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must recognise this distinetion, Our proposal is not communistic,
neither is it revolutionary. It aims at destroying over-centralisation,
but it does not viclate one single principle of the Constitution
(applanee), Let me consider whether I am justified in saying that
the scheme is Teasonable in theory. In order to do this, I will agk
myself three questions : First, Is it reasonable, judged by the test of
common-senee ? Becondly, Is it reasonable, judged by the test of
political philosophy ? And thirdly, Is it reasonable as having the
sanction of successful working elsewhere at other times, and, indeed,
in the British Empire of to-day (cheers)? 8ir, whbat are the facts of
the present political situation ! Here we bave two counties, as I
have already said, closely connected geographically and socially,
with many common ties, yet distinet in historio tradition, in religion,
in pational instinct ; speaking the same lanpuage, belonging to the
same empire, and to some extent composed of an administration of
the same races, yet presenting characteristios as distinct as any two
nations in the universe. Historically, Ireland 13 the elder. She can
boast of haviog been a civilised pation when England was bui a
barbarous provinee of the Roman Empire (langhter and cheers),
But, sir, long, long years ago England reversed the balance. She hag
been great, and prosperous, and free, while Ireland has been poor,
and miserable, and subject. Ags after age, in the midst of unparal-
leled sufferings, the Irish people stroggled on for the preservation
of their natiomality and their frerdom (loud applause). For over
seven hundred years Ireland bad a Parliament of her own. True, it
was more or less subject, but still it was a distinet Parliament, In
1782 Henry Grattan, backed by the Irish Volunteers, declared that
“No Power on earth had a right to legislate for Ireland, save only
the Bovereign, the Lords and Commons of Ireland ” (cheers), and
laid down the doctrine—* We krnow our duty to our Sovereign, and
we are loyal; we know our duty to ourselves, and are determined
tobe free " (enthusiastic applanse). In that happy day England
yielded, and for the short space of eighteen glorious years Iteland
advanced in prosperity with enormons strides, and made considerable
progress in the arts of peace. But histcry tells us ihat a conspiracy
was entered into to destroy the liberty she then emjoyed. The
scheme by which Pitt and Castlereagh effected their purpose has
been condemned and branded as infamous by English writers of all
shades of political thought. Carried into effect by bribery and cor.
ruption, by violence and murder, it is not strange that it should ever
since have caused so much strife and proved so frujtful a source
of misery and hear:burning (hear, bear). 8ir, one of the
leaders of the present agitation in Ireland has laid down
the dectrine that what is morally wrong can never be poli-
tically right (applause), Judged by that test the Union was the
highest politicsal erime and blunder of the century, From that 1ime
to te-Gay Ircland has been ruled by Englishmen and Scotchmen.
Sir, it needs no words of mine to prove the failure of the system-—a
system which Las necessitated fifty-two Coercion Acts in the space of
cighty-three years, every one of which deprived the people of some
advantages of the coustitution ; which has caused half-a-dozen
famines, some four unsuccessful rebeilions, and which mow necessi-
tates a standing army larger than aoy England had in the
Crimea to fight Russia (loud applause). One of the acutest thinkers
of the present day, Mr. Lecky, has said :—* Pitt’s scheme centralised,
but did not wnite ; or rather, by uniting the legielatures it divided
the nations.” It is true Ireland sends representatives to Parliament,
but they are persistently ontvoted by English and Beotch members
on Irish matters. It is liferally trae that Ireland to-day, in every
matter of detail affecting her social wnd political life and existence,
is ruled by Englishmen and Bcotchmen. History tells us that at
firet she was ruled brutally ; bot I am oneof those who are glad and
proud tc 2dmit that there is to-day a large and rapidly increasing
number of Eoglishmen willing to do justice to Ireland (lond ap-
plause), but neither have they time to attend to her wants or the
knowledge necessary to uoderstand them (cheers). The Imperial
Parliament is overburdened with work, every day the pressure is
getting greater, and all thoughtful politicians acknowledge that
reform is necessary. The effect of the Union on Ireland was disas-
trous. She became pauperised and depopnlated : men of wealth
and genius quitted her sbores, drawn to the centre of government ;
and ber people, despairing and disaffected, were left a prey to des.
perate and designing men, OQue thing only has lived through it all
~—and that ig Ireland’s imperishable faith in the nltimate trinmph of
her nationality (loud applause), Sir, these are the facts of the pre-
seut political situation which, for everybody’s sake, we entreat Eng-
lishmen to face. Surely their common-sense must approve of some such
scheme as would be likely to relieve the Imperial Parliament of the
barden of a tagk it has neither the time nor the ability to accom-
plish, and that alone can be done by relegating Irnsh matters to those
whoalobe can be expected to understand them. L think I am justified in
gaying that I have now shown that the only comprehensible scheme
of Home Rule we can propound iz sonnd and reasonable, judged by
the test of cnmmon-sense ; but as & politician I am free to confess
that eommob-sense standing alone counts for very little in the politi-
cal world (laughter). T now come to the second question, Does
Home Rule appear reasonable, judged by the the test of political
philosophy ! The Federal rystem we propose is no new-fangled
plan; it ig a3 old as the earliest civilised titnes in history, From the
earliest timeg nations have been bound together for common interests,
yet so distinet in character, 1eligion, and race that they could
not be welded into one nation, To suit this state of thing Federal-
ism was inveoted, et Mr, Freeman, then, explain wbat Federalism
means, and io treating of this matter in his “ History of Ftderalism,”
the distinguished historian makes no allusion either to England or
lreland. “The Federal system,” he says, “requirtes a sufficient
degree of commaunity in origin, or feeling, or interest, to allow the
members to work together up to a certain poizt. It requires that
there shovld net be that perfect degree of comwawnity, or rather
identity, whick allows the members to be fused together for all pur-
peses,  When there is no community at all, Federalism is inappro-
printe—the cities or states had bebter remain wholly independent.
When community rises to identity, Federalism is equally inappro-
priate——the cities or ptates had better both sink into the comnties of

a kingaom. But in the intermediate set of circumstances Federsl-
ism is the true solvent. It gives as much union as the mermbers need,
and not more than they need.” I contend that the intermediate set
of circumstances My, Freeman here alludes to subsists in our case,
between Eogland and Ireland, and therefore I am justified at once
in saying that our proposal for self-government is reasonable in
theory, judged not culy by the test of common-sense, but also by
that of political philosophy (applanse). Then comes the question,
Is it reasonable, as having the sanction of success in other nations,
and even in the British Empire? The superabundance of evidence on
this subject is my chief difficnlty, Were I to deal with it fully T
should have to relate some of the mosi glorions chapters in history,
Let me quoute one or two instances from the past and present, And
to begiu at the begiuning, in ancient times the most remarkable in-
stance of a successful Federal government is presented to us by the
history of the famons Achman League, In the heyday of Greece
every city was a siate, but the fall of Athens necessitated combina-
tion for & common defence against Macedonia. But each state still
retained supreme power and conirol over its own local affairs, and
we have it on the testimony of Mr, ¥reeman that that system of
Federation arrested Hellenic decay for ages. In Medimval times
there is the case of the United Provinces of the Netherlands—an
instance of a number of communities so bound together by common
interests, yet so distinet as to prevent their being welded into one
nation : they were all united nander one Sovereign, with one army,
but each retainsd the comtrol over its own affairs. Thus did they
prosper and hold their country against Spain, when Spain was the
mistress of the world (applause). Bwitzerland to-day presents
another and notable instance of Federalism begun long ages ago,
and continuing to the present moment, though the differences
between the various cantons which prevented their being welded into
one nation were not half suv marked as the characteristics distin-
guishing England and Ireland at-the present day. Each Canton is
self-governed, while the General Government watches over the honour
and prosperity of them all (cheers). The most remsrkable instanece,
however, is that presented by the great Republic of America (lond
cheers). If is no part of my duty to explain or defend the Ameris
can Constitution, It bas its defects, no doubt ; but then I have
never heard of & constitution that was perfect. But the defects in
the Ameriean constitution appear to flow from ditergencies from the
principle of Federalism, Be that as it may, the fact atill remained
that Federalism in America has built up a great, free and nnited
nation (applause). Each State bas a Parliament of its own. with
supreme econtrol over local affairs, white Congress watches gver the
national welfare, De Toequeville says :~—* Every American citizen
defends the Union, because in defending the Union he knows he is
defending the increased prosperity and ireedom of his own BState.”
Bir, in 1814 Norway and BSweden adopted the Federal system, and
later still-—within the recollections of the youngest of us—Anstria
yiclded to Hungary, after a lopg, bitter and useless siruggle, the
same demands we now ask of England for Ireland, But those in-
stances that most directly appeal to an andience such as I have the
bonour of addressing are those taken from the history of the British
Empire itself. In each of these Australian Colonies the people
possess the full measure of Home Rule, and I have repeatedly asked,
and I now ask again, for some intelligible reasen why you shonld
refuse to concede to us Irishmen that which you acknowledge to
have been the source of your own prosperity and the cause of your
loyalty (loud cheers). What England hss granted to Australia
she bas also granted to Canada, I hold in my hand
a list of mo less than twenty-five portions of the Em-
pire to which England during the last fifty years has conceded
Home Rule, from Canada and Australia’ down to the little
Isle of Man. Aye, that little Isle of Man, only some seventy-five
miles in cireumference, is in possession of the fuil measure of Home
Rule which is now denied to five and a-half millions of Her
Majesty’s subjects in Ireland (laughter and applause). I may be
told that in none of these instances are the circumstances precisely
the same ag in Ireland, but then I kuow of no two instances in his-
tory that are precisely the same. Still, I think aoy impartial
man will admit they are sofficiently similar to show the
demand for Home Rule to be reasonable, judged by the test
of the experlence of other countries in other times, and of
the ~British Empire at the present moment (applanse),
Having established my first proposition, as to the reasonableness of
the demand, I will now proceed to show that it is a proposal likely
to prove advantageous when put into practice. As a firet proof, I
may point to the {nstances already quoted of its suecessful working
elsewhere, and it is for my oppunents to produce some intelligible
Teason in support of their contention, that what bas prodesed pros-
perity and loyalte in Australia and Canada is likely to bave a con-
trary effect in Ireland (cheers). As with a man. so with a nation, no
one can transact so well its business as itself. Unless a community
be mad, it must understand its business better than anyone clse
(bear, bear). Deprive 2 man of the right .of managing his own
affairs, treat bim as a fool or a child, abd what happens? If he sub-
mits, you turn hiw into a slave—you kill in him all genins, all
tatent, all enterprise, all energy, all interest in life, And so with a
nation. Treat a nation in the same way, and with no sense of re.
sponsibility left 1o them you may make the people recklsss. You
ruin self-reliance, you kill energy, and eaterprise, and industry, No
nation so treated hias evcr prospered. and yet that is the position
which you iosist on keeping Ireland in to-day. It cannat be said
thut we ave unfitted for self-government. It is acknowledged that
when Irelnnd was self-governed—sir, theiv own historians, every
man of them who ever wrote upon the snbject, admits it—she ad-
vanced in prosperity, and In the arls of peace, as she never did before,
and as she never has done since (cheers). During those glorions 15

years I have spoken of already—the records of those 18 years show it .

—Ireland presented to the gaze of the world and to the admiration
of posterity a galaxy of great men, whose names will live as long as
the English tongne (loud applause). From that day to this these
turbulent, disloyal and unruly Irishmen, who are said to be not fit
to govern themeelves, have gone forth from Irveland into the world to



