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mustrecognise this distinction. Our proposal is not communistic,
neitheris itrevolutionary. Itaims atdestroyingover-centralisation,
but it does not violate one single principle of theConstitution
(applause). Letmeconsider whether lam justified in saying that
the scheme is reasonable in theory. Inorder todo this,Iwill ask
myself three questions:First,Isit reasonable, judged by the test of
common-sense? Secondly, Is itreasonable, judged by the test of
political philosophy 1 And thirdly, Is it reasonable as having the
sanction of successful workingelsewhere at other times,and,indeed,
in theBritish Empire of to-day (cheers)? Sir, whatare the fapts ofthe present political situation ? Here we have two counties, asI
have already said, closely connected geographically and socially,
with many commonties,yetdistinct inhistoric tradition,inreligion,
innational instinct;speaking the same language, belonging to the
same empire, and tosome extentcomposedof an administrationo£
the sameraces, yetpresentingcharacteristics as distinct as any two
nations in theuniverse. Historically, Irelandis the elder. She canboast of having been a civilised nation when England wasbutabarbarous

'
province of the Roman Empire (laughter andcheers).

But,bir, long, long yearsagoEngland reversed the balance. Shehas
been great, and prosperous, and free, while Ireland has been poor,
andmiserable, and subject. Age after age,in the midst of unparal.
leled sufferings, the Irish peoplestruggled on for thepreservation
of their nationality and their freedom (loud applause). For oversevenhundred yearsIreland badaParliament of her own. True,it
was more or less subject,but still it wasa distinct Parliament. In
1782 Henry Grattan,backed by the IrishVolunteers, declared that"No Power on earth had aright to legislate for Ireland,,save onlythe Sovereign, the Lords and Commons of Ireland

"
(cheers),andlaid down the doctrine

— "
We know our duty toour Sovereignjand

we are loyal; we know ourduty to ourselves, andaredetermined
tobe free" (enthusiastic applause). In that happy day England
yielded, and for the short space of eighteen glorious yearsIrelandadvancedinprosperity with enormousstrides,andmade considerable
progressin the artsof peace. Buthistory tells us that a conspiracy
was entered into to destroy the liberty she then enjoyed. Tbe
scheme by wlich Pitt and Castlereagh effected their purpose has
been condemned andbranded as infamous by English writers of all
shades ofpolitical thought. Carried into effect by bribery and cor-
ruption,by violence andmurder,it is not strange that itshould ever
since have caused so much strife and proved so fruitful a source
of misery and hear;burning (hear, bear). Sir, one of tbe
leaders of the present agitation in Ireland has laid down
the doctrine that what is morally wrong can never be poli-
tically right (applause). Judged by that test the Union was the
highest politicalcrime and blunder of the century. From that lime
to to-day Ireland has been ruled by Englishmen and Scotchmen.Sir, itneeds no words of mine toprove the failure of the system a
system which has necessitated fifty-two Coercion Acts in the spaceof
eighty-three years,everyone of which deprived the people of some
advantages of the constitution ; which has caused half-a-dozenfamines, some four unsuccessful rebellions, and which now necessi-
taios a standing army larger than any England had in the
Crimea to fight Russia (loud applause). One of the acutest thinkexs
of thepresent day, Mr. Lecky, has said :— "Pitt'sschemecentralised,
but didnot unite;or rather, by uniting the legislatures it divided
thenations." Itis true Ireland sends representativesto Parliament,
but they arepersistently outvoted by English andScotchmembers
on Irishmatters. Itis literally true that Ireland to-day,in every
matterof detail affecting hersocial ■end politicallife and existence,
is ruled hy Englishmen and Scotchmen. History tells us that at
first she wasruledbrutally;butIam oneof those whoare glad and
proud to admit that there is to-day a large and rapidly increasing
number of Englishmen willing to do justice to Ireland (loud ap-
plause),butneither have they time to attend to her wants or theknowledge necessary to understand 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 depopulated:men of wealth
andgenius quitted hershores, drawn to tbe centre of government;
andher people,despairing and disaffected,were left a prey to des-
perateand designing men. One thing only has lived through itall
—and that is Ireland's imperishablefaithin theultimate triumph of
her nationality (loud applause). Sir, these are the facts of the pre-
sent politicalsituation which, for everybody's sake, weentreatEng-
lishmen toface. Surely their common-sensemustapproveofsomesuchscheme as wouldbe likely torelievethe Imperial Parliament of the
burdenof a task ithas neither the time nor the ability to accom-plish, andthat alone can be doneby relegating Irishmatters to thosewhoalonecanbe expectedtounderstand them.IthinkIam justifiedin,
saying thatIhave now shown that the only comprehensible schemeofHome Rule we can propound is sound and reasonable, judged by
the testof common-sense;but as a politician Iam free to confess
that common-sensestanding alone counts for very little in thepoliti-
cal world (laughter). Inow come to the second question, DoesHome Rule appear reasonable, judged by the the test of political
philosophy ? The Federal system we propose is no new-fangled
plan;itis as old as the earliest civilised times in history. From the
earliest time9nations havebeenbound together forcommon interests,
yet so distinct in character, religion, and race that they could
not be weldedinto one nation. To suit this state of thing Federal-
ism was invented, Let Mr.Freeman, then,explainwhatFederalismmeans,andin treatingof this matter inhis

"
Historyof Fideralistn,"

the distinguished historian makes no allusion either to England orIreland. "The Federal system," he sajs, "requires a sufficientdegree of community inorigin, or feeling, or interest, to allow the
members to work together up to a certain poi^t; Itrequires thut
there should not be that perfect degree of community, or rather
identity, whichallows the members tobe fused together forallpur-
poses. When there is no community at all,Federalismis inappro-
priate

—
the cities or states had better remain wholly independent.

When community rises to identity, Federalism is equally inappro-
priate—the cities or stateshadbetterboth sink into the countiesof

akingdom. But in theintermediateset of circumstances Federal-ism is tbe truesolvent. Itgives as much unionasthemembersneed,
andnot more thanthey need." Icontendthat the intermediatesetof circumstances Mr. Freeman here alludes to subsists in our case,
betweenEngland andIreland, and thereforeIam justified at oncem saying tnat onr proposal for self-government is reasonable intheory, judgednot only by the test of common-sense,but also bythatof political philosophy(applause). Then comes the question.
Isit reasonable,ashaving the sanction of success inother nationsandevenintheBiitish Empire? The superabundance of evidenceonthis subject is my chief difficulty. WereIto deal with it fully Ishouldhave torelate someof the most glorious chapters in history.Let me quoteone or two instances from the past and present. Andtobegin at the beginning, inancient times the most remarkable in-
stance of asuccessful Federalgovernmentis presented to us by thehistory of the famous Achaaan League. In the heyday of Greeceevery city wasa state, but the fall of Athens necessitated combina-
tion for acommondefenceagainstMacedonia. But each sate stillretained supreme powerand control over its own localaffairs,andwehave it on the testimony of Mr. Freeman that thatsystem ofFederationarrested Hellenic decay for ages. In Mediaeval timesthere is the case of the United Provinces of the Netherlands— aninstance of a number of communities so bound together by commoninterests, yetso distinctas to prevent their being welded into onenation:they wereallunitedunder one Sovereign, with one army,but each retained the control over its own affairs. Thus did theyprosper and hold their country against Spain, when Spain was themistress of the world (applause). Switzerland to-day presentsanother and notable instance of Federalism begun long ages ago,and continuing to the present moment, though the differencesbetween the variouscantons whichpreventedtheir being welded'intoonenation werenot half so marked as the characteristics distin-guishing England andIreland at-the present day. Each Canton isself-governed, while theGeneralGovernmentwatchesover thehonourand prosperity of themall (cheers). The most remarkableinstance,however, is thatpresentedby the great Republic of America (loudcheers). Itis no part of my duty to explain or defend the Ameri-can Constitution. It has its defects,no doubt;but then Ihaveneverheard of a constitution that was perfect. But the defects inthe American constitution appear to flow fromdivergencies from theprinciple of Federalism. Be that as itmay,the fact still remainedthatFederalism in America has built up a great, free and unitednation (applause). Each State has a Parliament of itsown. withsupremecontrol over localaffairs, while Congress watches over thenational welfare. De Tocqueville says :—

"Every American citizendefends the Union, becauseindefending theUnion he knows he iadefending the increasedprosperity and freedom of bis own State."Sir, in1814 Norway and Sweden adopted the Federal system, andlater still
—

within the recollections of the youngest of us— Austriayielded to Hungary, after a long, bitter and useless struggle, thesamedemands wenow ask of England for Ireland. But those in-
stances thatmost directly appealto anaudience such asIhave thehonour of addressing are those taken from thehistory of theBritishEmpire itself. In each of these Australian Colonies the peoplepossess thefullmeasureof Home Rule,andIhaverepeatedly asked,andInow ask again, for some intelligible reason why you shouldrefuse to concede to us Irishmen that which you acknowledge tohavebeen the sourceof your ownprosperity and the cause of yourloyalty (loud cheers). What England has granted to Australiashe has also granted to Canada. I hold in my hand
a list of no less than twenty-five portions of the Em-pire to which England during the last fifty years has concededHome Rule, from Canada and Australia down to the littleIsle of Man. Aye, that little Isle of Man, only some seventy-fivemiles in circumference, is inpossessionof the full measureof HomeRule which is now denied to five and a-half millions of HerMajesty's subjects in Ireland (laughter and applause). Imaybetold that innoneof these instancesare the circumstances preciselythe sameasinIreland,but thenIknow of no two instancesin his-
tory that are precisely the Bame. Still, Ithink any impartialman will admit they are sufficiently similar to show thedemand for Home Rule to be reasonable, judged by the testof the experience of other countries in other times, and of
the British Empire at the present moment (applause).Having establishedmy first proposition,as to the reasonableness ofthe demand,Iwill nowproceed to show thatitis a proposal likely
toprove advantageous when put into practice. As a first proof,Imay pointto theinstances already quoted of its successful workingelsewhere, andit is for myopponents to produce some intelligible
reasonin supportof their contention, that what has producedpros-perity and loyalty inAustralia andCanada is likely to have a con-
traryeffect inIreland (cheers). As with aman, so withanation, no
one can transact so well its businessas itself. Unless a community
be mad,it must understand its business better than anyone else
(hear, hear). Deprive a man of the right of managing his ownaffairs, treathim as a fool or achild,and whathappens? Ifhe sub-mits, you turnhim into a slave

—
you kill in him all genius, alltalent, all enterprise,all energy,all interest inlife. And so with a

nation. Treat anation in the same way,and with no senseof re-
sponsibility left to them you may make the people reckless. You
ruinself-reliance, youkillenergy, and enterprise,and industry. Nonation so treated hasever prospeied.and yet that is the position
which you insist onkeeping Ireland in to-day. Itcannot be said
that weareunfitted for self-government. It is acknowledged that
when Ireland was self-governed

—
sir, their own historians, every

manof them whoever wroteupon the subject, admits it— she ad-
vanced inprosperity,and in the artsof peace, as she never didbefore,
andas she never has done since (cheers). During those glorious ]"
yearsIhavespokenof already— the records of those ISyearsshow it—

Irelandpresented to thegaze of the world and to the admiration
of posterity a galaxy of greatmen, whose names will liveas long astheEnglish tongue (loud applause). From that day to this theseturbulent,disloyal andunruly Irishmen, who are said to benot fit
togovernthemselves,have gone forth fromIrelandinto the world to


