
1. Suspending for atime the operationof representativegovern-
ment in thatpartof theUnitedKingdom.andentrusting itsadministra-
tion to some authority raised aboveparty influences. The argument!
by which this drastic measure is supported seems to me wholly
unworthy <ievena well-informed man much less a statesman. Ho
admits that (hereis, "especially in the House of Commons, a great
deficiency of knowledge as tothe real wants of Ireland,and whatv
worse,a strong disposition to listen with favour to very crude and ill-
considered schemes for its improvement." This ignorance he would
remedy by depriving the House of Commons of the advantage of
having accurate information from the Irish Members whose chief
faults are that they occupy too much time in teaching them. As to
obstruction his lordship forgets that it was theTories who first reduced
it to that of a fine art during the passing of the Church disestablish*
ment and theLandAct, 1870. The alternative of supeasion,he says,is
concession of Home Rule. Suspension is impossible. Evenif possible
England wouldnot hazardit. IfIrelanddeprivedof her constitution
by fraud were denied representation under the Union, it wouldbe
competent for tbeEuropeanpowers tostep in andcompelEaelandto
surrender Ireland her full freedom as England ana the other prwerm
compelledTurkey to free theBalkan provinces for less caiss. Thisit
separation witha vengeance. As the alternative is Horn.9 Rule we
may expectitsooner.

2.Tbe Governmentof Iisland tobaentrusted toa Lord-Lieuteaani
named in the act, for ten years daring which time he cannot be
removed exceptby tbe Crownin compliance toan address from both
Houses of Parliament. (As far as Ireland is concerned a capbung
on a polea la Gettler would be as efficatiousas any Lord-Lieutenant
we have had.

3. The Lord-Lieutenanttohave full power to carryon the execu-
tivegovernmentaccording to his own judgment, and to be solely
responsible for his acts. But to rep>rt all his measures to her
Majesty'sMinisters, and to keep them fully informed as tohis views
andintentions so as toenable them to call his attention to whatever
observations they might consider to be required.

4. The Loid-Lieutenant in Council to be empowered to make
from time totime such orders, hiving the force of laws, as he may
tbink fit. Ihedrafts tobe preparedby acommitteeof Privy Council
and published a month beforehand.

5 Additionalmembers of various opinions to be added to the
Council.

6. The Lord-Lieutenant to nominate committees from this
enlarged Council, such committees todeal in a quati parliamentary
manner withsuch subjects asmay be relegated to them, giving their
reasons and furnishing their reportsanddrafts. When thesemet the
approvalof tbe Lord-Lieutenant they were to be published in th*
Dublia Gazette and have the force of law.

7. An annnal sum, equal to the average expenditure for the
public service inIrelanddaring the last three or four years, should
be placed by Parliament at the disposal of theLord-Lieutenant for
Irish purposes, regular statementsproperly audited to be laidbefore
IParliament.

Suchis tbe manner in which Earl Grey would govern Ireland.
Oa first reading the proposals 1felt naturally indignant; but on
r aling them over carefully again, and taking into consideration
that he is constantly harping on thetwo facts that tbe administration
of Irelandis bad asbad could be; a'sj that the legislation is worse
owing to English party disputes and wantof knowledgecf Irish
affairs ;Ihave come to the conclusion that he is a Home Ruler in
disguise, and thathis proposalsare oq a par with Swift's modest pro-
posal. A free explanationof his

"
Future Remedy "

wou.dshow that
Irish representationin the Imperial Parliament is useless beoauee it
cannot promote useful or prevent bad and useless legislation. In
the next place we findhim travestying thepresent Castle government
by proposing;to make the Lord-Lieutennnt responsibleto the Crown.
At present he is if inharmony withhie Chief Secretary and officials,
more despotic tbau Czar and Sultan put together. This ironical
Remedy would placehim on a level with other ordinary Governors.
Tbe third proposal is another caricature cf the present arrangements
by which balfourcan imprisonhis opponents without consulting with
his ofh'jinlbead. The idea of reportinghis measures to the Ministers
and having them publishedin theDub,in Gazette isa beautiful satire
on the secret doings of tbe Castle such as the m duight orders which
consigned poor Mandeville to an early grave. He further hints that
tne Kntil s>h Ministry should be responsible for Irishgovernment by
f jrcmg them to take cognisance of whatis goingonin Ireland. By
tbe fourth, fifth, and tixth proposalsbe caricatures the working of
liie present irresponsible, unelected, liish Parliament, or Privy
Council, which occasionally sits inDublin and makes orders which
have the force of law, as fir as they can enforce them. The provise
of calling: on special members for the consideration of particular
orders is very beautiful. For instance if Catholic priests were tobe
sent to gaol, there would be no need to summon Barry, GranarJ,
O'Hagan, The O'Connor Don, or any other Catholic. The last pro-
posal, however,contains the creamof the fun. Only just fancy the
11respou stole liish Government putting duly audited statementsof
account b>fore even anEnglish Parliament. Tne thing is ridiculoue.
If such a thing had been done the Castle system would be wrecksd.
It is true butbitter irony on the secret service system. Far easier
for the Castle loafers to take their pay through a hole in the wgll
and give noaccount of how they got it or for whatobject.

Wehear verymuch of Irish poverty its causeandits cure so with
Earl Grey's views on the subjectIwill conclude this article :—"lt:

—
"It

has beeu ofienand truly said ttiat the general poverty of tha popula-
tion has been at thebottomof Irish discontent, and that,if thepeople
were better off, there would not be so much disaffection. And tbo
real reason why the country is sopoor has also beeu often pointed
out; it is simply, that ecterpiise, and industry havenot been en-
couraged by security. No nation can hope to iise to wealth and
prosperity excaptby industry andenterprise, which cannot fljurBb
if those who devote their labour or money Jo the work of production
have not complete security that they will be allowed toenjoy the
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of thepeople oniolilical Irish questions. By tbe articles of union
the Protestant Gburch io Ireland was tobe for ever supportedby the
State. IfHome Rule was grantedbefore disendowment it would in
alllikelihood be an article of that measure that the Church shouldbe
maintainedas it thenexisted. Better such a treaty broken by the
Imperialrather than the Irish legislature. As far as the prosperity
which undoubtedly then existedis concerned, it wasentirely owing to
the economic lawsof demand and supply. It willbe recollected that
America was still suffering from the effects of her civil war,and
Australia had not begun to be a potent factor in British commerce,
and therefore lieland aa s foodproducing cuuntry wasnaturallypros-
perous, on account of tbe consequent high pncisand rcdy markets
ather door. Buta continual increase in the rents took placeduring
these year?, and farmers boun1 themselves down to p=»y rents which
the keencompetition of America and Aus ralia rendeiel impossiblea
few years afterwards. 1havereferred to thesefacts inLish economics
because the prosperity than existing is used as a plea against further
concessions.

Earl Grey admitß that when in1870 Mr. Gladstone attempted to
carry bis Land Act through, " the relations of the owners and
occupiers of land in Ireland stood much in need of amendment."
Previousto Mr. Gladstone's move in the matter the subject was often
pressed on the Government by Irish members, and strangely enough
LordClanricarde, father of theExterminator,moved in thematter in
theHousa of Lords, his motion being referred to a select committee,
whereit lemained. The Land Law aa itthenstood underLord Card-
well's Act of 1860 failed in defining tbe terms of contract and
discouraging written leases. Itdiscouragedthe granting of leases for
a termof years,and failed to provide sufficient provision for easily
and cheaply settlingdisputes. Owing to tbese defects his Lordship
assuresus that

"great injustice wasoccasionally done to tenants who
had improved thtir land." Inins' itutinga comparison betweenIrish
and English leaseholders,he adoiits the oft-repeatedfact thatEnglibh
landlords makemost of tbeimprovements,andadds :

"Unfortunately
in Irelandit is otherwise. Thtse improvements have been effaced
by tenants only on an understanding of the vaguest kind, that they
shouldbe allowed tohold their land, without being called upon topay
higher rents, long enough to repay themselves. The agreement
■was almost always verbal, and the terms were apt to be forgo.ten
before the time came whenit gave the landlord aright to ask lor a
higher rent. There were toomany casesin which landlords availed
themselves of their legal right, in order unjustly to deprive tha
tenants holding land only from year to year of the fruits of their

labour." For these defects his remedy is in accordance with Lord
Clanricarde'a Committee,viz,"To give to the ownersand occupiers
of land freedom to settle witn each other as ihey might think fie the
conditions on wbich it was tobe held,but requiring that all arrange-
ments of that kind should be made in writing,and should be re-
cordedin such amanner as tomake them alwayseasy to be referred
to." These arrangements were to be inexpensive. Leases were to
be made cheaper,etc. Inthis recommendation the Irish farmer will
Bee little improvement. It ip, however, difficult to prove to an
Englishman th*»t, piior to thePlan of Campaign and the introduction
of boycottiugas a. fineart,it was utterly impossible to haveanything
approaching a free contract with an Irish landlord. He fixed the
rent at theutmost price possible, often impossible to be obtained,
andif the tenant demurred to pny that, he had simply

"
to bundle

and go." Here came m tbe direful effects of the hanging gale*,
which enable the landlord to rob the tenantbefore ejecting him. It
not unusually happened that a tenant was two years in arrears with-
out owing a penny. Thus if a tenant took up a lease in 1860 for
21 years,his first receipt would be dated for 1858, so too would the
lease itself. The lease would expire iv 1879, but the shrewd landlord
would leave itruno'> till 1881. if he failed to come to terms wi'h his
landlord at theexpiry of his .ease in1881, the landlord tud a legal
right to fix any rent he chose, and compel the tenant to pay it for
those two years before he lea»ei, and as a general rule this rent has
been fixed m>re on the tenant's ability to pay it, tbanon any other
grounds of equity. Remember that hn does not owe a single penny
of this>. and ihat the landlord in fjrcing payment is simply exer-
cising a pieceof tyranny unprecdeuted any wnerjels.-. His home is
not sacrod as is that of the Chustian under the Moslem rule in
Turkey. No master how severe theatrocities of Tnrkish pashas may
be, the peoplein tbt-ir homes were aa safe from insult, as theEnglish
enbject in a sanctuary during the fchxon, Norman, and Plantagenet
periods ;but. fur the lii-iU p* s^n'.uosuch fortunate rtfage remaine.
Often, nay, generally, in the cold M<iich morn'n^a, huudreis, nay
thousands, are sometimes tur/ie 1 adrift t> perish by the roadside, or
wmd their wa? to the workhouse. It is needless to cite instances
ot tbit) cruelty ;readers of the Tablet a<e familiar enough with
them. In support of my conteution re the hanging gales, ample,
evidencewill Le found in Mr. Bence Jonas' work, and alajinTienca's
Keahties of In--h Life." But for a fail exposureseT. P. O'Connor's"

Parnell Movement,"' A. M. Ruhvau'd"New and other
works.
Iwillnow pass over the remain ngpart of the chapter dealmg

with the the Land Question, having already given a sjffioiont indica-
tionsof his lordship's plan. Ft is unusually severe onMr. Gladstones
Acts, whichgive a dual ownership to the soil, although he has ad-
mitted the rightof the tenant ta his own improversnt-i.

In the conch ding chapteraftera wearyreiteration oftheprevious
contentions we at length come to the plan I'or the future government
"4 Ireland. Before entering into the subject, however he enters fully
into the subject private Bill Legislation, showing how defective,
expensive, and unsatisfactory it in even in England, as well as in
Jrejnd. To remedy th h evil be proposed a buffer commission ofjud*-es to settle the details, and then submit the moa&urc \o Parlia-
ment. As iar as Ireland is cooceruei, the first objection to
this proposalis that the liish p< ople have no confi lence whatever in
the In&h ju iges,eve^y one from tl.e Lord Chancellor and Chief Justice
down to thep^tty \ilageJ.P.. are of the genus anti-liish. That is
the first and or c of themost formidable Irishgnevancesand underlies
most others. His measures for the future are:—
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