
FRIDAY, 14th JANUARY.
ThePallMall Gazette thus summarist-s the debate when the

division wastaken on Mr. Parnell'samendment to the address :—:
—

The closingnight of the debate on Mr. Parnell's amendment to
the address was dull, decorous, and characterised,by that strange
good temper whichis theproductof listlessness nowandperhapsthe
preludeof a storm hereafter. The speeches were delivered to thin
butpatientand attentiveaudiences, and were calm in tone and quiet
indjli\ery. Question-time wasbrief and without incident of note—
in striking contrast with the passion and prolixity of Thursday's
earlierhours. Mr.Labouchere emerged withhis motion on heredi-
tary legislators, whichhe hadallowed to fall for some days into a
stateof suspendedanimation;Mr. Justin M'Carthy had an amusing
notice in reference to one of hi* constituents who claimed protection
from policeprotection;andMr.Lalor, anIrishmember, displayed an
anzi'tyasto the doingsoftheRe"becca riotersofWales which wasnot
whollyanimpulse of interest in the well-b-ing of the principality.
There wereseveral allusions tothe Irish magistracy, which led to the
usual sharpinterchange of questionsand answers between the Irish
members and the Chirf Beerefary, The prospect of a speechby Mr.
Bynan, whodelivers prolix haranguesin the voice of an exceedingly
shrill Btentor, wasnot attractive,and there wasa stampede from the
House when the debate was resumed. Mr. Dillwyn, with many
expressions of apology, annou ced that he should vote for the
Government,and Mr. Mulholland, an Irish Conservative, made a
rather effective andnot unamusing analysis of aspeechby Mr.Davitt.
Thedemand for the right to speakcontinued unabated a'l this time,
in spiteof the dull voidand the depressed condition of the House ;
and the debate appeareddestined togo out in vapidity and dreari-
ness. It wassaved from this fate by Mr. Sexton, a young Irish
member, wholast night established histitle to takehigh rank among
the oratorsof the House. Hitherto remarkable only foran appetite
for interrogation which was perfectly insatiable, for a fidelity to a
particularseat only equalledby thatof Mr. Hubbard,andforrhetoric
morepassionatethaneffective,Mr. Sextonlastnight proved himself
capableofspeaking with calmness, moderation, and dialectical skill.
Starting rather inauspiciously with some personal comments of
questionabletaste onLord Hartington,Mr. Sexton soon conciliated
attentionand favour,and gave an excellent sketch, from the Par-
nelhte pointof view,of the policy of theLandLeague,studding his
speech withallusions of anot ill-natured satire which enlivened its
progress;butbemade the mistake rf speaking halfan hourtoo long.
After this gleamof sunshine the debate again sank to a low level;
theHouse emptiedand thelobbies filled;those whoremained inside
sprawledon the benches and yawnedunceasingly.

Atteno'clock the returnof the diners-outagain gavß the House
a brisk andmodish appearance, and Mr.Hussey Vivian managed to
give some sparkletothe sceneby gettingup abrief but stoimy con-

" trovcrsy with Mr. Parnell. Mr.Vivianalluded to the allegation that
someyoungmen badtrampledin thebloodof the late Lord Mouut-
moTTes

—
a statement whicn Wr. Parnell characterised as a "gross

faLsehcod." There was a tempeetuous shout of "Order" from the
filled aud excitedbenches ;and! the Speaker inaperemptory manner
called uponMr,Parnell to withdraw, The Irish leader making some
demur, the manner of the speaker gre^r stern; and Mr. Parnell
explainedthatbe applied the term

"
falsehood" to the anonymous

person whose statement Mr. Vivian had repeated
—

a withdrawal
which, satisfactoryas to order,but unsatisfactory as to essentials,
aroused deepaigns of irritation. Mr.Vivian then proceeded on his
way,labouringheavily amid Irish interruptions. He was minatory
against obstruction after hisbland fashion,but finally, caught in the.meshes ofirregularity by thevigilant Irish,he wascalled toordexby
the Speaker. Mr.E. D. Gray made a short,sharp speech, quoting
adeclarationof anIrishbishop that themoment amanwas arrested

MONDAY, 17th JANUARY.
The Freeman thus sketches the scene in the House, wlien Mr.

Justin McCarthy movedhis amendment tothe address :—:
—

Mr. Justin M'Carthy rose to movehis amendment objecting to
the useof military forces for the upholding of ejectments, about a
quarter to six,and spoke for nearly an hour. His moderate argu-
ments -werevery cogent.

Mr. Gladstone bad evidently not recovered from his recent ill-
ness, and was unusually irritable. He vented all his bad humour on
Mr. M'Carthy and punctuatedhis abuse all through by constant rap-
pings of his handon the despatchboxinfront of him. He declared
that he had difficulty in believing his own eyes when he read Mr.
M'Carthy's amendment, for hedoubted if during themany centuries
the Speaker's chair hadbeenoccupied such adisloyalmotion hadever
been proposed. He looked ou the amendment as an insult to the
Throne, for ita-k>d theQueen to renounce the rights she had sworn
inher Coronation Oaths. He deprecatedthe wasteoi precious hours
inconsidering suchextraordinary questions.

Mr. Dillon continued the debate inanextremelyspiritedspeech,
in which be accused the Government and not the Irish members of
being the obstacles to the passing of the LandBill,andof erecting
barriers in the pathway of carrying the measure. He held that if
coercion were passed crime in Ireland would be increased tenfold,
and the

"hear, hears," which followed showed that the opinion was
sharedinby a goodmany Irish members. Theie was a tiff between
Mr. Healyand Mr.Newdepate,which endedin the latter being called
disorderly, and thenMr. Daniel Grant, returned by the votes of the
Irish electors of Marylebone,said the discussion struck at the roots
not only of law but of civilised society. Mr. T.D.Sullivanprotested
against the whole courseof proceedings since the opening of Parlia-
ment, and Mr. Arthur O'Connor held out a hope of the recruiting
officers beingboycotted inIreland. Mr. Healy, taunting the Ministry
with their silence, said th» mouths of the right hon.members were
closed because they werefilled with the crumbs of office. Mr. O'C.
Power was the next tocome to the front and he could only account
for the gross misrepresentation of Mr.Justiu McCarthy by the fact
that the Premier was asleep.

Mr. Parnell then rose,and created a profound sensation by the
outspokennessof his remarks. He rebuked theunjustand ungenerous
attempt to stifle free discussion, and stated that the Irishmembers
hadonly occupied twelvehours in the debateof thepasteightnights,
and that wasshort time enough to instruct English representativesas
to a country with which they were imperfectly acquainted. Heasked
what wastheuseof the Irishpeople sending members to Parliament
atall if they werenot tobe allowed tostate theiropinions. He ex-
pressed his own ideas about separationpretty strongly,remarking
that if landlordism in Irelandcouldbe abolished they would,by tb%
unionof all Ireland,obtain the restoration of her legislative inde-
pendence. If a fair chance presenteditself of obtainingthe freedom
of Ireland,it would he the duty of everyIrishman to dothat which
he believed tobe the best for hi*ownland, buthehadalways said it
wouldbe criminal to involve the Irishpeoplein anunequaland use-
lessstruggle. He was peremptory in his idea thatif coercion were
pansed there would be acessation of rent in Irelandafter the arrest
of the first men, and that ten or fifteen thousand people would be
arrested. He earnestly entreatedthe Government

—
before th- y went

too far, before they engaged in a struggle in that House and in a
struggle in Ireland which they could not measure

—
to pause, and,in

the wordsof the rij,ht hon. gentleman, the member for Birmingham,"declare, by bringing their measures of conciliation and concession
forward fiist, that force is no remedy." There ■wereloud and con-
tinued cheers from the Home Bulers when the hon.gentleman sat
down.

The IrishTimes thus describes Mr. Parnell's speech :—:
—

Mr. Parnell resumed hishabitual freezing tone when lie got up,
speaking very low and veryslow,but with the iciness of attitude,
deliberation,anddistinctnesswhichbetokensaprovokingself-posses-
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under the suspensionof the Habeas CorpusAct he would advise his
flock not topay rent andnever again to pay rentuntil tbe la*t manwas released

—
& declaration which excited muchenthusiasm among

the Home Rulers. Several English members rose after Mr. Gray.
At fiveminutes pastone thedivision was taken,with the result

of— For Mr. Parnell's amendment, 57 ;against,435. The result was
received with comparative tranquility.

Thefollowing descriptionof the scenereferred toabovebetween
Mr. Parnell and Mr Vivianis takenfrom theLondoncorrespondence
of theDallyExpress:

—
Thedebate to-night was characterised by several scenes,but by

far themost violent was the onein which thename of the unhappy
Lord Mountniorreswasbandied about from side to side. Early in
the evening Mr.Dillwyn excitedsomeanger by declaringthat he had
iton authority thatmen waded through the blood of the murdered
Lord Mountmorres. The Home Kulers stamped Mr. Dillwyn under
withgreatpromptitude;butfourhours afterwardsMr. Russey Vivian,
theWelsh member, returned to the pointandsaid he could confirm
Mr. Dillwyn's statement. Hereupon Mr. Parnell rose, and with a
face grimand pallid,denounced the statement as a "gross false-
hood." A yellof anger arose on the Liberal benches, answered by
defiant cheers from tbeHome Rulers, and from this moment if-alas
in vain the Speaker tried to geta hearing. At length he said t»at

i such language couldnot beapplied to any member of the House.
This was followed by screams

—
positive screams— of "Withdraw";

but Mr. Parnell coldly, slowly,almost contemptuously,repeated that,
whoever was the authority of the hon. member, he had uttered a
gross falsehood. After another burst of pastaon had subsided,Mr.
Vivian wenton to declare that his authority was a gentlemanin her
Majesty's service,but the Home Rulers received this with ironical
laughter;andon a second struggle between Mr. Parnell and Mr.
Vivian, the Speaker ruled thelatter out of order The scene was one
of the most excitingof the debate, andit made it veryclear that Mr.
Vivian was nomatch for Mr. Parnell either withregard to the rules
of theHouse or the powerof denunciation.

penalty of flogging, whichcanbe inflictedunder theseActs, -wouldbe
abolished. Mr.Forster satisfied hisinterrogator, aftersomeexchange
of fire, by a virtual promise not to allow flogging as part of the
sentence for Whiteboy offences. Released from one Irish member,
the Chief Secretary soon fell into the hands of others:Mr. John
Barrybadan attack on themagistracy of Cork,and Mr.Parnell was
anxious about the comfort of the gentlemen who are confined in
Tralee jail;and, in order that thewholeIrishadministration might
bemade comfortable,anotherbatcli ofquestions was addressed to the
Solicitor-Generalas to proceedingstakenagainst theLand League in
variousparts of Ireland.

The most exciting incident of the evening- took placeimmediately
after the closeof thequestionson thepaper. LordRandolphChurchill
askedaquestion,tbe suggestionof which was thatMr.Michael Davitt,
the chief pillar of the Land League, whois out of prisonona ticket-
of-leave,shouldbe again imprisoned. There wasan outburst of fury
from the Irish members,and the noble lord was interrupted by loud
cries of

" shame,1' "
shabby," and other uncomplimentary epithets.

Before Mr. Forster could reply, Mr. Parnell aimed a cioss-blow by
asking if Mr.Da-vitt had not been released by the father of Lord
Raudolph ChurcMH; if he bad not already suffered eleven years'
penalservitude;andif Mr.Davitthad not distinguished himself by
outspokendenunciations of outrages andviolence. Mr.Forster's reply
wascautious. He would not say that Mr.Dsvitt's language wasyet
of a seditious character;but there wasa significantaddendum that a
person in Mr. Davitt's positionmust expect to hear that his actions
would be narrowly watched by the authorities. To Dr.Commins was
reserved the duty ol continuing the debate; and he distinguished
himself by an oration whichextended overtwohours andaquartet,
was delivered toalmost emptybenches, and went over much of the
groundalready traversed. Notwithstanding thelength of this speech,
the floodgates of eloquence were still open. Sir Patrick O'Brien
made one of his incoherent and unintelligible harangues, and for
sometwenty minutes engaged the attention ef theHouse, which had
not the least ideaof what he meant but all the same listened with
the delicious languor and the entrancing wantof thought which are
producedby the perusalof the absurditiesof ''Alice in Wonderland."
Then the debate was againadjourned.
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