
roots of the conspiracy continued in the ground ; and this must always
be borne in mind in reviewing the struggle for Catholic emancipation,
that beneath the surface of events, when most placid in their course,
a rebellion slumbered.

We must briefly refer to the penal laws, the disabilities under which
Roman Catholics onee suffered, and those under which they continued
to suffer, before going into the progress of the cause that for a quarter
of a century continued to be, in internal politics, the question of the
day. The Act of Henry VIIIL. imposed on all his subjects an ocath by
which the King’s civil and ecclesiastical supremacy, within the realm,
was asserted. In the reign of Queen Elizabeth this Act was modified
in its application to religious offices, or those held directly from the
crown or connected with justice; so that Roman Catholics were ad-
missible to Parliament, and continued to be so for a hundred and
thirty years. An alternative for the oath of supremacy was the de-
claration denouncing as idolatrous, transubstantiation, invocation of
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saints, and the sacrament of the mass; while another alternative was
the sacramental test, viz., receiving the holy communion in and ac-
cording to the use of the English Church. A Roman Catholic had
also to disclaim, on oath, a belief that the temporal authority of the
Pope extended beyond his own states. The reign of Charles IL
brought with it a fresh instalment of intolerant legislation, partly
direeted against Protestant dissenters, but by necessary implication
taking in the adherents of the Roman Church. The Corporation
Act (13th Charles IL.) was an instance of the latter; it was framed
to exclude from offices in cities and corporations Cromwellians sus-
pected of disloyalty; and the oath contained a clause not to take
up arms against the king or those lawfully commissioned by
him. This was repealed, (and it was quite time it should be), in the
reign of William and Mary. The Test Act, (25th Charles 1L.), the
product of Lord Shaftesbury, and levelled against the Duke of York,
excluded Roman Catholics from all offices, civil or military. It was
not repealed at the revolution, because the exiled house still impended
over the country, and it did duty for a bill of exclusion. By the
articles of the treaty of Limerick, it is true, the acts enumerated
were done away. But did the power of repealing the laws of England
rest with the Earl of Athlone? We before noticed that the military
authorities made their treaty, and only could make it dependently on
the assent of Parliament, which assent was withheld. Parliament ex-
ercised its undoubted right; and to call Limerick “the City of the
Violated Treaty,” involves an oversight of the contingent nature
of the treaty, from which it derives that appellation. On the other
hand, however, it must be allowed that Parliament recognised a moral
obligation, which perhaps there was no need to have admitted. In one
sense it sanctioned the articles of Limerick, but not in the sense in
which they were entered into between the military commanders., It
ratified them so far as concerned the garrison of Limerick ; its remnants
were no longer to be debarred from the professions of law or physic;
a concession to them not of much value, as they could never more
set foot in Ireland. No direct violation of the treaty would have been
so contemptible as was this trick. Under the Mutiny and Admiralty
Jaws Roman Catholic soldiers and sailors might be compelled to attend
Protestant worship. Roman Catholics could not hold landed pro-
perty ; and it was only by the fidelity of Protestant neighbours, in
whose names it was held, that they continued to do so. A poor Pro-
testant barber is said to have held at one time a great portion of the
Roman Catholic property in the south of Ireland. It speaks well for
both parties that this kind of trust was never broken. The Roman
Catholie could not educate his children at home; it was equally un-
lawfgl to send .Lhem to be educated abroad ; he could not, at his death,
appoint guardians or bequeath his estates to them ; nor could he
add to h}s property by purchase. Intermarriage with Protestants
was forbidden by la\v? and many a romantic story might be told of
the consequences of this enactment. The good feelings of neighbours
prevented. the laws from being rigorously carried out’; but they
had stlfﬁment foree .to achieve their object, which was, to break down
the Roman Catholic gentry and vest the ownership of the laud in
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for Catholic emancipation. Many vicissitudes did it undergo, fluctu-
ating with the fortunes of the great war—very close when invasion
was imminent—very distant when the danger passed away. Now the
obstacle was the obstinacy and honourable scruples of George IIL;
now the faithlessness of George IV. to the party which had upheld
him through evil report—now it was the great peace, which a.lmost
dispelled the question for eight years—now a scandal in the highest
life preoccupied public attention—now the insurrectionary aspect of
Ireland made it too dangerous to run the chance of a fresh defeat—
now the violence of agitation indisposed statesmen to action—now u
liberal parliament was expiring—now a new parliament was returned
with a majority against the Catholic claims, The House of Lords,
encouraged by the King on one side, and the indifference of the
English populace on the other, as often as the measure for Catholic
relief was passed by the Commons, rejected it with an emphatic ma-
jority ; until at last King and Ministers, startled by the extraordinary
aspect of affairs in Ireland, gave their Lordships the cue to pass the
measure. Such, in brief, is the history of the struggle for Catholic
Emancipation, the outline of which we must now fill in with the par-
ticulars, reaching from 1805 to 1829. :

Mr. Pitt having replaced his locum tenens, Mr. Addington, in 1804,
the Roman Catholies had an opportunity of testing whether he was
disposed to do more in support of their claims, than remaining, as he
had already done, out of office for two years. O’Connell, now begin-
ning to take a leading part among the Catholics of Dublin, got up a
petition, which was most numerously signed, and Mr. Pitt was re-
quested to present it. His pledge to the Catholics and his pledge to
the King being quite irreconcilable, he chose to adhere to the latter,
and refused to present the petition; the ground of his refusal being
very illustrative of his general rule of action, that he regarded the
question as one, not of justice, but of policy, and so it. was handed
over to Lord Grenville and Mr. Fox ; and the cause of emancipation re-
ceived its first decisive parliamentary defeat when the motion founded
on this petition was lost by a majority of 212. In 1806 the death of the
minister whom George IIL had bound over to keep the peace upon this
subjeet, under a penalty which he was not likely again to incur—of
losing office—and whose place in the national confidence had been
unassailable whilst he lived—led to an administration being formed by
Grenville and Howick, the friends of the Roman Catholic cause. It
was resolved to introduce a tentative measure, and such as would en-
list a certain amount of Protestant sympathy. Accordingly a bill was
brought in to open the higher ranks of the army to Catholics and
Dissenters. The violent opposition of Mr. Perceval caused this bill
to be withdrawn; and the King, who thought that, having thus done
their devoirs, and given their friends a proof of sincere zeal for
their cause, but inability to forward it, Ministers would consent to
he bound over like their predecessors, endeavoured to impose upon
them a pledge not to raise the question further. This was, of course,
refused, and the Ministry resigned; Lord Liverpool formed an ad-
ministration, and dissolved on the “no popery ” erv—the country re-
turned him a majority—and Catholic Emancipation became henceforth,
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until its last stage, an opposition question. It is not to be wondered
at that such alternations caused a dangerous excitement in Ireland.
Politics were little understood among the peasantry, who seldom or
never saw a newspaper, and, had newspapers been as common as now,
could not have read them. The rumours that supplied the place of
printed news, of course presented the wildest mirage images of what
was actually taking place in England, and their expectations, in the
commencement of the year, raised to the highest pitch, were, before it
closed, completely extinguished. No concéption of the passions they
were playing with seems to have disturbed English Statesmen in their
game of politics—though it did become occasionally necessary (as in
1807) to ask for a continuation of the Habeas Corpus Suspension, or a
renewal of the Insurrection Act. The effect of refusing the Irish
Roman Catholics one class of liberties was counteracted by depriving
them of all the rest—a system of government so effectual in Ireland
that Irishmen wonder it has never been tried in England, to still
popular clamour. Meanwhile the mild contests in parliament cast a
fearful reflection over Ireland ; Protestants and Catholics became more
furiously exasperated against each other; O’Connell presided over a
great system of agitation in Dublin, and the Catholic Association was
able to elude all the ingenuity of the lawyers in framing acts to put it
down, by changes of title, method of procedure, and nominal objects.
On the Continent the power of Napoleon was absorbing everything—
the French Empire assuming gigantic proportions, only paralleled by
the empires of antiquity. The position of England became extremely
anxious ; the discontents of* five millions of her subjects were not un-
worthy of consideration in the face of so great a danger. And the
majority against Catholic relief dwindled every year. True, the
Prince’s retention of Mr. Perceval in 1811, when he assumed the un-
restricted regency, was a sore disappointment to those who had long
expected from the son a reversal of the father’s policy—for Mr. Per-
ceval was, of all the great statesmen who took sides on this question,
the most firmly and conscientiously opposed to concession. His assas-
sination in 1812 removed a dangerous and honourable opponent. The
following year Mr. Grattan moved for a Committee of the whole
House, to inquire into the laws affecting Roman Catholics. The
motion was carried by a majority of forty, and a bill was introduced
which was the foundation of that of 1829. It was read a third time,
and struggled on into Committee ; but being there decapitated of its
principal provision, the admission of Roman Catholics to parliament,
was indignantly withdrawn by the Opposition. Napoleon fell in 1814;
the danger which had threatened England for so long a period passed
away ; Irish discontents lost their consequence; and for eight years
the claims of the Roman Catholics, though they continued to be urged,
attracted little notice.

We may briefly summarise the grounds on which English states-
men resolved to put Roman Catholic Emancipation aside, the moment
it appeared perfectly safe to do so, although they had wavered in their
opposition under the influence of dangers from without. The various
attempts which Ireland had made to secede from the Empire had been
the cause of the exclusion of the Roman Catholics from political power,
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as well as of their other disabilities. When the nonpolitical restrictions
were removed, they were not considered sufficiently reconciled to the
British connection to entrust them with a share of power in the State
proportionate to their numbers and wealth—nothing less could be og'ered.
The policy was very much that which the North adopted to the boutl},
on the conclusion of the American civil war. It was considered that it
would be the weakness of generosity to readmit them to positions
where they might conspire again to overthrow the Union, which it had
cost so much blood and treasure to preserve. The argument for the
exclusion of the Irish Roman Catholics was exactly the same as that
for the exclusion of the Southern rebels. And the monopoly of
government by the English Protestant colonists was only a little more
complete than that bestowed on the “loyal whites.” The connection
of the Roman Catholic religion with the history of the Empire; the
foreible transfer of its possessions to the Protestant Church—the na-
tural sympathy of the Irish, owing to identity of religion, with foreign
Roman Catholie nations—their recognition of the external authority of
the Pope, who might, to gratify, for instance, the Emperor of the
French, order his obedient children in Ireland to obstruct the British
Government by every means in their power, to refuse to serve in the
army, or even raise a rebellion—all these apprehensions disposed
English Statesmen against the admission of Roman Catholics to politi-
cal power. It was believed that to admit them to parliament would
endanger not only the Union but the Established Church. Grattan
considered it necessary to insert in the preamble of his bill of 1813 a
clause securing the Church. The Legislature itself, it was feared,
would lose its Protestant character, and the Constitution be reduced
to a neutral tint. It was assumed to be apparent that the first con-
sequence of Emancipation would be the Roman Catholic Church as-
suming a new relation to the State—and the very uncertainty as to
what would be the nature of this change indisposed statesmen to risk
adopting that measure which would bring it about. Nor was the ad-
mission of Roman Catholics to high offices of trust, which would ne-
cessarily follow, considered safe or politic; while, if the Government
was to retain its Protestant character, it was far better that it should do
so by the operation of the law, than by the exercise of a discretionary
power.* Some of the apprehensions entertained we can now see were
visionary, as, for instance, that the foreign policy of the country would
be affected by the number of Roman Catholics admitted—or that
Roman Catholies in positions of trust would be disloyal—others which
were the most emphatically repudiated have been verified by time.
A long and harassing struggle for a repeal of the Union commenced
on the passing of Catholic Emancipation. It is still the dream
of those nationalists who will accept any abatement upon com-
plete independence; and it is impossible to say that we may
not awaken one day to see it in some shape realized. Above
all, in respect of the dangers which it was said would arise
from the measure to the Established Church—the fears expressed by

* See Memoirs and Correspondence of the lat Right H Si
Ml L bt P e Rig onourable Sir Robert
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man and Catholic Emancipation its foremost ehampion——Hgnry Qrattan.
One cannot but regret that he was not spared, ¢ coming into the
» of English freedom, to see the fulﬁl.ment of his hopes; but
nine years were yet to elapse ere the battle which he had so‘often led
should at last result in victory. The year 1820 passed without any
action being taken, the public attention being occupied by the Queen’s
trial ; but in 1821 a great effort was resolved on, and m.lmerous.:.mﬂu-
ential petitions were presented, to prepare the ground in parllm?u‘ent
for the reception of the measure; but we may observe that a petition
was presented from a small section of bigoted English Roman Catho-
lics against the Bill, and that it was headed by the Most Reverend
Dr. Milner, who, on this question, separated from all his brethre'n_ of
the English Catholic Episcopate. This prelate’s ground of opposition
was the lamentable union that would be sure to ensue between Catho-
lies and Protestants, to the grievous peril of the former from a close
contact with heresy. Alas, that his fears of such intimate union should
have proved wholly visionary! Dr. Milner was the one who was most
opposed to giving to the Crown a veto in the election of Roman Catho-
lic bishops, and this being involved in one of the two Bills now about
to be laid before Parliament, was a more presentable ground of objec-
tion than the harmony likely to be produced. The point had long
previously caused a split in the Roman Catholic party—the upper and
moderate section being in favour of conceding the check, and the more
violent, led by Mr. O’Connell, indignantly opposed to it. In every
country the sovereign has such a power—Prussia affording an instance
of the veto being vested in a Protestant monarch. And if the Roman
Catholic bishops and their clergy were to be recognised and paid by
the State, it certainly seemed only fair that the State, if such an incon-
venient and even dangerous right were thought worth contending for,
should in its turn be recognised by the Catholic Church, and receive
this concession for what it gave. This, in our opinion, mischievous
right of meddling in the ecclesiastical polity of the Roman Catholic
Church, would, we may hope, never have been exercised by any Min-
ister on behalf of the English crown. But no doubt it would have been
painful to the feelings of Roman Catholies that a Protestant Govern-
ment should, even nominally, have any coneern in their religious gov-
ernment, and, so far, the right of veto was perhaps felt to be a set-off
to the high Protestant party, for the regrets they, on their part, would
experience in being obliged to let the Roman Catholies go. Greatly
to the astonishment and mortification of the extreme Catholic party in
Ireland, the Pope commissioned his Legate, Monsignor Quarantotti, to
express his wish that the veto should be conceded ; and, accordingly,
one of the measures of 1821 was a Bill to regulate the intercourse of
the Roman Catholic elergy with the See of Rome,—this being separated
from the Relief Bill to avoid the appearance of a bargain. Mr. Plun-
ket, who, in succession to Mr. Grattan, had assumed the management
of the cause, explained that for the same reason a State provision for
the Roman clergy was not mixed up with the measures he was intro-
ducing.  After one of the great debates of English Parliamentary his-
tory—in which the arguments and invectives of the leaders resembled,
in weight and force of impulsion, the missiles of Homeric heroes—

temple
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the first reading was carried by a majority of six, and the second read-
ing by eleven. Lord Donoughmore had charge of the Bills in the
Upper House, and received the support of Lords Grenville, Grey, and
Lansdowne, while Lord Liverpool led the Opposition. Their lord-
ships took the course they usually adopt with measures in which the
concurrence of the House of Commons has been heartless and insincere.
They threw them out on the second reading by a considerable majority.
The theory of this practice may be correct—that the nation should
prove itself really anxious for a change before a change is sanctioned—
but in the case of the Catholic claims a further delay of eight years,
resulting from the defeat of 1821, had a most disastrous effect upon
Ireland. The previous eight years’ delay had been injurious enough,
but the eight years which followed put the country almost past cure.
When its day came, the measure of 1829 was wholly insufficient. A
slight indisposition, which has been allowed to advance to a fever, may
at that stage be aggravated by the remedy which would have removed
it at first. Without pronouncing on its original justice, we have stated
how the demand grew ; how the concession was offered before the de-
mand for it had been well made; how it was put forward as the basis
of a compact that was broken ; how it was again and again held out
and withdrawn. At last the Irish Roman Catholics were worked into
a fury which nothing could appease ; they were given a taste for agita-
tion and a habit of looking to constitutional or revolutionary change
for an improvement of their condition instead of to their own exer-
tions, which we can scarcely conceive their ever losing. When all
that it is possible to concede to them shall have been conoeded—when
we shall have gone as far as any English statesman would dare to go
on the road of confiscation—when we have given them government
according to their own notions, and sacrificed to their prejudices every
institution, no matter how beneficial, that caused them offence—we fear
they will go on asking for what is impossible, carrying on that eternal
agitation which we taught them and obliged them to learn, and still
frightening by their rude gestures those timid flocks of capitalists who
long have hovered about their shores, afraid to alight, and preferring to
the temptations which the immense capabilities of Ireland hold out a
flight to the most distant countries of the globe. Nothing is so
difficult to eradicate as the tribe of agitators when once it is estab-
lished in a country; to them peaceful settlement of a question is de-
testable, and they endeavour to stave it off by increasing their demands,
and refusing to admit of any reasonable concession. Thus, when the
measures of 1821 passed through the Lower House, and this unpre-
cedented degree of success was regarded by the sanguine as insuring
their becoming law that session, a furious agitation was instantly set
on foot against the so-called ¢ Securities.” Meetings were held all over
Ireland to denounce them ; but the news that the Bills had been lost
in the House of Lords changed the indignation into which the people
had been lashed into bitter disappointment. They discovered that a
measure with drawbacks was preferable to none; but the agitators ex-
perienced intense relief.

As a counteraction to the bad effects of the shipwreck of Catholic I
emancipation on the ice-bound shore of the House of Lords—where
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so many goodly vessels are lost—George IV. favoured Ireland with a
visit in 1821. ~ We cannot digress into the particulars of that. visit ;
suffice it to say that it was like a burst of the brightest sunshine on
the darkest of days. It was indeed a great and impressive event.
O’Connell, the incarnation of popular discontent, whose tremendous
agitation was yet to overcome the opposition of this very sovereign,
and to bend the will of the English House of Peers, and win for him-
self from the Irish people the affectionate appellation of the Liberator,
knelt to the king as he left Kingstown, and presented him in the name
of Ireland with a laurel crown, representing the sovereignty he had
won over the hearts of the people. George had shewn many marks
of favour to the Roman Catholics during his short visit, and, going
away, he charged his Irish subjects to forget sectarian rancour. This
inspired the Catholics with hope, but it was a false hope. Of the ani-
mosities he exhorted them to lay aside he did not remove the cause;
he bid the wound to heal while he left in it the sword of the penal
laws. Ireland soon, again, became filled with disaffection. The tran-
sitory good effects of the first visit passed away—the brief hour of sun-
shine was succeeded by a settled gloom. Those who had the government
of Ireland were kept in continual uneasiness; the ground trembled with
the earthquakes of rebellion which threatened at any moment to spread
ruin over the surface of society. Mr. Peel having at this time joined
Lord Liverpool’s cabinet as Home Secretary, the Grenville Whigs were
also invited to assist in the Government, and, at the advice of Lord
Grenville, who did not accept the offer for himself, Wellesley and Plun-
ket became respectively Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland and Attorney-Gen-
eral. The latter. appointment particularly was thought a good omen
for the Catholic cause ; but Mr. Goulburn was sent as Chief Secretary
to restore equilibrium. The King sanctioned this infusion of Whigs,
while he took care that they should be well counteracted, for he loved
to set off party against party, and play for the political ¢ stalemate.”
In 1822 Ireland was in such an uneasy state that it was felt bringing
forward the measurep when it was certain to be defeated again, might
be attended with dangerous consequences. O’Connell sanguinely
believed that it could not be defeated : *Parliament would not be
mad enough,” he wrote. Cooler heads thought otherwise. Not simply
those who were in office, and might have been suspected of deferring
the question on that account, but Lord Grenville, who, as we have said,
refused to join the Cabinet, advised inaction for the present. Besides,
the agitation against the Securities that had betrayed itself when it was
thought the measure was about to pass in the preceding year, showed
that some clear understanding should be come to on that head before
it was again undertaken. Lord Grenville, though he declared himself
willing to support the measure without securities, thought their omission
would retard it by very many years; but lest while this point was
being debated the cause should fall into other and objectionable hands,
he recommended that Plunket should give notice of it for the following
year. He also thought that Canning’s Bill to admit Roman Catho-
lic Peers to the Upper House would, by itself, be certain to pass, and
that having passed, it would leave an opening for a larger measure to
follow. The party followed the advice of the Whig Chief—but Lord
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Wellesley and Mr. Plunket continued in their administration of Irish
affairs, and in the face of great difficulties, to pursue a conciliatory
policy. This gave great offence to the Orange party, who manifested
their resentment by throwing whisky bottles at the Viceroy’s head on
his attending a performance at the theatre. In the years 1823 and
1824, a rebellion was felt to be at any moment a possible contingency ;
—¢“the whole head was sick, and the whole heart was faint.” In
May, of the former year, O'Connell and Sheil issued a manifesto,
reviving the Catholic Association on an immense scale ; to take in, not
merely the leaders of the people, but the people themselves. At this
time the peasantry of Tipperary, largely descended from Cromwell’s
troopers, had already won an evil fame for their county;—many out-
rages had been committed upon the tithe proctors, who were oppressors
of the people, and plunderers of the clergy—and the new Association
undertook the defence of those charged with offences, provoked by
laws of which the Roman Catholics complained. Nobility, prelates,
and gentry joined in their defence; the people were deeply moved—
and the enthusiasm which this identification of the rich with the wrongs
of the poor excited in the Catholic portions of the nation, united it to-
gether as one man. Crime and violence completely ceased—the people
had confidence in their leaders; and felt that they might safely leave
their wrongs in such hands, and would be certain of redress. To meet
the expenses of the Association subscriptions flowed in from all quar-
ters; the ¢ Catholic Rent” was established, and averaged £500 a-
week,— Church-wardens,” as they were called, being appointed to
collect it in every parish throughout Ireland. Startled by this immense
organization, which might, if allowed to develop its strength, be used
for objects not yet declared—even the habitual supporters of the Ca-
tholic cause agreed that the Association should be suppressed by an Act
of Parliament—but they stipulated that the Act suppressing it should
have for its consort a Catholic Relief Bill. The Unlawful Societies
Act passed into law—but the Relief Bill did not. The latter was in-
troduced by Sir Francis Burdett, with two other Acts, known as ¢ the
wings,” for the abolition of forty shilling freeholders, and the State
payment of the Roman Catholic clergy. Sir F. Burdett’s Bill was
carried in the Commons by the largest majority yet obtained—viz.,
twenty-one ;—but, as usual, it was rejected by the Peers with great
emphasis. The Duke of York (heir-apparent to the Crown) had the
rashness to declare that “ whatever might be his situation in life” he
would adhere to his opposition to the Catholic claims; and although it
was quite unconstitutional for a royal prince so to express himself, the
King, by public marks of favour, showed that he approved the declara-
tion. The more dark and hopeless the parliamentary prospect, the
brighter, of course, burned the agitation out of doors. Meetings of
the Association filled the country; the Act lately passed to suppress it
only caused a modification of its name; and it was declared to be em-
bodied for purposes “not contrary to the statute.” The workings of the
people were thus becoming more violent and concerted : but we must
now: hasten on to the culmination, dismissing in a few words events in
themselves of great apparent importance, but lost in the interest of the
approaching crisis, in the bringing about of which they had little or no
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part. In the expiring parliament of 1826, thich'had thrice pronounced
for emancipation, the question was not again raised ;—in the new par-
liament there was a majority against it of four votes, but, shortly after,
a motion was carried for a committee to inquire into the laws relating
to Roman Catholics, in which the House of Lords did not, however,
concur. In the meantime Lord Liverpool had been succeeded by
Canning ; Canning by Goderich; Goderich by the Duke of Wellington,
who, on the secession of the Canningites, was left at the head of a
pure Tory government. Not, however, to these changes, nor to the
ordinary and wearying vicissitudes to which the cause was subjected in
parliament, was the victory attributable which was now close at hand;
though still, to professional politicians, it was as much as ever one of
the political counters, of no value in themselves, but with which the
game of polities is played. It was in Ireland itself that events were
about to take place which even professed politicians could no longer trifle
with. The year 1828 came—the point marked on the dial of time
when resistance should cease, as if by magic—as if it had never been:
while the undying hatred—the violence of the agitator—the conscious-
ness of power in the people, should continue as if the opposition had
never ceased. In the month of January 1828, on the same day and at
the same hour, the whole Roman Catholic population of Ireland met
in their churches, to make a last solemn demand, before God, for equal
rights. The movement was but one step from revolution ; and it be-
came evident that the question now lay between re-enacting the penal
laws, or granting the demands of the people. The attention of foreign
nations was attracted ; contributions in money and addresses of sym-
pathy flowed in from France, Belgium, Italy, and America. It was
then that a step was resolved upon, by which the question between the
people and their rulers should be put to a practical issue, viz., the elec-
tion of a Roman Catholic to serve in parliament, and Mr. O’Connell
was nominated for a vacancy which had occurred in the representation
of the county of Clare. His opponent was Mr. Vesey Fitzgerald, a
popular and even liberal country gentleman, who had just been nomi-
nated to the Presidency of the Board of Trade, and was obliged to
seek re-election. Money was abundantly subscribed ; the Association
sent forth its lecturers; the Roman Catholic clergy were called upon
to put out all their influence ; their churches in the county of Clare
were used for the time more for political meetings than for religious
worship—and at all hours of the night and day the priests, with their
rugged eloquence stirred up the people to the approaching contest.
The convictions of the Roman Catholic voters, of course, did not re-
quire to be deepened ; the task was to raise their courage up to the
point of voting in opposition to the will of their landlords. The land-
lords, on the other hand, who were unanimously in favour of Mr. Fitz-
gerald, held a meeting to express their indignation at this revolt. They
truly said that it would change the relation between landlord and
tenant—that it would result in a disunion which would be bad for both
parties—the old feudal tie would be broken—a commercial relation-
ship would take its place. This was indeed the marked beginning of
such a change—the people withdrew from the landlords their feudal
fealty, but they have never since been able to understand or excuse the
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landlords withdrawing from them the consideration and indulgence of
feudal lords.

To this day the Irish peasant’s notion of what a landlord ought to
be answers exactly to the position which was formerly held by their
native chiefs; they have never given in their adherence from the most
remote times down to the present to the kind of ownership of the soil
which exists in England ; and the landlords themselves having generally
acted on this theory, were not unfairly indignant that the people
should repudiate their side of the tacit compact. When, therefore,
we see statements of one class of writers, that the people had hitherto
been in slavery to their landlords, we must remember that the obedience
they rendered was of a respectful and even affectionate kind—hallowed
by tradition, and rewarded by an indulgence peculiar to the country.
On the other hand, when the domination of their priests proved to be
stronger than that of the landlords, and the people followed their spiritual
guides in preference, this is absurdly described as being ¢ enslaved
by the priesthood ;” whereas the Roman Catholic clergy only gave
them courage to follow their convictions, or, rather, beat out one fear by
another—the fear of man by the fear of God. Nothing is to be gained
by the exchange of passionate language; while there was much reason
for the indignation of the landlords, there was also much reason why
the people should on this particular question vote against them, and
much rcason why the priests should stimulate them to do so. What
Mr. Fitzgerald and his supporters failed to see, but such men as Mr.
Peel and Lord Ellenborough did see, was the real object of this attempt
—that it was not to turn out a supporter of Catholic emancipation be-
cause he was a Protestant, or even because he had joined the Tory
Government when the Whig section left it, but to bring about a con-
stitutional deadlock—to illustrate the paradox of shutting out from
sitting in parliament those who could be represented in it—putting the
temple above the maker of it. This was the object of the effort—this was
what gave it such great importance—this was what made its excuse-~and
we ean only wonder, in looking back, that the experiment was not sooner
tried. The contest excited extraordinary interest in political circles;
it was felt that, according to the practice of ancient warfare, the fate of a
people was about to be set upon a single combat—the combatants being
the mighty champion of the Catholies on one side,and as good a represent-
ative as could be found of Protestant landlordism on the other. Mr.
0'Connell was blessed by Bishop Doyle ere he left Dublin ; his journey
to Clare resembled a royal progress; into every town on the route his
carriage was drawn by multitudes, under green triumphal arches; and
at last, when he approached Ennis, the county town of Clare, he was
met by thirty thousand people, who welcomed the man who had come
to fight their battle, with unbounded enthusiasm. It was in vain
that Mr. Fitzgerald pleaded on the hustings his fidelity to the Ca-
tholic cause, pleaded the example of Plunket and others, in joining a
ministry opposed to that cause, and the advantage of leavening its op-
position,—in vain he menaced the tenant that in the day of sickness, of
arrear of rent, when his family should be famishing, he would regret
his alienation from the landlord, when the orators of the Association
should be far away. In vain the landlords, in some cases, led their
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o the poll, for there the priests tore them from their leaders,
;?%azzzltpelled Izhem to vote, as they termed it, for God and O’Con-
nell.” On the third day of the polling Mr. Fitzgerald renrefl fr(?m
the hopeless contest. 'To the great honour of the landlords be it said,
they did not carry out the menaces, disguised as _fears t?f what would
be likely to happen, in the hustings speech of their candidate—but the
Catholic Association guarded against the possxbllfty by collecting
money to pay by loan the arrears of any tenant who might be threatened
with eviction. The success they had achieved in Cla're made them re-
solve to extend the experiment, and at the next election to oust all the
county members who would not pledge themselves to civil and religious
equality, parliamentary reform, the repeal of the Subletting Act of
1828, and opposition to the Duke of Wellington and Mr. Peel, unless
in the unlikely event of those two great pillars of Protestantism letting
fall the cause of which they were the trusted supporters. This resolve
effected the conversion of all the Irish county members who had hitherto
opposed the « Catholic claims;” and Mr. Dawson, brother-in-law of
Mr. Peel, and supposed to reflect his sentiments, known to be the
most thorough going of his party, declared on one of t}_le orange holy-
days, the festival of the Relief of Derry, at a banquet in the town of
Derry itself, that he saw the impossibility of holding out any longer,
and would henceforth withdraw his opposition to Catholic Relief.
Well might the statue of the Reverend George Walker on the walls of
Derry, according to the legend quoted by Mr. Plunket in his Memoir
of his Grandfather, which places the event, however, somewhat later,
let fall his sword at such words as these. The difficulty of the Catholic
Association now became to moderate the tremendous agitation they had
originated, and to keep the Roman Catholic population of Ireland on
the verge of rebellion without allowing it to fall over. To have done
80 would have been to lose their cause. Already the organization had
begun to assume a military appearance—there was a marching over the
country of large bodies of men, sometimes in uniform, but generally
without arms. Mr. Lawless declared he would march with an unarmed
Catholic army through the Protestant strongholds of the north; this
promise he endeavoured to fulfil, and in the course of his progress he
mustered from twenty-five to thirty thousand men; but, in several
places where the Protestants were prepared to dispute his progress, he
wisely turned aside. The movement resembled one of those upheavings
of the people in the middle ages, which, however, were less dangerous,
because they had not eyes—were without a fixed purpose. In Tip-
perary Mr. O’Connell was obliged to call on the people to give up their
meetings, which were becoming openly seditious, and he was implicitly
obeyed. A still greater proof of the power which the leaders of the
Association had acquired over the people, was their being able to induce
them to cease their senseless but immemorial faction fights, and to be
one people. No nation was ever before brought under such complete
discipline, and it is difficult to explain, if there was not a previous in-
tention on the part of Ministers to grant emancipation when they had
a good excuse for doing so, or were lying in wait for open insurrection,
in which there would be an utter end of it, why they allowed the As-
sociation to attain to such enormous power. But never were Ministers
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more incapable of such baseness than Wellington and Peel. The fact |
is, when they formed a Ministry (at first a compound one), it was too
late to touch the Association without immediately causing a rebellion.
Lord Goderich’s government was too weak and disintegrated : in Mr.
Canning’s time the Association was quiet; before that it was embryo.
Thus it was allowed to reach its full growth; at last, when the Go- ‘
vernment procured the Act for its suppression, they were afraid to use
it ; and it suppressed nothing but the Orange lodges. The Act having
expired in July 1828, the Orangemen again assembled—the Brunswick
clubs were formed, and a Protestant Rent was levied. The masses of
the opposing creeds approached each other like thunder clouds, menac-
ing the country with the bursting out of a storm of ecivil war. The
life-long opponents of Catholic Emancipation were converted by the
terrible aspect of Irish affairs. The King advised the passing of a |
measure in his speech at the opening of Parliament. The Duke of
Wellington declared that he, the constant opponent of it hitherto, now
introduced it to save his country from civil war, of which he had wit-
nessed the horrors. The Bill passed both Houses (the Lords with a
majority of 104 on the second reading), and received the Royal sanc-
tion. It has made the year 1829 one of the memorable dates in Eng-
lish history. Catholic emancipation may, as was said of another
measure, have entered the walls of the Constitution through the breach
made by its defenders themselves, filled with the armed foes of all
within—but no matter how it may fulfil the predictions of its oppo-
nents, we cannot regret the passing of the measure. We may find
deplorable consequences as we proceed, but what would have happened
if it had been withheld? Political exclusion on account of religious
opinions is a form of persecution which the civilized world has abjured,
with the exception of the one ecclesiastical power. Shame would it be
if England alone were to retain that old fashion.

The Bill came in on wings, like Sir Francis Burdett’s—one the same,
the abolition of the 40s. freeholders—the other (very different from the
payment of the Catholic clergy), prohibiting the importation of Jesuits.
This was, like the matador’s cloak, thrown to the horns of intolerance—
it gave bigotry somewhat to gratify its rage, without any one being
hurt by it. Such acts, even when seriously intended, being contrary
to the genius of the nation, are never acted on in England. We have
too much respect for our own liberties, to set the precedent of seriously
meddling with those of others. It was necessary to do something to
quiet that violent ferment of “no popery” feeling, which frothed into
nine hundred and fifty-seven petitions in five days. By the main Bill
the Roman Catholics were admitted to Parliament, being required to
take only the oath of allegiance, which involved part of the old oath of
supremacy, and made admissible to all offices except a few legal
ones, which have since been thrown open—even the Irish Chancellor-
ship, at last. There is now only one place a Roman Catholic cannog
climb to,—the majority of the nation being Protestant—the throne.*

* Mr. Herbert, M.P., of Muckross, had the good fortune to light on one re-
maining disability, in the year 1868—viz., the exclusion of Roman Catholies from
the Guards—Sir John Packington promised that the order should be rescinded.
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CHAPTER VIL
TITHE COMMUTATION AND CONTEMPORARY MEASURES.—1829—1840.

ipation proves no remedy—Tithe Question taken upin its stead —Intense poverty
En;?;ﬁ;ga:ighé; 0 pressive—BS;'ief retrospect—Fall of the Tones—Commence’meut of
“The Tithe “Par »_Tts progress—Reports of Committees—Mr. Stanley’s three
Bills—Reform, English ang Trish-—Unsuccessful attempts to settle the Tithe Ques-
tion—Appropriation clause—National Education—Resolutions of 1838—The Bill that
passed—Municipal Corporation Act— Workhouses.

A CAUSE which we shall have to dwell on more at large in another
chapter, viz., the enormous increase of population, made it impossibl.e
that there eould be peace and contentment in Ireland. Catholic
Emancipation could not counteract the uneasiness prod}lced by in-
creasing poverty; a country always on the verge of a famine could not
be at rest. It has been truly said that freedom is not a great bless-
ing to a beggar; and to this extremity the bulk of tho population
was reduced in Ireland. One thing the Catholic question had done,
it concentrated the attention of the people—it gave a dramatic unity
to their history, which it now lost for a time. But its settlement
did nothing to cure the disease from which the country was suffer-
ing; on the contrary, it released the attention of the people to be-
come more sensible of their misery; they were disappointed by their
success ; it did not make them happier. In England the recent per-
formance of a great act of justice made it impossible to get anything
more done for Ireland. Irish affairs still caused uneasiness to states-
men, but more because they affected the stability of ministries than
from their own importance. Mr. Plunket had foretold, in 1821, that
the waves would not immediately subside when the storm of agitation
should cease; and after eight years more of it they were still less
likely to do so. The whole nation in the meantime had been educated
to politics, and the landlords had been, politically, deposed by the
priesthood. DBy defending an untenable position for many years, the
party of resistance had thrown a great victory into the hands of Mr.
O'Connell and his followers, and it was not at all surprising, or, in-
deed, unjustifiable, that they should follow it up with what has since
resembled a pursuit rather than an advance. At the Clare election
Mr. O'Connell had sketched out the programme of agitation. It in-
cluded Reform, Abolition of Tithes, Repeal of the Subletting Act, and,
as the grand impossibility—which it is always well to have in reserve
—Repeal of the Union. With this considerable stock-in-trade, the
Catholic Relief Bill of 1829 by no means produced the hoped-for
bankruptey of Irish agitators.

The most continuous and defined thread in the history of the fol-
lowing nine years was the Tithe Question, and what accounts for this
is, that it was also the least artificial subject of popular discontent.
From the increase of population the people were rapidly growing
poorer, and consequently more sensitively alive to any burden, how-
ever trifling. A slight potato failure, like that which occurred at the
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beginning of the century, a premonition of the great blight, caused an
intensity of want and suffering which the uneducated naturally set
down to those things commonly pointed out to them as their griev-
ances. The union with England, and the taxation to support the
English Church, were saddled with the blame of all they endured.
No doubt the latter, which ought to have been considered as part of
the rent, into which it was afterwards confused, did press heavily on
the people, as with the increase of numbers, and probably also a
diminution in the wealth of Ireland, the share of each individual in
the general dividend grew less. The tithes in collection were more
oppressive than rent, owing to the neediness of the clergy and the
unprincipled agents they were obliged to employ as collectors, the
tithe proctors standing in much the same relationship to the Irish that
the publicans did to the Jews. The landlord could afford to let the
people fall into arrear, or was so far gone in-ruin himself that he
let his rents go with the rest ; but the clergy were neither reckless nor
affluent. Besides this, the payment of tithes was demanded in the
name of a religion not only, in the opinion of the people, false and
destructive, but openly arrayed against their own. Accordingly,
when they had reached a state in which the least burden became op-
pressive, the wrath of the peasantry was turned against tithes. If the
grievance had been confined to the farmer class it would not have
been so dangerous ; but owing to the infinite subdivision of land, the
annoyance of tithes was brought home to the whole population. A
money payment was particularly felt, because the Irish lived, not by
wages, but by patches of potato land. Work was only to be procured
by a few (and then at fourpence a-day) on gentlemen’s demesnes—the
other employers having divided and subdivided their farms, first down
to the point at which they could do their own work, then to being of
that class which is itself in need of employment. Although, therefore,
the same conditions made the tithes of each extremely trifling in
amount, yet owing to the scarcity of money the compounded tithes

in their nature, still more intolerable.

Without entangling ourselves in archzological researches with respect
to the tithes of the Irish Church, we may here briefly state that by the
Act of Parliament which imposed the necessity of using the liturgy of
the Church of England on the Irish clergy, tithes were transferred from
the Church of Rome to the Church of England. But during the
period of confusion that followed it was almost impossible to levy them;
and the holders of benefices, who lived for security within the pale, or
else in England, were glad to take anything they could get. The con-
sequence was, that at the beginning-of the 18th century a very small
proportion indeed of the ancient tithes were possessed by the Irish
branch of the Established Church. In 1730 the clergy revived their
claim to tithes of agistment, that is, tithes levied on pasture land; but
the Irish parliament intervened, and in 1735 such a law was passed as
practically did away with tithes of this description. In 1810 and the
two following years unsuccessful motions were made for an inquiry

| pose being appointed for England and Wales, on the motion of Mr.

were a harassing burden to the poor, while tithes uncompounded were,

into the collection of tithes; but in 1816 a committee for that pur-
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Peel its operation was extended to Ire_land. These geliberations,‘ how-
ever, were attended by no result until th-e year 1823, when a bill for
legalizing the composition of tithes was 111tr0du(;ed by Mr. Goulburn.
It.cwas intended by the Government 'that the b{ll should comPel the
clergy to accept a composition, that is, a pecuniary payment mstea.d
of one in kind, for a period not exceeding twenty-one years. In this
shape it met with such violent opposition that it was necessary to rpodlfy
it from a compulsory to a permissive enactment, and as such it was
attended with the best results. Nothing could have been' more vexa-
tious than the levy of tithes in kind, the tithe proctor invading the
fields of the peasantry and deliberately selecting as his prey the best
ridges of potatoes and stacks of corn. '].jhls method'of proeed.ure na-
turally created bad blood, and led to violence and illegal resistance ;
and even the partial change introduced by a simple permissive biil
had a tranquillizing effect on the country.

Such was the position of the Tithe question in 1829. It was the
steadiest of those lights which Mr. O’Connell set dancing before the
impetuous and heated people of Ireland, and absorbed some of the
ardour which would otherwise have been spent in pursuit of Repeal of
the Union. In England Reform was already looming in sight—Roman
Catholic grievances, a great measure of Relief having been passed, were
thrown off the parliamentary conscience—the Tory Ministry was sink-
ing—great exasperation was felt against the Duke of Wellington and
Sir Robert Peel by their own party—and revenge, in the shape of a
Reform Bill, was brewing against the nomination boroughs, by the
operation of which the Catholic cause had triumphed. There, too, a
tremendous agitation—to which the distress consequent on the contrac-
tion of the currency by the withdrawal from circulation of small notes
(1829) added violence—was fast arising, and gave Englishmen enough
to think of between their own shores. The Irish Roman Catholic
party contributed a compact phalanx of members to the majority, that
compelled their emancipators to resign, and put Lord Grey’s ministry
in their room. But they had their own subjects of agitation, and took
no real interest in Reform, which for them was certain to be in the
direction it has generally taken in Ireland, whenever England took a
step forward, a step back in the sister country. A rumour got abroad
that Lord Grey was about to bring in a Bill for the abolition of tithes.
The consequence was a general refusal to pay them, in which the people
were encouraged by their clergy. Those who did so were denounced
as helping to maintain falsehood, just the ground on which, since then,
the Maynooth grant has been opposed in England. We have already
alluded to the distress caused by a partial failure of the potato crop;
and this, along with the effect of the change in the currency, and the
injunctions of their priests, made the refusal to pay general and deter-
mined. The Protestant clergy, on the other hand, were justified in en-
forcing their legal rights, and had no choice between doing so and actual
starvation. So the * Tithe War ” arose, the clergy calling in the aid
of police and military, the people hunting down the tithe proctors like
wild beasts, and in several instances attacking large escorts of police,
inflieting, and of course sustaining, considerable loss. They were an
overmatch for the powers of the law in this struggle; scouts, swift of
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foot, gave warning of the approach of the legal spoilers; in a few
minutes everything available was removed, and, rather than let their
crops fall into the hands of those who came to seize them, they preferred
to devastate their fields as before an invading enemy. And not only
were tithes withheld, but reprisals were inflicted for the attempt to
levy them. The clergy had their property destroyed, their cattle
houghed, and in many instances their houses were attacked and they
and their families murdered. In the most disturbed parts of the
country it was necessary to fortify the glebe houses; the lower win-
dows were built up, and such precautions taken as would enable the
inhabitants to stand a midnight siege. Nor were attacks made upon
the clergy alone, but those who paid tithes were persecuted alike with
those who demanded the payment. The result was that the attempt to
levy them at the point of the bayonet was a total failure, In some
dioceses, particularly in Cashel, Emly, Ossory, Ferns, Leighlin, and
Kildare, tithes were practically abolished for a couple of years, not by
law, but by will of the people. The clergy were reduced to great poverty
in the counties of Tipperary, Kilkenny, King’s County, Queen’s County,
Carlow, Kildare, and Wexford. Many of them were only saved from
starvation by the assistance afforded by the country gentry, who sent
them from time to time presents of sheep, coals, potatoes, or money.
At the same time the whole country was in great distress; a sum of
£50,000 was voted to relieve the starving peasantry; and of course
Mr. O’Connell was in an unusual state of activity, and his Association,
under one or other of its many titles, in full eruption. Mr. Stanley
(Lord Derby), the Chief Secretary for Ireland under the Whig Gov-
ernment, considered it necessary to subject ¢ the Liberator” to a
prosecution under one of the Acts (against unlawful assemblies) passed
to restrain the excesses- of the agitators. The indictment included
several minor offenders, but although a conviction was obtained, the
Government, as Mr. O’Connell boasted on a public platform, were
afraid to call him up to receive sentence, and the Act which sustained
the prosecution was allowed to expire. Meanwhile, committees of
both Houses were appointed to examine into the tithe question. Mr.
Stanley was chairman of the committee of the Lower House. Lord
Lansdowne brought up the Report of the Lords. It was advised
that an advance should be made to the starving clergy of the tithes
due on 1831, without prejudice to arrears of longer standing, which
they might collect if they could ; nor did the Statute of Limitations
apply to tithes. The one year's arrears due in the five dioceses already
mentioned, which were the principal defaulters, amounted to about
£84,000. The Government was to have power to recoup itself by a
levy of the arrears advanced, but ultimately, out of £1,000,000,
only about £12,000 was recovered, and then the attempt was aban-
doned. The years '27, °28, and "29, were to be taken as criteria of
the amount to which the clergy were entitled. It was also reported
advisable that tithes should be commuted for a charge on land, “both
to secure the interests of the church and the welfare of the country.”
It was most unfortunate for the church that its friends saw fit to
oppose this advice, which, had it been acted upon, would have strength-
ened, if not secured, its position against future assaults. Mr. Stanley
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oht in three bills, embodying the recommendations of the com-
E:i(;;]ecés.t One was for the rgdemption by the landlords of the tithe
composition at sixteen years’ purchase, and further leave was given by
the bill for their purchase by the State. At sixteen years’ purchase
the tithes, which were estimated at £600,000 a-year, were worth
£9,600,000. This bill was allowed to stand over. The other two
passed into law; one, establishing Commissioners. for asses§ing the
value of tithes, abolished all the modes of collecting thery in fqrce,
and gave the power of proceeding against the landlords by eivil action;
the other, to ascertain claims for arrears, make advances, and take secu-
rities for repayment. It was probably owing to the pressure of the
Reform question that tithe commutation was not settled at the same
time ; but Reform was the great question of the moment, and eclipsed
every other. A settlement involving so much effort, excitem?nt, .and
sacrifice, is generally followed by a lassitude of the public mind.
The attempt of the Lords to “stem the current of democracy ” had
only proved the strength of the current and the weakness of the bar-
rier, and had been succeeded by an outburst of popular violence in
England which almost surpassed any similar movement in Ireland.
The consequence was that Lord Grey, in 1832, carried the bill through
the House of Lords by a majority of seven; but a motion to postpone
the disfranchisement of rotten boroughs having been carried, and the
King having refused to swamp the Opposition by the creation of new
peers, the Ministry resigned their charge of the bill, and informed his
Majesty that they only held their places pending the appointment of
successors. The King gladly sent for Lord Lyndhurst, who advised
him to consult the Duke of Wellington. ‘The Duke threw the respon-
sibility on Peel. Meanwhile, the House of Commons passed a resolu-
tion praying the King to call to his council such a Ministry as would
foster the bill. There was no choice, therefore, but to recall Earl
Grey, and the Reform ‘Bill was immediately carried. In the agitation
by which it was forced upon the Peers, Mr. O’Connell had borne his
part; and to the compact body of Irish members who followed him as
their leader, the Government were indebted for their majority in the
House of Commons. Nevertheless the measure for Ireland introduced
by Mr. Stanley was in a retrograde direction. The counties, which
contained seven million inhabitants, had sixty-four members; and the
six or seven hundred thousand of the boroughs absorbed the rest. The
bill did not tend materially to change this inequality ; and while it
reduced the number of county voters to about 52,000 by raising the
qualification to £50 for occupiers and £10 for leaseholders having
leases for ninety-nine years, by raising the franchise in boroughs from
£5 to £10 they were made close. The bill was warmly opposed by
O’Connell and Shiel as decreasing the constitueney, and giving an ad-
vantage to the Protestant section which was as superior in property as
the Roman Catholic in population ; and they urged the resuscitation
of the forty shilling freeholders, whose political extinction had been a
quid pro quo for Catholic emancipation. But all their attempts to
liberalize the measure failed, and the only concession was that Masters of
Arts should be qualified to vote in the university, which received one ad-
ditional member out of the five added to the representation of Ireland.
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In the year 1834 the measure which Mr. Stanley introduced in
1832 for the redemption of tithes was re-introduced by Mr. Little-
ton, then Chief Secretary for Ireland, the period assigned for redemp-
tion being from fourteen to twenty years. This attempt to settle
the question failed ; and Lord Grey having been forced to resign in
consequence of his determination to continue the Act against un- ||
lawful assemblies in Ireland, in the following year the King dismissed
Lord Melbourne’s Ministry, and summoned the Tories to his coun-
cils. Sir Henry Hardinge’s bill to abolish tithes in consideration of
£75 for every £100 of composition, to be redeemable, and the proceeds !
invested in land or otherwise, fell through, owing to the speedy dis-
solution of the Tory Ministry. Sir Robert Peel's hundred days’ pre-
miership was brought to an untimely end by the success of Lord John
Russell's resolution to appropriate to secular purposes the surplus
revenues of the Irish Church ; and, in accordance with this, when Lord
Melbourne’s Ministry was reinstated, Lord Morpeth brought in a bill
containing the famous appropriation clause. By the sequestration of
all benefices not containing fifty Protestants, a large amount was
to be made available for education. This had, in the year 1831, been
put upon a national basis, in accordance with a plan proposed by a
Commission in 1825, and for some years suspended in the inten-
tions of the Whigs. Perhaps this isa good opportunity for devoting
a few words to education in Ireland, as it was now for the first time
proposed that it should come in for the spoils of the Established Church.
Previous to 1831 the only educational agencies were the Kildare
Place Schools (established 1817), to which, at one time, it seemed pos-
sible the Roman Catholic bishops might give their adhesion, and the
Hibernian School Society, which did not receive, like the former, pub-
lic assistance. This most inadequate machinery for the education and
civilizing of Ireland was entirely under the control of the Protestant
landlords and clergy. On the establishment of a national system,
presided over by a mixed board of seven Commissioners, including the
Duke of Leinster and the Protestant and Roman Catholic Archbishops
of Dublin, a system, based upon a principle of common Christianity,
and forbidding the clergy or others to interfere with the religion of
children of other denominations than their own, was almost unani-
mously rejected by the Irish Church. They objected to everything
in the new system that made it acceptable to the Roman Catholics.
Nothing less than the admission of the whole Bible would satisfy their
consciences, and that not only at specified times, but at every hour of
the day. They objected to what they considered a mutilation and
garbling of Holy Seripture, and the extracts being in some instances
from the Douay version. The permission to the Roman Catholic
clergy to give separate instruction to children of their own persuasion
was objected to as encouraging ¢ popery,” and interfering with their
right, as clergy of the religion by law established, to consider every
man’s child their own. The Roman Catholic element in the governing
body was another stumbling-block. These grounds of objection,
whether they did or did not justify the secession of the Established
clergy from the established system of education, and their setting up ||
educational dissent, undoubtedly showed them to be a highly conscien- ||
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tious body of men, ready to make great sacrifices for the sake of prin-
ciple, and firm in their allegiance to the Word of God. It may be
imagined how difficult they found it, whe‘re I.’rotestar‘lts were few, to
support their own denominational schools in rivalry with those of the
National Board ; but they have continued to do so for nearly forty
years, principally out of their own incomesz with the assm'tance of
:813,000 a-year devoted to the salaries of Pansh clerks. Besides en-
tailing upon themselves the support of their schools, they also }Eagl the
mortification of seeing the children of the Roman Catholics receiving a
greatly superior education to the children of their own flock; for although
the Kildare Place training school turned out many excellent masters
and mistresses, they were admitted to be inferior to those who issued
from Marlborough Street, and in a very large proportion of the Church
Education Schools the teachers were without any training, and the
system of inspection, as we can testify, was lamentably deficient and
unreal. Nevertheless, for principle sake, they allowed almost the whole
education of the country to fall into the hands of the Roman Catho-
lies, so much were they opposed to their having anything to do with it.
Introduced by the great conservative chief when he occupied the post
of Chief Secretary under a Whig Government, the national system of
education has, until the confusion of all old lines which has lately
taken place, been under the patronage of both parties in the State;
and neither Sir Robert Peel nor the Earl of Derby offered any en-
couragement to the Irish clergy in their attitude of resistance. On
the contrary, the small minority who, on principle, supported national
education, received most of the good things which Government had
to give away, and the majority saw themselves to a great extent shut
out from preferment, and passed in the race by men whom they charged
with time-serving and dishonesty. Itisneedless to say that the clergy
who stipported national education were as honourable and principled
as those who opposed it ; but when will men—even clergymen—learn
to be charitable? In forty years we have seen Ireland educated, and,
to a great degree, civilized by the system introduced by Mr. Stanley,
which it was fondly hoped, by bringing the children of the nation to-
gether in the same schools in that hour when friendships are formed,
the principle of association most active, and religious animosity unde-
veloped, the generation that should arise out of them should be
welded together, and Ireland should no longer contain two hostile
nations. But this glorious dream was frustrated—if, indeed, it was
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