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that it waa the Castle which was ' suppressed,” and not the League
iu Duballow. Tae great thems of all the speskers was the brutal
treatment of the heroic curate, Fatoer Kennedy, We mustgo back to
the days of King John to find any parallel for the cruelty of taking a
man just risen, like Farher Keonedy, from a {aver-bed and casting
kim into prison. A circumatance has come to light since this brave
- young prieat was hustled off to gaol which shows tha kind of stuff of
which such men are made. A movemeat was staried a short time
ago to presant bim with a substantial testimonial, but .a9 in the case
of Canon Keller, as soon as he heard of 1t he intimated his wish that,
beyond paying the bare expenses ivcidental to bis illness, the thing
shonld cease. And these are the sort of men toat Mr Balfour wou.d
fain degradc ns “ criminals ' in the eyes of the world, while he him-
wel? pockets over four thousand pounds a-year for doing nothing but
defamiuvg them !

Will the Engligh people bat look at things as thay really are, and
not be delnded by specious names and phragses? They are horrified
encugh (not ene whit Loo much) at the brutaiity of meonlighters,
who once every six monihs or 6o come to the assistance of coercion
in Kerry. Tbe picture of men, and women, and children, attacked in
their houses—beaten, bruised, and mercilessly malureated by cowardly
armed assailants—sets Eoglish hearts in a flame.  One soch outrage
ia a windfall that helps coercion newspapers and orators to keep
their pity and indignation at burning and melting point for fix
months, But are the daylight outrages, and atiacks on dwelling-
houses, commanly called evictions, which are in full swing under this
merciful Coercivn Governmeot every hour of the day and in every
corner of Ireland, one whit less revolting ? 18 it less horrible to thiok
of innocent men, women, and children savagely beaten with batons
or crowbars, or prodded with bayonets, their honses torn down over
their heads, because the roffans who perpetrate these barbarities
wear the uniform of constables or are in the pay of an absentee rack-
renting evictor, and becuse they are engaged 1n vindicating tue law ?

What & week of barbarous episodes and barbarcus anoiversaries.
A buodred people driven from their homes on a single estate, and to
the list ¢ mordered Irishmen whose corpse lie at Mr. Balfour's door
another pocr vietim adided. Gangsgoing to prison-—gangs of peasanta
who have striven to defend their homes, and gangs of priests, and
editors, and Members of Parliament who nave strivea to defend the
peasants. Talk of Kussia, forsooth? In Bussia there are no Clan-
ricarde evictions ; in Kussia the people are now rooted in the soil; in
Russia there are no longer serls, there is no longer the koout ; in
Rugssis there is no batterng-ram. 'The despotisw of Russia vo-day is
at least frank, and it 18 paternal and eivilised compared with the
despotism of Dublin Castle. If you seek a comparison in Russia you
muet go back to the Ruseia of Catherine, when the knout flournshed,
to find & paralled to the Ireland of Mr. Balfour and his battering-ram.
The people will need all the sympathy aod support they can get
duripg the next few monthe, and the more English witnesses that
are here to see during that period the better,

By-and-by, when all is over, history will be rearched in vain Lir
anything that will match in any one respect the extraordinary chapter
which will be known 28 tha - Parnellism and Crime Libel Commission.”
But of all the peculiar features of the episode tbe things which will
stand out most promioently will be the arrant cowardice and the
cynical inmuncenty of the libel party, Now that the day of judgment
mpproaches, these are the qualities which the Usiorigts on sll bands
are displaying with the candid unreserve of people in a state of biae
funk, Every wretched slander-monger, big and little, throughout
the threec kingdoms, who has up to this been contributing his yelps
and barks to the howling chorus led by tie Zrmes, has suddenly

taken to display a tendency to hurry away with hus tail between his
legs and leave the Times all alone io 1ta glory  The smaller cuts may
be sa1d to bate Jone tis on mugse the day after Mr. Paroell filed
hig wction 1n the Sco'ch courts ; thengh to do the smaller curs justica,
it was some of the bz dogs who were the first 1o stampsde,  [v was
Mr. Balfour who,cliaracterisiically took the very earliest opportunity of
washing bis handsof the 7imes libels and discounting the consequences
of their breakdows. Mr. Cbamberlain pressaily followed smit, bav-
ing humeelf just expericnced a most hornd breakdown in a Little libel
controversy conducted againt the Irish leader on hi3 own account.
Then came the Standard, and then came the St James's Gazetle,
and now comes the Spsotater and Professor Dicey. The readiness
mapifested by all these eminent ex-patrons and ex-beneficiaried of
the * Parnetlism and Crime™ lopg firm to helicve that * DTar-
nellism aod Crime” was all the time a koge and foul hibel
is & very curious phenowena, I'he historical moralist by-and-by wili
doubtless reflect upon 1t as a singular commentary wpon the morality
of public life in this Victoriao, thia British Augustan age. It 15
rather hard on tae Zimes, certain’y (whom we are almost tempted 10
pity in its 1solatzon) ; but 1t 18 alsu raiher hard on those PArAZOnS of
Tnionist virtue themeelves.

The attempt of these peaple i9 to persuade themselves—aot o
persuade anybody eise, for they seem to feel that nobody clse 13
ktkely to be 1aken in; the whole cffort is an elaborate operation in
gelf-aeceptton—that, 10 1he first place if the Trmres libels are bouni
to cowe to smash the whols structare of fradulent Unienism need
not necessarily come dowa with them, and, n the secoad placs,
if the structare is bound to come down, too, that they at any rate
¢an manage to stand from under, Professor Dicey wittes in great
alarm to the Spestater to warn the Unlonists ot the danger that
threatens their catse 1 the unfortunate misconception which i3
being allowed to take possession of the publie min: regarding the
Parnell commossion. He bids them rouse up aod combat 1t " The
battle of the Union cannot be decided by a forensle duel bebween
M, Walter and Mr. Paroell,” he exclaims ; Mr. Parnell's ' acquitial
of wvery charge brought agaiost bim should oot in the judgment of
a:‘, Uoionist be a dscisicn against the maintenance of Natonal
Unity.” Poor Mr. Walter 1s to be lglt severely alone by these virtuouns
Tuionists ; they huve nothing to do with him. Neither bave the
charges made by the Times sgainst Mr Pargell avything to do with
the Upicnist canse. These cuarges aic enlirely devoud of political
significance ; they are purely persoaal to Mr, Parnell, and Mr. Par-
pell, as everybody knows, 18 a private individual, likewise entirely

devoid of palitical siznificance: Even if he were proved guilty, of
what consequence would it be to anybody but Mr. Walter and him-
gelf? % To cotviet Mr.Parnell of complicity with wrong-dosrs need
not convert Home Ralers int> Unioniats.”” It wonld be amusing if
it were worth while to confront these panicestrickea utterances
with a series of extracts from the speseches and articles of the
Unioniet party during the varions periods when Parnellism and Crime
wag in & state of more or less violent eruption. particularly during the
most recent peciod, while the Commission Bill was going through
the House of Commouns. The statements of the Goschens and the
Matthewses and the W. H. Swiths and their orgaos in the Press, and
the rank and file behind them, wonld form an interesting contrast in
a parallel column. But it 18 really Bot worth while togo into all this
It is too recent ; everybody remembers it ; and, above all, bowl and
wriggle as they may, all their contortioniog will be of no avail,

When the muntion of Mr Balfonr’s name wag received with
loud hoo ing at a lats great meeting, on the grounds of Noeton Park,
England, the Lineolnsbire seat of the Marquis of Ripon, his Lord-
ship, who presided, pithily remarked, * 1t 18 no uso booing at Mr.
Balfour. What you have got to do is to tura him cat, and that yon
won't do by grosoing at his name, but by voting at the polling
booth.” Lo othar words, the scandal of Me, Balfour's admingtration
is the shame of the English electorate.

The members of the West Hull, England, Liberal Club, recently
visited Fountains Abbey, on the estate of the Marquis of Ripon. There
was a large attendance. A mesting wae held on the groands, and a
resolntion adopted condemnirng the Irigh coercion policy of the Govero-
ment, and expressiog sympathy with the leaders of the National
movement, and * execration ” of the inhuman treatment to which
many of them had been subjected. The Marquis of Ripon delivered
an sddress, in which be said that when the working classes of this
country Tealised what was going on in Iraland they would make short
work of the overnment, which was bringing disgrace on the fair
name of Boglaud before the nations of the world.
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EARL GREY ON IRELAND,
e

(Conleuded.)

BEFORK considering his edacations] proposaly, I wiil draw attention
to the persistent rmanoer in which he argues iti favour of makirg the
miniaters of the three differcat churches in [reland stipendiarias of the
Stats. I have mo doubt that in advocating this plan he is goite
sipeere in hig motives from bis point of view, but for my own part, I
think & State-paud clergy & very undesirable thing either for the State
or the Charch, and least of all for the people. Catholicity has
puffsred mueck in the past {hrough its connection with the Btate in
varions ways. It suffers from it to-day even in countries like France,
Spain, Italy, Austria, etc.. where its connection was of a patural
growih, 1 huve often beard it stated on good authority, but canoot
vouch for the aceuracy of the statzment, that a Catholic priest is not
a whit mure respected by Lis people than a minister of the Protes-
tant religion is 10 England. He ia merely a State officer pald to
perform teligious services at so much a year, How differant in
Ireland whers there were no State-pai | priests, 1 often think that
1f the French priests threw up their stipends and united religionsly
ani politically with their people, the suuny land of France would
be a3 glorious a counlry ag ever 1t was, [reland will never have a
State-paid clergy.

But to return to his lordship’s educational theories. He gays:—
It can hamdly be wroong io priociple for a oation to sanction any
public provision for instructing the people in rehgion. . . , To
ma 1t has always appeared very difficult to understand how esomae
ot those who igsist uvpon making provisien for the sscuiar
education of the whole people can hold 1t to be wrong that any
provision whalever shuuld be made for their being instruocted ia
religron. 1 am far from bzing indifferent to the great benefits
arsing from the gencral ditfusion 1o a nation of that secular know-
ledze, and that entuvation of tha understandiog by which men are
rendered more able ta engage in all the various eagagements of Tife,
and to serve better both themselves and the community. Bat ex-
perience has only too clearly proved that mere intallectual instruction
18 not sofficient either to makse men good subjecta to the Btate, or to
gecure their own welfare., For both these objecle taey require to be
taught the greas truths of religion and their duty to God, a sense of
which can alone subdue the f unruly wille and affections ’ of mankind ;
indeed, for the peice, order, and prosperity of a community, it is
far more importaat thatits members shounld generally understand
and feel thewr respoasmbulity to their Creator, thun that they should
be well mnstructed 1o secular knowledge””  On thiy thesis, he argues
tliat private inattutions shouli be aided from the State purse, It
must be observed, however, that since the disestablisment of the
lrish Chureh, the Conservatives have been in_pawer several times,
aod have nafortupately dne nothing to extend the noble principles
lai1 down by KarlGrey, The remmnder of the chapter is taken up
with & minuts preces of the debates on the 1rish Church, in which he
pownts out that several speakers spoke in glowing terms of thes
© prosperity of the coantry " at the time, and thus implies that the
Canreh conld not be a cause of discontent i Irelasd, I do not gee
that 1t was mwore Lhan a senlimental grievance since 1838. At thay
time thellithes were commauted, and the landlords were foreed to pay
thems. The tenaats had nothing to do with them. The landlorda
sqeezed every penny they could out of the:r tenante, and after being
reliaved of the Lithes in 1869, I have oot hzard of their making the
slightest abatementa on that account thercfore, it was immaterial to
the tenants whether the money went to the lacdlords or parsong,
but from an economic poiat of view 1t was better for the country
to Lave lhe amount paid to the pareon, becausa they
lived in the country, while the landlords, as a rule, lived out of it,
Disendowment nad disestabhishment were altogether a landlord ques-
{ion as far a3 the tithes ware concerned, However that may be, the
meagure was per v A just one, and paved the way for a general nnion



