
EARL GREY ON IRELAND.

(Conlcvdid.')
Before considering hiseducationalproposals,Iwill draw attention
to the persistentmanner in whichhe argues in favour of making the
ministers ofthe threedifferent churches iv Irelandstipendiaryiof the
State. Ihave no doubt that in advocating this plan he is quite
sincere in his motivesfromhis point of view, but for my own part,I
think a State-paidclergy a very undesirable thing either for the State
or the Church, and least oi all for the people. Catholicity h%s
Buff3red much in the past through its connection with the State in
various ways. Itsuffers fromit to-day evenin countrieslikeFranoe,
Sp*in, Italy, Austria, etc.. where its connection wa3 of a natural
growth. I"have often heardit stated on good authority, but cannot
vouchfor the accuracy of the statement, that a Catholic priestis not
a whit more respectedby his people than a minister of the Protes-
tant religion is in England. He ia merely a State officer paid to
perform°religious services at so much a year. How different in
Ireland where there were no State-paii priests. Ioften think that
if the French priests threw up their stipends and united religiously
anJ politically with their people, the Bunny land of France would
be as glorious a country as ever it was. Ireland will never have a
State-paid clergy.

But to return tohis lordship'seducational theories. He says :—"
It can lurdly be wrong inprinciple fora nation to sanction any

public pioviaion for instructing the people ia religion. ... To
me it has always appeared very difficult to understand how some
ot those who insist upon making provision for the secular
education of the whole people can hold it to ba wrong that any
provision whatever should be made for their being instructed in
religion. Iam far from biin^ indifferent to the great benefits
arising from the general diffusion ina nationof that secular know-
ledge, and that cultivationof the uuderstandiag by which men are
rendered more able to engage in all the various engagements of life,
and to serve better both themselves and the community. But ex-
perience has only too clearly provedthat mereintellectual instruction
isnot sufficient either to mak« men goodsubjects to the State, or to
secure their own welfare. For both these objects taey require tobe
taught the great truths of religion and their duty toGod, a sense of
whichcanalone subdue the ' unruly willsandaffections

'
of mankind;

indeed, for the pcice, order, and prosperity of a community, it is
far more importaat that its members should generally understand
and feel their responsibility to their Creator, than tint they should
be well instructed insecular knowledge." On this th«3is, he argues
thU private institutions hhoull be aided from the State purse. Ie
must be observed, however, that since the disestablisment of the
Irish Church, the Conservatives have been in power several times,
andhave unfortunately djnenothing to extend the noble principles
lai idown by EarlGrey. The remainder of the chapter is taken up
withamiaut-iprects of the debates on the Irish Church, in whichhe
points out that several speakers spoke in glowing terms of the
"" prosperity of the country

"
at the time, and thus implie* that the

Cnurch couldnot be a cause of discontent in Ireland. Idonot see
that it was more thana sentimental grievance since 1838. At that
time the;tithcs were commuted,'and the landlords were forced topay
them. The tenants had nothiog to do with them. The landlords
squeezed every penny they could out of their tenants,andafter being
relievedof the tithes in 1869,Ihave not li-ard of their making tbe
slightest abatements on that account therefore, it was immaterial to
the tenants whether the money went to the landlords or parsons,
but from an economic point of view it was better for the country
to have the amount paid to the parson, becausa they
lived in the country, while the landlords, aB a rule, lived out of it.
Disendowmeut and disestablishmentwere altogether a landlordques-
tion as far a3 the tithes wereconcerned. However thatmay be, the
measure na&per v a justone,andpaved tb« way for a generalnniou

that it was tho Castle which was " suppressed,"and not the League
inDuhallow. Toe great theme of all the speikers was the brutal
treatmentof theheroic curate,Patner Kennedy. We mustgo back to
thedays of KingJohn to find anyparallel for the cruelty of taking a
manjust risen, like Father Kennedy, from a fever-bed and casting
kirn into prison. A circumstance has come to light since this brave
youngpriest was hustled off to gaol which shows the kindof stuff of
whichsuch menare made. A movement was staneda short time
ago to presant him with a substantial testimonial, but .as in the case
of Canon Keller, as soonas he heard of it he intimated his wish that,

beyond paying thebare expenses incidental to his illness, the thing
should cease. And these are the sort of men tnat Mr Balfour wou.d
fain degrade as

"
criminals

"
in the evesof the world, while he him-

■elfpocketsover four thousand pounds a-year for doing nothing but
defamiug them !

Will theEnglish peoplebut look at things as tbay really are,and
not be deluded by specious names and phrases? They aie horrified
enough (not one whit too much)at the brutality of moonlighters,
who once every six months or so come to the assistance of coercion
inKerry. The pictureof men, and women, andchildren, attacked in
their houses— beaten,bruited, andmercilessly maltreatedbycowardly
armed assailants— sets English hearts ina flame. One such outrage
is a windfall that helps coercion newspapers and orators to keep
their pity and indignation at burning and melting point for six
months. But are the daylight outrages, andattacks on dwelling-
houses, commonly called evictions,whicharein fullswing under this
merciful Coercion Government every hour of the day and in eveiy

cornerof Ireland,one whitless revolting? Isitless horrible tothink
of innocent men,' women,and children savagely beaten with batons
or crowbars, or prodded with bayonets, their bouses torndown over
their beads, because the ruffians who perpetrate these barbarities
w«ar the uniform of constables or are in the pay of anabsentee rack-
renting evictor,and beciuse theyareengaged invindicating the law 1

What a weekof barbarous episodesand barbarous anniversaries.
A hundred peopledriven from their homes on a single estate, and to
the list cf murdered Irishmen whose corpse lie at Mr.Balfour's door
anotherpoor victimadJed. Gangs goingto prison— gangs of peasants
who have striven to defend their homee, andgangs of priests, and
editors,andMembers of Parliament who havestrive? to defend the
peasants. Talk of Kusaia, forsooth ? InRussia there are noClan-
ricarde evictions;inRussia the people arenow rooted in the soil;in
RußSia there are no longer serts, there is no longer the knout;in

Russia there is no battering-ram. The despotismof Russia to-day ia

at least frank, andit ispaternal and civilised compared with the
despotism of Dublin Castle. Ifyouseek a comparison inRussia you
must go back to the Russia of Catherine, whenthe knout flourished,
to findaparalledto the Irelandof Mr.Balfour and his bUtering-ram.
The people will need all the sympathy and support they can get
during the next few months, and the more English witnesses that
arehere to see during thatperiod the better.

By-and-by, wbta all is over,history will be searched in vain for
anything that willmatchinanyonerespectthe extraordinary chapter
which willbe knownasthe '"Parnellism and Crime LibelCommission.'
Butof all thepeculiar features of the episode the things which will
stand out moat prominently will be the arrant cowardice and the
cynical insincerity of the libelparty, Now that the day of judgment
approaches,these aie the qualities which theUnionists on all hands
are displaying with the candid unnerveof peoplein a state of blue
iunk. Every wretched slandei-monger, big and little, throughout
the threekingdoms, who has up to this been contributing his yelps
and barks to the bowling chorus led by tie Times, has suddenly
taken to diaplay a tendency to hurry away withhis tail between his
legs and leave the limes all alone in ita glory The smaller cuts may
be said to ha\e Jone this m masse the day after Mr. Parnell .filed
hie action in theSco'ch courts; though to do the smaller curs justice,
it was some of the bigdogs who were the first to stampede. It was
Mr.Balfour who.cbaractenstically.tookthe veryearliest opportunityot
washinghis hands ofthe Timei libels anddiscounting theconsequences
of their breakdown. Mr. Chamberlain presently followed suu.hav-
ing himself iust experienceda most horrid breakdown, ina little libel
controversy conducted againt the Irish leader on hi] own account.
Then came the Standard, and then came the St. James* Gaaette,
and now conies the Spectator and Pioteesor Dicey. The readiness
manifested by all these eminent ex-patrons and ex-beneficiariesof
the "Parnellism and Crime" long firm to believe that "Par-
nellism and Crime" was all the time a huge and fjul libel
is a very curious phenomena. The historical moralist by-and-by will
doubtless reflect upon it as a singular commentary upon tbemorality
of public life in this Victorian, this British Augusian age. It is

rather hard ou the Timss,certainly (whom weare almost tempted to
pity in its isolation);but it isalso rather hard on tnobe paragons oi
Unionist virtue themselves.

The attempt of these people is to persuade themselves— not to
persuade anybody else, for they seem to feel that nobody else is

likely tobe takenin;the whole effort is aa elaborate operation in

eelf-deception— that, in the first place if the Tnnrs libels are bouni
to come to smash the whole structure of fradulent Unionism need
not necessarily come down with them, and, in the secoad placo,
if the structure is bound to comedown, too, that they at any rate
canmanage to stand from under. Professor Dicey wntes in great
alarm to the Spectator to warn the Unionists ot the danger that
threatens their cause m the uufortunate misconception which is

beingallowed to take possession of the public mm l regarding the

Parnell commission. He bids them rouseup and combat it. " Hie

battle of the Union cannot be decided by a forensic duel between
Mr. Walter andMr. Parnell," he exclaims ;Mr. Pencil's "acquittal
of everycharge brought against him shouldnot in the judgment ot
ari Unionist be a decision against the maintenance of National
Unity"

Poor Mr.Walter istobe left severely alone by these virtuous
Unionists ;they hive nothing to do with him. Neither have the
chargesmade by the Times against Mr Parnell anything to do with
theUnionist cause. These cuarges aie entirely devoid of political
significance ;they are purely personalto Mr.Parnell, and Mr, Par.
Nell, as everybody knows, is a private individual, likewise entirely
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devoid of politicilsignificance: Evenif he were proved gmlty, o*
what consequence would it be to anybody but Mr. Walter and him-
self ?"To coavict Mr.Parnell of complicity with wrong-doers need
notconvert Home Rilers into Unionists." It would be amusing if
it were worth while to confront these panic-strickea utterance!
with a series of extracts from the Bpeeches and articles of the
Unionist party during the various perio<iß whenParnellism andCrime
was in a state of more or less violenteruption,particularly during the
moat recentperiod, while the Commission Bill was going through
the House of Commons. The statements of the Goschens and the
Mattbewsei and the W. H. Smiths and their organs in the Press,and
therank and file behind ihera, would form aa interesting contrast in
a parallelcolumn. But itis really Hot worth while togo into all this
It is toorecent; eveiybody remembers it;and,above all, howl and
wriggle as they may, all their coatortioning will be of no avail.

When tne mention of Mr Balfour's name was receired with
loud hoo ing at a late great meeting,on the grounds of NoetonPark,
England, the Lincolnshire seat of the Marquis of Ripon, his Lord-
ship, who presided,pithily remarked, "

It is no usebooing at Mr.
Balfour. What youhavegot to do is to tura him out, and that you
won't do by groaning at his name, but by voting at the polling
booth." laother words, the scandal of Mr. Balfour's admin^tratioa
is the shame of the English electorate.

The members of the West Hull,England, Liberal Club, recently
visitedFountains Abbey,ontheestateof theMarquisofRipon. There
was a large attendance. A meeting washeldon thegroands, and a
resolution adoptedcondemning theIrishcoercion policy of theGovern-
ment, and expressing sympathy with the leaders of the National
movement, and

"execration
"

of the inhuman treatment to which
many of them hadbeen subjected. The Marquisof Ripon delivered
an address, in whichhe said that when the working classes of this
country realised what was going on inIreland they wouldmake short
workof the Government, which was bringing disgrace on the fair
nameof Engkud before thenations of the world.
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