
After the rough drafthadbeenagreed upon, but before the fair
copy waß signed by Sarsfield, the arrival of a French fleet with con-
siderable aidinmen,money, and stores, was announceI to the Irish
commander,andhe wasentreated not to sign the tr ■. Sarsfield
seemed stunned by the news1 He wassilent for amum t, and then
inmournful accentsreplied :—":

— "The treatyis signedt Our Iwnour is
pledged— the honour of Ireland. ThoughahundredthousandFrench'
menoffered to aidus now, we must keep our plighted troth!" He
forbade the expedition to land, with a scrupuloussense of honour
contending that the spirit if not the letter of the capitulation
extendedto any such arrival. The French ships, accordingly, were

used only to transport to France the Irisharmy thathad volunteered
for foreign service,soldiers and civilians,nobles,gentry andclergy,
there sailed in all 19,025 persons. Most of the oflcers, like their
illustrious leader, Sarsfield,gaveupfortune, family,homeandfrien'di,
refusing the most tempting offers from William, whose anxiety to
enroll them inhisownservice wasearnestly andperseveringlypressed
upon them to the last. Full of anguish was that parting, whose
sorrowful spirit has been so faithfully expressedby Mr. Aubrey de
Vere,in the following simple and touching verses— the soliloquy of a
brigade soldiersailing away fromLimerick :—:

—
"Isnatched a stonefrom thebloodiedbrook,

And hurleditatmy household door;
No farewell of my loveItook;
Ishall seemy friendno more."Idashed aoross the church-yardbound,
Iknelt notby myparents' grave;

Thererang frommy heart a clarion'ssound,
That summonedme o'er the wave."No land to me cannativebe
That strangerstrample, and tyrantsstain;

When the valleysIlove arecleansedand free,
Theyaremine, theyaremine again."Till then,insunshine or sunless weather,
By theSeine andLoire,and thebroadGar ne,

My war-horse andIroamon together
Wherever Godwill. OnI On I

"
These were not wholly lost to Ireland, thoughnot a man of them
eversaw Irelandmore. They servedher abroad whenthey couldho
Longer strike for her athome. They madehersad yet glorious story
familiar in the courts of Christendom.

'They made her valour felt
andrespectedon thebattle-fieldsof Europe. And as they had not
quitted hersoil until they exacted terms from theconqueror,which,
if observed,might havebeen for hera charter of protection, to did
they in exiletake a terrible vengeance upon that conqueror forbis
fouland treacherous violation of that treaty. These men'sdeedsare
the proudestin thehistory of Ireland. History mayparallel,bat it
can adduce nothing to surpass the chivalrous devotion of the men
who comprised this soctnd great armed migration of Irish valour,
faithand patriotism. These self-expatriated Irish battalions, when
serving as an Irish brigade in the servioe of France, took heavy
reprisalson theEnglish power,confronting it on every battle-field,
and deciding by their impetuous valour the fortunes of many an
eventful day. The ever-glorious day of Fontenoy

—
a name which,

to this day, thrills the Irish heart with pride. At this great battle,
fought lltti May, 1745,by aFrench army of 45,000 men,under Mar-
shal Saxe,inpresenceof theKingand Dauphin,against an English
force of 55,000 men, chiefly English and Dutch,under the Duke of
Cumberland, victory wassnatched fromtheBritish commanderatthe
clohe of the day by a decisivecharge of the Irishregiments. Itwas
on the arrival of the despatcheswhich announced the fate of Fon-
tenoy that George11.,much of a soldier andlittle of a bigot, is said
tohaveexclaimed :

"
Curse upon the laws that deprive me of saab

subjects."
No sooner,however, had the Irish army sailed away for France

than the treaty covenants, despite the protests and endeavour! of
King William, were cast to the winds. Angeredat the idea of having
nospoilby confiscationto divide, the aati-Stuart faction

— " the Pro*
testaDl Interest.of Ireland

" as they called tbemselves-now dominant
in the IrishParliament refused to approve the king's treaty, andby
stopping suppliescompelled King William to yield. "Itwas,"asan
Irish writer remarks, " the old story; whenever theEnglish sovereign
or government desired to pause in the work of persecution and
plunder, if not to treat the nativeIrishin aspiritof conciliation and
justice, the Colony, the plantation, the garrison, the Protestant
interest, screamed in frantic resistance. It was so in the reignof
James theFirst, Charles theFirst, Charles the Second, James the
Second, andit wasso in the reign of William andMary, any attempt
of kingor government tomete out to tkenative Catholic population
of Ireland any measureof treatment, save what the robber and
murderer metesout tohis helplessvictim wasdenounced

—
absolutely

complained of— as a daring wrongand grievance against what was
and is still called the Protestant interest, or our glorious rights and
liberties,"an occurrence,Imay add,ever repeating itself." In1867
(twenty years ago), on the rumour that the English Government
intended to grant some modicumof civil and religious equality in
Ireland,this same Protestant-interest faction screamed and yelled
after the old fashion, complainedof suchanintention as agrievance,
and went through the usual vows about our glorious rights and
liberties. Evennow at this present hour the samehowl is raised by
the same Protestant-interest class against theHome Rule movement.
Thereuponcommenced theprospectivelegislation known asthepenal
code. A Beries of themost terrible laws that can be imagined were
passed in the very teeth of the articles that were signed at
Limerick. "It would," as the eminent Irish writer just quoted
remarksin continuation," be little creditable toaa Irish Catholic to
ownhimself capableof narrating this chapter of Irish history with
calmness and without all-conquering emotion." For my part I
contentmyself withciting the descriptionsof itsuppliedby Protestant
andEnglish writers. "The eighteenth century," saysope of ttieae,
(CasaeU's-Godkin'a-historyof Ireland," vol. ii.p. 116) writing on the
penal laws ofIreland," was the era of persecution,in which the law
did the work of the sword more effectually and mor« Bafely. Taea
wasestablished a code framed with almost diabolical ingenuity to
extinguishnaturalaffection,tofosterperfidyandhypocrisy, topetrify
conscience, toperpetuateorutal ignorance, tofacilitate the worh *f
tyranny, by rendering the vices of slavery inherent and natural i»
the Irishcharacter, and to make Protestntism almost irredeemably
odious as the monstrous incarnation of allmoral perversions." "" Too
well,"he continues,"diditaccomplish its deadly wort ofdebasement
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never toseeon earthagain, now writhingbeneath aplanter's lash, or
filling anameless graveinJamaicansoil. Yes,thatarmyof innocents
vanish from the record here;bat the Great'God whomarked the
slaughters of Herod,haskept a reckoning of the crime thatin that
hour sonotably likenedIreland toBachel weeping for her children."
Of theIrish regiments (or

" Irishswordsmen as they werecalled in
the Europeanwritings of the time) whoelected togo into exile,pre-
ferring "toroamwhere freedom andtheirGodmight lead" rather than
hebondsmen under a bigot yoke athome, we read that," foreignnspfons wereapprised by the Kilkenny Articles that the Irish were
tobe allowedtoengage in theservice of any Stateinamity with the
Commonwealth. The valour of the Irißh soldier was well-known
abroad. Fromthetime of the Mnnster plantationby QueenElieabeth
numerousexilesbad taken service in the Spanish army. There were
Irish regiments serving in the LowCountries. The Prince of Orange
declared they werebornaoldiers, and Henry the Fourth of France
publicly calledHugh O'Neill the thirdsoldier of theage,and hesaid
there wasno nationmade better troops than the Irish when drilled.
Afentafrom theKingof Spain, theKingof Poland,and the Prince
do Conde werenow contending for the services of Irish troops.
Between1651 and1664 thirty-fwrthousand(of whom few eversaw
theirlovednativelandagain)weretransportedintoforeignparts.While
roadsto Connaught were,asIhave described,witnessingastreamof
hapleßs fugitives, prisonersrather,plodding wearily to their dungeon
and grave, a singular scene was going on in London atanoffice
appointed for the purpose by Government. A lottery was held,
whereat the farms, houses andestates from which the owners had
thusbeendriven,werebeing"drawn "by,oronbehalf of,the soldiers
andofficers of the army,and the"adventurers," that is, petty shop-
keepersinLondon, andothers who hadlent money for the war on
the Irish. The mode of conducting the lottery was regulated by
public ordinance,andnotunfrequently a vulgarandilliterate trooper"drew

"
the mansion and estate of an Irishnobleman, who wasglad

toacceptpermissioato inhabit, for a few weeks,merely, the stable or
thecowshed,with his lady andchildren,pending theirsetting ont for
Connaught. This samelottery wasthe"settlement

"
(varieda littleby

further confiscations to the same end forty years subsequently) by
which thenowexisting landedproprietary wasplanteduponIreland.
Betweena proprietary thus planted,and the1bulk of thepopulation,
as wellas the tenantry under them, it is not to be marvelled that
feelings the reverseof cordial prevailed. From thefirst they scowled
at each other. The plundered and trampled people despised and
hated the "Cromwellian brood," as they werecalled,neverregarding
them asmore than vulgarand violentusurpersof other men's estates.
The Cromwellians,on theother band,feared andhatedthe serfpeas-
antry, whose secret sentiments anddesiresof hostility they wellknew.
Nothingbut thefusing spiritof nationality obliterates such feelings
as these;but (no such epirit wasallowed to fuse the Cromwellian
"landlords" and the Irish tenantry. The former were taught to
consider themselves as a foreign garrison, endowed to watch and
keep down,and levy a land-tribute off thenative tiller of the soil.
So they looked to and leaned all onEngland, without whom they
thought they must be massacred.

"
Aliensinrace,in language, and

in religion,"they hadnot one tie incommon with the subject popu-
lation, andsobothclasses unhappily grew up tobe what they remain
verymuch in our ownday,more of taskmasters andbondsmen than
landlordsand tenants,

Under what is known as the '" Penal Code," from 1700 to 1775
the bulk of thepopulationwere forbidden toeducate their children,
to attendreligious worship, to carry arms, to learna trade,or tohold
property. The schoolmaster and the priest hadeach a price on his
head, andStatutes of George I.andGeorge11. wentso far as tomake
it felony to send an Irishchild abroad toreceive the education for-
bidden athome. There was one circumstance which, apart from the
shocking barbarity of the" Penal Code,"has made itrankle in the
breast of the Irish to the present hour,namely, thatit was laid upon
them in flagrant violation of a solemn treaty signed between the
English and Irish commanders, duly countersigned by Royal Com-
missionars on King William's part at the close of the Williamite
struggle in 1691. There is, in fact,no morebitter memory in the
Irish breast than that which tells how the treaty of Limerick was
violated,and there is not probably onrecord a breach of public faith
more nakedly and confessedly infamous than was that violation.
Although the splendid army of Scandinavians, Dutch, Swiss,
Prussian?, Hugenot-Frencb, and English, which the Prince of
Orange led into Ireland had defeated the raw levies of
the Irish Boyaliats at the Boyne, and more by happy accident
than generalship driventhem from their position at Aughrim,he wad
"gain and again defeated before the walls of Limerick, whichcity
was defended by General Sarsfield,in command of the Irish armies
of King James. At length William,who was abravesoldier and a
statesman, saw the wisdom of arranging terms with such a foe, and,
accordingly, on October 3, 1691, articles of capitulation werenego-
tiated whereby the Irisharmy,retaining itß arms,colours,bands,and
transportstores,marched out with honours of war, free toenter the
serviceof King William, or tosail toFrance whereKing James,now
residedas guestand ally of Louis XIV. The " civil artices

"
of the

treaty of Limerick stipulated,insubstance, that there was to be no
proscription, confiscation,no disarmament,and that the exercise of
the Catholic religion should be as free as ithadbeen in the reignof
King Charles 11.


