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PART II

Chapter XI: The 1874 Election ~ the contest.
(a) the natlonal iscue

The general electlion of 1874 preseante a much
mere stralghtforward pleture, with much less subtlety of
variation, than that of 1868. It wae the firet of many
electlione in which home rule wae the major issue: out of
Just under one hundred electlon addrecees published in the
prese by popular or liberal, se opposed to0 consgervative
eandidstee, 91 mentioned the tople of self-government.

65 gave it firet place, 15 gecond place, 8 third place,

and 3 fourth place. Virtuslly ne libersl candidates
ventured into direct oppesition to home rule; only Jonathan
Plm in Dublin and the O'Donoghue in Tralee 4id so without
any equivocatlon.(l) Cogon In Klldare a?g)thn two Kennedys
in Donegsl completely lgnored the issue; virtually
everybody else made soms pronouncement upon 1t, ranging from
total espousal to ingenicue evaslon. The nature of these
home rule pledgees begcocmes, then, a subject of prime importance,
and 1t 18 dlscuseed at some length below, but it is poseible
to seeert, in the first place, the salmoet total abeorptioen

of the electorate 1n the lesue of self-govarnment.

Denominatlonal education, ae the only one of the 1868 demands

1 Nation, 31 Jan. 1874; Freemsn's Journal 2 Feb.
2 §ation, 31 Jsn.; Frecman's ioufEiI 3% Jon., T Feb.
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to survive in ite original form, held the next place 1ln the
majorlty of eleatlon addresses; 20 gave it firet place, and

44 second. The amneety and land reform demsnde were the other
two maln issues, figuring 1an 64 and 63 sddresces respectively.
Of the minor leeuvee grsnd jJjury reform and the defence of the
pope flgured ?oet prominently, with & total of 22 and 14

1)
respectively.

The addrece of the average popular liberal
candidate in 1874 wae, therefore, one in which the home rule
ieegue wae placed firet; denominational education wae probably
placed second, and ammeety and land reform third and fourth.
It 18, consequently, unnecegeary for us to dwell in sny great
detsll, ae was done at the outeet in relation to the 1868
centeet, upon the rival clelms of the diiferent electlon
lecues. But equally important confllicte of another kind
demand analysle. /e hae already been remsrked, the
diseolution came ae & totally unexpected shoek to & home rule
orgenisstlion whieh stlll exleted mainly on paper; the Natien
wrote: 'In the wordes of Mr Butt, to eult the purposes of
party, the goverelgn hae been advised to steal a mareh upon
the publie opinion of her pcople.'(z) The abllity of the
home rule movement to cope with thie crlsle was the problem

1 There were also such hardy annuale ae rallway purchase
i ) 0
T T el SR TR B i
Shannon dralnage, and the eetabllshment of & roysl residence
in n-olanai {n D::ll.u :ho :uﬂ.nully modern lssue of eivil
pervice eslarlee & local importance. Irishman
7 Feb. 1874). ( ’

2 Nation, 31 Jan.
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which loomed before all elee; could 1t reap the harvest of

elghty seats 80 long prophesled by Butt and galn the

commsnding posltlion at Westmineter upon whlech ite chances

of @8 qulek succeer depended? The anewer to thls queetion

lay primarily in the selection of home rule candidates.
(b) The candldates.

The lesndere of the movement were not eo nalve as
to be totally unquestioning of the slncerity of some of their
newly-converted followere. In chapter A the prouinence which
wone glven to the lesue of parliamentary pledgee at the
conference in November wag coneldered at some length, and
the criterisa suggeeted by the Nation to the conetituencles
for thelr cholece of cundldetee heve alresdy beenm gquoted.

Had more time been given te the league, criticlsm of this
kind, coupled with the prsctiecal tests of hard organieationsl
camps igning, might have served te wianow the genulne from
the time-eerving. #e 1t happened, the dlesolution, coming
only two monthe after the conclusion of the conference, gave
the lengue lees than three weeke ln which to find elighty or
more candidates. The importence of thle one fact can
gcarcely be exsggersated; more than any other slngle cause,
the futility of the firet home rule parily stemmed frem the
hagte and the disorganisation of those hectic weeks, which
compelled the supoortere of the mevement to scramble
together ¢e thelr representatives & motley collection in



which the genulne was scarcely dlecernible from the

opportuniet. The Natlom recognleed the seriousneses of this
handleap from the moment of the dissolution:

Three monthe wee the emallest lnterval which, according te
general expectation, eculd intervene between thes announcement
of an lotended dlseolution 2nd the genersl slection. IN

theee three monthe the popular vote would hsve been rendered
omnipotent in Irelend. In thoese three montne the
conetituenclies from Antrim to Cork would have been organised,
home rule ecspdidates would have been selected, the
arrangements for battle concluded, =nd the influence and active
pover of the Home Rule Lesgue would have reanched every corner

of the land. (1)

In the same lesesue 1t added:

The home rule party which cur beet efforte, amidst thies storm
of confuslon, can aesemble, will, of course, number little

more than mit the force which a fair and true "appreal to the
country"” would bring forth. (2)

in an opening addreee from the league Butt warned the
constituencies; 'Thn_wark of yesre le comprec:ced for you inte
the next two naks.'(” fie wee only too unhapplly right.

Tihe candidates in the 1874 election ean be divided

into four malan categeries:

(1) eltting memberes of psrllsment who had been
elected se Lome rulere or who nad given the movemeat & long-

etandling euppert

(2) candidsates not previouely slected who had
been elmilarly tested in the lesgue

l Natlon, 31 Jan. 1874.
e hﬁ_:
9

ibid.
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(3) eitting members of parliament, elected 1in
1868 upon & liberal pregramme, who had only recently espoused

the home rule demand
(4) new aspirante to parliamentary honoure whose

antecedents were unknown or dubloue.
There were, in general, very few who cannot be classified in
one of thew categories. Conegervative home rule candidates
were virtually unknown. P. Hynee in King'es County sad General
Frencls Plunkett Dunne in Queen's County mlght be thue broadly
deccribed; nelther preesed the ccntest to the pell. In

Tralee Johnston Ruseell, a2 loyal home ruler of conservative

baekground, was unable to win the eonfldence of the pepulsr

party and retired in favour of the libersl home ruler John
Daly, ex-masyor of Oork. Lord Francle Meontagu, colleague of
Pe J. Emyth in the home rule interest in lestmeath, wae an

English coneervative who had lost his English geat ae a

consequence of his eonveresion to catholliciem, and he made hies
adheesion to home rule conditional upon his being allowed to
retaln his congervative outlook upon general politles; but as

8 catholle, and sg an eccentrie, he wae scarcely typleal and
had no reote in the early protestant conservatism of the
movement. Of thoee who had carried the conservative home rule
banner in the strugglee of the old aesociaticn, only John
Madden etood agailn in Monaghan; he wee again defeated, a defeat
which he ascribed to the disunlty of the catholle votere, the
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bulk of whom seem to have favoured the catholiec libersl
home ruler 7. lcllhan-(l)- King Harman, the moet prominent
gonservative among the founder members of the asgociation,
protecsted ln vain to Butt &t the influx of 'whig trincrl';(m
hie own name wae put forsard in several conetituenciees but

in each case he had to give way to rivale of a more liberal

(3)
complaxion.

The first of the four categorles listed above,
1.e., eitting membere who had given concrete evidence of their
loyalty to the homeé rule demand, eontalined oaly ten pcrnonn-(“
211 were re-elected, Pnlillp Callan belng returned in both
Pundelk and Loath to bring thelr total of successes to eleven.
But of thelr number only two, Callan and Shaw, had been elected
in 1868; the others had all been returned in subsequent home
rule by-electlion victories. In additlon to these two, twenty-
four other members of parliament who had been elected in 1868
or later ae liberale contested the 1874 election ae home rulers

of one kind or anothér, and of thelir number nineteen were

1 Msdden to Butt, 6 Mar. 1874, Butt MSS.

2 Natlom, 13 Jan. 1877.

3 Bowyer (Wexford Co) and Morrie (Galway City) had both
flirted with Disrsell lg the 1860's and in the liberal
elimate of the 1868 conteet had been denounced as
conservatives, but as cathollece and supportere of
denominaticnal education they can scarcely be clagsed as
coneervatives 1n the cense applled above to some of the
founders of the Home Goverament iesociation.

4 Ronmayne (Cork Clty), Shaw (Cork Co), Callan (Dundalk and
Louth), Henry (Galway Co), Blennerhassett (Kerry), Butt
(Limerick city), Browne (Mayo), Martin (death), Smyth
(Weestmeath), and Redmond (Wexford Bore).
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peturned. In the new party this group was the largest
pumerically and lan many ways the most influentlal pelitically,
and in considering the outcome of the conteet we will be
compelled to conelder in some detall the sincerity of thelr
econvereion to home rule.

of the candidatee who were not sitting members,
not more than & score were proved home rulers. Of these
nine were ohoud-(l) Three, Johneton Fuesell in Tralee,
John Msdden in Monaghan, and E. Re King Harman 1ln /Athlone
and in Weetmeath, were, 86 we have remsrked above, rejected
because of thelr conservetive leaninge. Three, the 0'Gorman
wahon in Fnnle, F. H. 0'Donnell ln Galway Clty, and Bernsard
0. Molloy In King's County, endesvoured with strong nationallet
becking to wrest seats from sitting liberal home rulers, but
were unsucceseful. Ome, J. Daly, former mayor of Cork, wase
defested by &n unashamed liberal in the O'Donoghue in Tralee;
ene, John O'Connor FPower, wxe defeated in Wayo by a home rule
oandidate of lege advenced sympethles. o less than
twenty-one were elected from the ranks of those candldates
for whoee support of nome rule previoue to November 1873
there 1s no evidence.

To gsummarise thls survey briefly: fifty-nine

menbere were returned for sixty seatg upon a programme which

s © Cla .

1 3*23‘1‘-’;152:"?2{...-2..“{ §o5" daiiives Puoathy, (EEsgbyfe).
(Msllow), Enois (Meatn), MeKenna (Youghal), and Nolanm
(galway Co).
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to a greater or leseer extent admitted the legitimacy of

the home rule demand. Ten of theee were sitting members

of proved devotion to the cause of eelf-goverument, and

nine were new membaere of simllarly proven loyalty. Nineteen
were libersls elected in 1868 whose open avowal of home rule
princlples dnted back no further than 1873, and twenty-one
were completely new members of dublioue antecedents, mostly
liberal in outlook.

The queetlon of the composltlon of the new party
ig one to whiech we ghall have to return. But enough hae been
eeld in thle lantreductory survey te point to a conelusion of
conelderable elgnificance. The vital conflict whiech the home
rule movement feaced in the genersl electlon of 1874 wae with
the veested lnterest of Iriesh liberalism.

(e¢) The liberals, the clergy, and home rule.

The recsietance of liberallem to home rule
exprescred 1tself upon two different levele, in the open
oppoeltion of wnionist liberal candidatee to home rule
nominees, and in the endorzement of liberal home rulers
over natlomsllet candidates of & more singleminded varlety.
The latter was by far the wmore common «nd the more important;
it wae, moreover, in thle conflict that the influence of the
eatholle clergy moet wade Llteelf felt. Nowhere in 1874 was
the participation of the clergy ae striking a feature of
politleal sctivity a8 it nad been in 1868. But if catholie
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priests were geldom found in direct opposition %o the
movement whieh s0 many of them had once viewed with
diecuiet - 1f, indeed, they were much more frequently in
eympa thetle aepociation with home rule candidates - 1t would
nevertheles: be wrong tc diemise thelr contribution as
uninfluentlal. In particlpating in the campe lgn for home
rule they made & eignificent contribution to the form in
which 1t develeped.
It 1e & etriking testimony to the power of the

| home rule demsnd that only rerely were lilbersl eandida tes
found 1u firm and open oppoeition to it. Of the thirty -elght
eltting liberal members of parllament who sought re-slection,
only twelve dld so without some kind of genern) endorsement
of the programme of the home rule oonfemnee.(lJ One of
them, T. MeClure, endeavouring tc retain hie seat in the
face of a coneervstive revival 1o Belfset, may fairly be
excluded from thie analyele. Of the other €eleven, we have
already remarked that only Pim in Dublin snd the O'Denoghue
in Trelee declared their opposition tc the league programme
more or less apcnl:.(a) £1l of them, even chief secretary
Chlchester Forteecue in Louth, gratefully udaf;jd the

formula of Gladstone in his Greenwieh sddress and

1l Oogan snd Fltzgerald (Klldare), 0'Rellly Deuce (Louth),
(Louth), Greville (Weetmeath), Herbert (Kerry), ©'Donoghus
(Tralee), Pla (Dublin Clty), Power (Wexford Co) and

MeClure (Belfast). (Nat 31 Jan. 1874 "i"‘mﬁ
31 Jaa., Mﬁgﬁ 28, 30 Jan., 2, 4, en "9 Feb.

2 Batien, 31 Jan., Ereeman’s Journal, 2 Feb.
&a

on 31 Janm .



pronounced portentously in favour of the establishment of
local boards to relieve, ia some unsepecifled way, the
precsure of buelnees in the imperial assembly. Only five
sltting llbersls, Bagwell (Clonmel), seivoy (Meath),

Gavin (Limerlek City), Barry (Cork Couaty), and Corrigan
(Dublin City) were unwilling to gemble upon even £0 slight
& ecompromiee, and retired gracefully rather than challenge
& publie opinion whieh they knew to be against thln.(l)

Of the eleven lleted above, only three, Cogan
(Kildare ), Herbert (Kerry), and the 0 'Donoghue were
re-elected. The flret two were large landowners with strong
famlly tlee in thelr respective countles, and in Tralee,
despite the efforte of Dean Maude, the C'Donoghue was
returned only by the nerrowest of marglas.

Coming, as it 4Ald, only seix yeare after
Gladetone's proclamation to IPeland of the unlonist
millenium, tq:_total rout of liberal ualoniesm ie the most
imvedin tely atr_;ln-ng feature of the 1374 election, and
incompa rably the wost remarkable achievement of Butt's home
rule movement. 1In 1874 home rule dectroyed liberal unionism
og o politiesl foree in Ireland, and ensured that the people

would nevepr again sccept anything lese than some form of

Ty m—

1 Nstion, 31 Jan. 1874, Freemsn's Jourusl, 28, 29 Jan., alse
Woodlock Diary, 26, 28 Jan. . 98-8011 for
@orrigsn. In Barry'e cece there wee ulgo another motive -
hie opposition to elerical polioy on educatlon. Sip

Rowlsand Blemnernagsett (Galway City), who had veted for
Gladstone's Universelty Bill, alec retired on thie latter

ground. (freeman's Journal, 29 Jan.)



nationalist party to reprecent them at VWectmlnster. Come
of the direct conflicts between home rule and liberallsm

gtand out as particularly noteworthy. The defeat of Agar
Ellies in Kllkenny Ocunty, where hls femily was universally

napootﬁl, waeg eepecially dcel&dmd by tne nationmallist
Prees. The defent of the sltting member Pim ia Dublin
City by the Lord Mayor Mourlce Brooks wae aled a esignal
triumph for the movement, eslnee Brooks nlmeseli, a protestant
who in epite of hie publle etotewente waes held by some of
the libera%;)to be &4 member of an QOrange leodge and a

freemason, wae unable to c?mmnd the unanimous suppeort of
3)
the olergy of Dublin dlocese. But by far the most striking

of theee direot home rule victorles wae tnat which took place
in Louth. We have alrendy remsrked that there were, in thile

election, few inetanceeg 1n which the cathollic clergy were to
bé found in direct opcoslition to the home rule movement; in
Louth alone, where the sitting llberszl membére, Chichester
Forteecus, outgoing chief seoretary, &nd the wealthy Matthew
0'Rellly Desege, were opposed by Phillp Callsn and

£+ M+ Sullivan, was the full force of epleccopal condemna tion
turned upon the home rule cendidates as 1t had been in the
firet conteets of the movement. /&t the vary outeet of

the campeign, the County Louth Independsnt Club had been

B P’.&H , 14 Feb. 1874.
§ Srecsents 1oifual’ §'PirtThi e 4458-s001.



formed, to campalgn for home rule 'as laid down by the
national home rule conference', denominational education

'‘as demanded by the catholle bilshops of Ireland', and fixity
of tonurt.(l) At the same time the clergy of the diocese met
and resolved not to eupport any candidate in any conetituency
in thelr srea who would not bind himself to the home rule

(2)
Progra mme . Fortescue, who reaffirmed his support for

Gladstone, and on the national question would only go so far
@ae to concur in those remarke of hls leader which referred

to 'the lmprovement and strengthening of local adminletration,
and to the provielon of greater facllities for the despateh of
overgrown Parlliamentary buninnss',(B) could scarcely be
aceceptable by thie eriterion, nor could O'Reilly Deasge, whoee
plens for the eetablishment of local boarde were diemissed by
the Nation ae 'twaddle' and ’hunbug'.(d) But Fortescue was the
eymbol of Gladetone's reforming poliecy in Ireland, and hils
return had to be secured at all coste If liberalism was to
eurvive there ae a political force. The ald of Cardinal
Mannlng wae enlieted, and both he and Cullen wrote with the
utmoet secrecy to the primate, Dr MeGettigan, urging him to
exert all hls influence upon Fortescue's behslf. Wwilliam

Moneell, now Lord Emly, but still seelduously lobbying for




the liberals, heard of these preparations from P. J. Keenan,
the Irish commiesioner for education:

The primate will write and this day too. The letter of
couree. Nr F. should get it posted on every gate and wall

in the counttta I gnd a long lettcrdrron hle grace today.
€8 in Dundalk d

sentinel dnd"oPuole Sandfnl SHEESSMSY, b0 do 22@ that even

in Dundalk Callan is sute to be defeated, a certain

forerunner of defeat in the county . Fiai, he adds, and a

second time, Flat. (1)
Ten to one might be laid on Fortescue, added Keenan, and the
same on Charles Russell in Dundalk.

Fortescue himself was lees optimietie, and his
proved the truer forecast. Dp McGettigan's letter wae not
even read ln all the chapele of the diocese; in those in
which it wae read, the obngrngptlon, according to the Netion,
roge and lctt-(z’ The clergy met in Dundelk on 8 February;
the primste repesated his arguments for Fortescue, but 'by an
overwhelming ma jority', sccording to the Nation, <. the
aeeembled prieste resolved to adhere to thelr original
resolution. The declsion of the clergy tarew the town
'en fete'. Four prieste accompanied Fortescue on hie
canvese of Dundalk,(“ but the gresat majority in the diocese
adhered to Callsn and Sullivan in the county, Callsa in
Dundalk, and O'Lesry in Drogheds. Callan subsequently

clalmed fifty out of fifty-flve prlests for home rule.

(5)

1 P.J. Keenan to Lord Emly, 2 Feb. 1874, sonsell MES, 8317.

2 14 Feb.

3 39 .,'14 Feb. The [goo-lg'o Journal, 9 Feb., has the same
report. The mlnority, acc ing to the Natlon, wae only
three or four.

4 Drogheds irgus, 7 Feb.
. Feh.




In direct opposition to their bishop the prieste of the
dloceee accompanied home rule candidates on thelr canvase
snd introduced them at after-maes ncetingn.(l) In all three
conetlituencles home rule was victorious. In Dundalk Callan
defen ted Charlee Ruseell, later Lord Ruesell of Killowen; in
Drogheda Dr O'Leary won a vietory over the wealthy merchant
Benjamlin Whitworth which surprised even his own supporters;
&nd Callan and Sullivan left Fortescue and Dease
ignominliouely defeated ian the county.(aJ

The Louth conteet wae in many reepecte the most
remsrkable in the entire election. Not only was Gladetone's
ehlef minleter in Ireland symbolically routed; the chureh,
making 1ite only frontal onelaught upon home rule, wase
repudlated even by its own parieh clergy. The movement
had indeed come far sinece 1870.

From what has been salid above it 1s obvioue that
¢lerical influence held no such commsnding poeition in 1874 as
in 1868. But if 1t exerted a less direct and monolithie
preseure upon national policles, it did nevertheless
elgnificantly influence the course of & number of important
conteste. Throughout southern Ireland in this election the

prieete ag & rule either held themselves aloof from the

1 Dro srgue, 30 Jun. 1874, 7 Feb.
2 iaiiog, 14 Feb., Freeman's Journal, 14 Feb. The figures werea
sullivan i.ﬁis
Callan 1,202

Fortescue 607
Deage 265.



struggle or exerted thelr influence in behalf of liberal home
rulere who were loyal to thelr educational demande. It was

by this latter method that the clergy made thelr most
important contribution; there were candidates like Shaw,

Henry, and Butt himself, who were enthusiaestliecally in favour
of general reform in additlion to thelr advoeaey of home raule,
but all too often an enthuelaem for denominatlional education
might be the subterfuge of the liberal, only half-heartedly
in favour of home rule. In such a contest, elerical sympathy
generally went with the libersl in poeseesion rather than
with the radleal nationalist. In Ennis, for example, the
eiltting member, Willliam Stacpoole, wae a typlcal example of
the 1868 liberal, seeking re-election on the basis of & last-

minute espousal of home rule; he had not even attended the
conference in the previous November. Both the Nation and
the Irighman were united for once in suegplelon of his
motives; the latter ridiculed the home rule utterances
of &8 member who had voted for coercion. The ececentric
Donal C. O0'Brien first took the field agsinet him, but a
etronger candidate being found necessary, the league for
once declded to intervene directly, and upon the motlon of
dartin and Galbraith the councll requected the veteran

(2)
O'Gorman Mahon to undertake the advocacy of home rule.

1 Nation, 31 Jan. 1874; ;:199?3 31 Jan.
2 Nation, 31 Jan., Irighman, F;b., Clare Journal, 2 Feb.



The celergy, however, remained faithful to Stacpoole; he wase
accompanied on canvass by the Reverend R. Fitzgerald, C.C.,
and in the nomination, at which Mahon wae proposed by the
local home rulers, Stacpoole was nominated by the

Very Reverend Thomas John Mae Redmond, D.D., president of

(1)
Klllaloe dlocessn college. A4t the poll the sitting member

was returned.

There were several simllar ceeses of clerical
partiality for sltting liberale of dubiocus natlomalist zeal.
In county Clare the contest wag conducted upon a pecullar
three-cornered basis. The sitting members were the liberal
8ir Colman O0'Loghlen, who had not attended the conference in

November but who now resurrected the nationalist prineciples
of hie youth for the beneflt of a new generation, and the
conservative C. M. Vandaleur, who had voted for
dieseetablishment; the third candids te wae Lord Francis
Conyngham, an active home ruler who enjoyed the full
econfidence of the loaguc.(m The three candidatee were at
great paline from the outeet to make clear thelr total
diesoclation from each otm:-.(” The clergy worked and spoke

from the pulpit for O'Loghlen, who had also the enthusilastic

1l HNation, 31 Jan. 1874. wMahon, ln additlon, does not seem
to have been regnrded as a strong candidate by the local

voterse.
2 lon, 21 Feb. He was the second son of the Marquese of

onyngham, oné of the largeet landownere in Ireland.
3 @lare Journal, 5 Feb.



(1)
support of the Freeman's Jouraal;  the ](ni.ihop wae reported
2)
ag favouring Vandaleur a& hle colleagus; t.hc(l home rulers
3)
worked for Conyugham snd dlstrusted O'Loghlen. But the

ballot had mede an anschroniem of lliberal conservatlves like
vandaleur; Conyngham goeined ground; he wae adopted by the
farmers' elube and at the nomination wae proposed by

the redoubtable Father Quam.u) 4t the last minute prilests,
liberale, snd home rulers united to return thelr reepective
candidates.

In the eingle-geat conetituency of Jthlone,
traditionally the carpetbagger's prey, no such compromise
wig poeeible. The sitting liberal, J. J. Ennlie, had formerly
enjoyed the confidence of the clergy, but ag an unashamed
camp~follower of Gladetone he wae repudisted by the
nationaliete. Seversl candidatee entered the fleld against
him, including the persletent D. J. Reardon, former member
for the borough, Edward Sheél, som of Gemeral Eir Justin
£he4l and nephew of Richard Lalor Shﬁal.(m «nd E. R. King
Harman. The Nation and the Irishman both supported Harman
ngalnut‘sh,_ﬁl: in the worde of t.ne Netion, 'the former ie a

well=known, well-tried, and thoroughly trusted member of the

L ro:. 1874, Freeman's Journal, &7 Jan.
e Feb.
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home rule party, a(\nd the latter is utterly untried and
1
utterly uakaown.' But the clergy retained thelr old

distrust of King Harman; & clerlcal meeting under the
chairmanship of Dr Gillooly, Bishop of 'r:lph%g5 repudiated
Zonle and endoreed Sheel, who wae returned.

In Mayo the eltting home rule member, George
Eklne Browne, who held George Henry Moore'e old seat, was
secure, but the contest for the second seat produced a direct
if impermanent cleriecal victory. Here John O'Connor Power,
& lecturer in 8t Jarlath'e College, Tuam, who had made a
marked impression at the home rule cocnference, entered the
field with the backing of the Irlishmsan, lettere of support
from Mdartin and Henry, and clalming the peresonal approval of
Butt hluolf.(” The elergy, however, distrusted Pfun
even the flercely natlionalliet Father Lsvelle could not be
charitable in hie ngard.(“ é/ meeting of the clergy of
Tusm, Killala, and Achonry, preesided over by Dr dscHale

himeelf, ap pear to have ignored Power's clalme; Thomas

1 Natlon,l4 Feb. 1874.

2 By the lowest poselble margin, one vote, after a disputed
result.

. B n, 7 Feb.

4 "My r Mr Butt', he wrote: 'You msy have often heard the

guestion put - “Who 1s thie Mr O'Connor Power?". I often
did but never could get an anewer. I am, however, now in
& position to tell you that he 1e the bastard eon of a

oliceman named Fleming from Co. Cavan, and a hous
:nintor by trade, who gn managed to 1ive on hie wite and

the gulliblility of othere and myeelf for years -!!!"'
(Lavelle to Butt, 12 Mar. 1874, Butt M88). Power never
seems to have cn;oyed the support of the Nation.

(m. 31 Jan.
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Tighe, a young eatholie landowner, wae lavited to etand as
Browne'e oolloaguo-(l)“ Power withdrew in deference to the
wishae of the clergy,(a) but hls supporters, and the advanced
party 1n the home rule movement, bitterly resented the slight
upon thelir most fluent apokeanan.(sj and Tighe 's electlion
being invalldated upon a technicallty, they were able in the
subsequent by-election to reveree the result.

In King's County, on the other hand, the coallition
of clergy &nd lilbersle was overpowering. Here the two sitting
membere were blatant examples of the liberal timeserver. Sir
Patrick O'Brien had attended the conference, and joined the
league in Ja:uury 1874, endoreing ite progremme before the
oloetoratoz( , David Eherlock condescended merely to

incorporeate & vegue endoreement of the home rule demand in

(5)
his election addrece. At the outset of the campalgn the
!ggégg(genandod the replscement of Cherlock #t the very
)
leasgt; neither candidate, it held, wae worthy in ideal
(7)
eircumetancee to be a natlional reprecentestive. Bernard O.
1l Natlon, 14 Feb. 1874, Irilshmsn, T Feb.
s B i're roal, 6 Feb.
3 Nation, 14 Feb., John Ferguson to Butt, 21 Feb., Butt MSS.
4 on, 31 Jan. 1874; Irieshman, 31 Jan.
- 2 obvious that the House of Commone cannot

eatlefactorily diepose of the accumulated business of the

nited Kingdom, and, belng convinced that the people o
grclond arg ooip.teﬁt tonsanagc thelr own affa r.? ."t

feeling that a large and Ilnfluentlal portion of my
constituente desire & domestlie government, I am prepared
to vote for "Home Rule"” in Irelsnd.' (Nation, 31 Jan.)

8 1ibid. .
7 4ibid., and 7 Feb.
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Molloy, & former papal esoldier whose membership of th.(luguo
1)

had the merit of some antiquity, adc(l;:aeed the county; (3)

other candidatee were W. A. ama?g, A« Wo Bilrmingham,

and the conservative P. Hynee. Molloy seems to have bu(m
5)

the candldate moet favoured by the home rule organisation.
But the Freeman's Journal wae wholeheartedly in favour of the

eitting members. Oherlock canvassed Banagher with two
of the local clergy; the parieh priest and curatee of
Pergonetown conducted him through their twn;(m he was
simllarly escorted in Tullamore, where he addressed the
electors from the chapel yard. WMolloy reminded them of hie
opponente' lneconeisteney on the principal issue of the hour,
but on the last Sunday before the poll the clergy throughout
the whole county called upon the peocple to vote for O'Brien
and Shsrluet-" The two liberal home rulers were elected.
Kildare wae the scene of a very eimilar diviesion.
The eltting membere, the Right Honorable %. H. F. Cogan and
Lord Otho Fltzgerald, were dlemissed as whige by the Natlon
from the outset.(a) A county meeting called by the loeal

tenante' defenne aseociation adopted C. H. seldon, @ Dublin

a 0 » 31 J.n' 137"
pan, 7 Feb.
", Jan.

*l&ion, 7 Febe.
I‘rce;nn'a Journal, 4 Feb.
.y F. B

Mation, 31 Jan.

O ~<~Ovabh e
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barrister and a small landlord, and Captain H. F. dorgan as
the home rule candidates. Meldon wre chosen on the
recommendation of the Very Reverend John Nolan, P. P.
Cogan wae refused a hearing. In the daye which followed
Meldon seems to have won conslderable liberal support,

(1)
lncluding that of the farmers and of the lrecman'e Journal.

A eleriocal meeting vrecided over by the Reverend Dr Kehoe,
P.P., adopted Meldon and Fltzgernld as candldates, the latter
on the ground that he wag a popular landlord. 4e for
Captaln Morgan, esld Dr Kehoe, he agreed with Father Nolan,
another clerie present, who had remarked that he wae not

the woree for beling a protestant, but he thought that:

h great Irish cathollc conetituency might get a better
candidate than an English protestant soldier, and at thie
erisis it wag of epecial importonce that ecathollee ghould be

eent to parliasment to wateh the ilntereste of catholie
educa tion. (2)

At the poll Cogan wae returned with Meldon.

& sufflelent number of casee have been cited to
allow the deduetion that in thos insténces, and they were
quite frequent, in which a liberal candidote who endorsed
home rule wae opposed by & nationallet of the new order,
the Freeman and the clergy were generally willing to accept
ag sdequate the pronouncements of the liberal, the Nationm
and the home rule organliestion quicker to questlon his
Blncerity. JIm Watsrford County £1ir John Esmonde declared

eeman'e Journal, 30 Jan. 1874; lon, T Feb.
Teeuwsn's Journal, 2 Feb. faklon, 7 Pe
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himeelf in favour of 'any well-deflined system which shall
(without endangering the integrity of the empire) tranefer
to Irishmen the menagement of purely Irish afrurl-'(lJ

The Nation called for hie rejeection ae a 'pure and simple

(2)
ministerialiet'; but tne Freeman thought nls reservation

3)
re-aelectlon. Not even thelir avercion to the liberal,

might be ros?rdod as 'supererogatory', and urged his

however, could enable the home rulere %o swallow his only
rival, Pearson Longbottom, an English carpetbagger of dubioue
origin and wonderfully comprehensive prineciples, and Esmonde
wae re-elected faute de mieux. In Tipperary the sitting
libersl, Captaln White, wae joined by the Honorable Wilfred
Q'Callaghan, son of LOrd Lismore, whose home rule declaratlons
were ecarcely more expliclt than those of Esnondn.(‘) But
here &8 in Waterford no sultable opponent could be found by
the loexl organigation in the short time avalilable. Kickham
&and hle sscoclates nominated John Mitechel, but the advanced
vote was divided by the intrusion of Peter Gill of the
fdvocate, and the mationalliet contribution wae largely

(%)
neguative. White wag shouted down in Thurles, but the

Freeman's Journal, ¢ Feb. 1874.

Fredmmn . your L
's Journal, 5 Feb.

@ Britieh purliament ls admlttedly overwelghted and
unable to discharge the te:{flnportant functions entruested
to it by the Wiatlon, and self-governuent for Ireland, and
the excluslve management of her own affalres, so far ass it
will not be lnconslstent with the lniegrity of the Unlted
xlnsnoa‘ ehell have my warm support.' (Matiom, 31 Jan.)

§ Freeman's Journsl, 5 Feb.
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elergy, meeting in Killsloe, adopted him with 0'Callaghan,
snd the two sere returned. ! A elmllar divielon took place
in Cork 2ity, whers Mitehel wee aleo unsuccesefully nominated
by the advenced party. The libersle worked for their eltting
reprecentative N. D« Murpany, whoee ecspoussl of home rule wue
1ittle more than & year old, and the home rulers for Joeeph
Rousyne. Ronayne would not coalesce with the Xltchel party,
but he wse eareful to dlesocinte himeslf froam uurpm.(m

In Wexford County, on the other hand, the two sitting
minleterlaliete had few adherente; lnterest centred upon

the choice of a colleague to accompany Cir George Bowyer, a
foraer representative who wee returning to politlieal life in
the home rule interest. The Nation and the Irishman urged
the claime of Qeorge Delany, a coneletent and sotlive member
of the lesgue who had been .lnvited to stand by the loeal
farmers’' elub-ts, But the olergy ohose the cheveller Keyes
O'nlery in hlis plsece, & cholee ascribed parcastically by the
Irishmen to the latter's expreseed determinatlon 'to restore
the pope to hie temporal muthority se £ocn se he gets inside

1 Freemen'e Jo 1, 6 ¥eb. 1874. g
e at éb. The result wae: Fonnyne (HR o017
—elast warphy (HR) 1,643
Goulding (Con) 1 191
Pim (Con) Q97

“itohel (Nat) '511
3 Irishesa, 31 Jsn., Natlon, 31 Jan.




(1)
the hall of &t. Stephen's.’ Bowyer and 0'Clery were

adopted F%J‘ county meeting @& the popular eandidates and

elected.

There were, of courese, eeverasl cases in which
the clergy were totally ldentifled with the aime of their

home rule conetituente. J. G. Blggar and %. G. Fay in

(3) (4)
Cavan, George Bryan and P. Martin in XKlilkenny County,

(S)
M. W. O'Rellly and George Errington in Longford, .
)
Mitchel Henry and GﬂptalnLNoln? in Galway County,
7)
R. P. Blennerhsesett in Kerry, £« Jo Umyth and Lord Francis

dontagu 1n Hletncath,(a, were all swept ilnto parliament

with enthuslastle clerlicel and in some cacee outepoken
eplecopal support, and the work of the parlsh clergy in
defiance of thelr blehop in Louth, Drogheds, and Dundalk

hae slready been mentioned. But even in eome of these cuaees
the clergy showed & preference for a certain type of
candldate. In Galway, 1t wlll be recalled, Nolan rather
than Henry had always enjoyed clerlesl support. After the
election Heanry wrote to Butt:

A few daye before the polling a vaet number of prieste

instigated I think by all three of the bishops went round
#nd begged the voters to plump for Nolszn - fearing he migat

7 Feb. 1874, Freeman's Journal, 4 Feb.
14 Feu.
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be left out. Darey plumped 495, Nolan 385, and
I had only 67. (1)

In Kilkenny and Longford Bryan and Q'Rellly had been elected
sg liberals in 1868; 0'Rellly declared hie 1life to be devoted
to the cause of catholle eduoatlon.(aj Errington, hils
colleague in Longford, wae & dletinguleshed catholic layman
and honorary eeorstary of the Catholle Union; Martin in
Kllkenay wae & barrleter of uncertsin origine. None eeem

to have been membere of the Howe Rule League: Bryan and
O'Rellly had attended the conference. The addreee of the
Blenop of Ossory, Dr Morsa, 1ln support of Martin 1la Kllkenny,
made no wention of home rule; at thie oriels, it declared,
it 1s moet lmportant that our cathollie people should have as

thelr representatives in parliament men able and willing to
defend our religlous a#p well &s our national intereet. Your

addrees, llke that of Mr Bryan, le most catholle, and esets
forth, ln no uncertaln terme, the popular prinelplee of thilse

ecountry. (3)
Thise amblvalence between the clalme of

denominationsl education and of home rule expresses much that
woag latent in the confliet between libersl and nationalist
home rulers. Home rule wee 'the one great object to which

&#ll our energlees should be dlrected’, declare?dgsaao Butt in

hie addreece to the electore of Limerick Clty; 'the Irieh

1 Heary to Putt, 20 Feb. 1874, Butt MSs.

5 SRS Rl T 458

3 bo eb .

4 1 s 31 Jan. He did, however, promise to agitate also

or franchiese apd grand Jury reform, industrialisation,
repeal of the eoercion acte, tenant right, denominational

educstion, and smaeety .
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platform 12 home rule and denominetlonal educstion',

snnounced the Freeman: 'Let no one get a vote who 1e not
A
in favour of these two principlee’ ) It is appropriate

that Butt's own constitueney should provide a final
illustration of thie taclt distinetlion. Hever agsin did
Butt enjoy the eupport of the advanced party to & degree ae

enthueisstic a# 1n thie election. John Daly, 'leader of the

(1)
nationaliste’, and later to become & bitter oritic of

the home rule party, espoke and worked for Butt throughout the

campa lgns

he defended the priscnere without fee or reward. He took the
parts of the prleste of Galwey when they were sssalled by
x“!‘ and he conducted the home rule conference with an

abi Liy whleh any xrm minleter might envy. The other
candidates oromleed everything whieh Ireland wanted - Af
necegeary, they would bleed for thelr country. But after

the electlon they would probably forget sll thelr promises. (2)

At another meeting he declared:

He wee & man of pesce, and would willingly lead them la the
fight for home rule, se he had led them before in time of

trouble and danger f.hun). (3)

¥. H. 0'Bulliven, Dsly, &nd others of the ssme persuaselon
toock part iln moneter torcnlignt processione and demonetrations
in Butt's interest; thoussnde of people marched ia trade
orgenlesatione &and h-ndn-(“ The olergy @and the liberales did

not, of courece, oppose Butt; they appear, however, to have

la BrsmeninTaad TRE.
1 JIrishmsn, 24 Feb. 1874.

2 Limerlek Reporter, 3 ¥Feb. /leo Irighmsn, 14 Feb.,

Itssssn's joursel, 30 Jun, 2, 4, sad S Feb.
3 jrishman, 7 Feb.

4 Eressan's Journsl, 5 Feb.
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taken little part in his campalgn, devoting themselves to
the cause of Richard O'Sheughnesey, a catholle barrister who
had made & special study of the educsation question, whose
claim to the second seat was ehallenged by seversl other
candldates, ineluding the conservative home ruler Sir Peter
Talt. o O'Shaughnesey found no favour among the advanced

party, and the rival partiles elashed violently one Saturday

(2)
night; but &t the poll he was returned with Butt and both

factione were eatiefled.
Bo far in thies section two geéeneral principles
have been advanced. Rarely, in 1874, did the catholic chureh
in Ireland put itself forwsrd 88 the opponent of the home
rule movement. In the one notable lnetance where a eatholle
blehop did thue intervene direetly, in Louth, he found
himself repudiated, not only by the electors, but by the
majority of his own parochial elergy. On the other hand,
the elergy could frequently exert a less direct influence;
where two or more home rulers were ln opposltion, or where
& sittlng libersl member who had lately endorsed home rule
Wae opposed by another home ruler, the clergy in a coneiderable
number of inetances threw their welght decleively upon the
8lde of the libersl. In this Way they added the power of

eleriecal opinlon to the forcees making for the preservation,

——

1 7 Feb. 1874, Limerick Reporter, 30 Jan.
ibid., g ' !

2 Feb.



under a new guliee, of the liberal character of the Irish
representation.

Mention must, however, be uade 1ln concluslon of
eome notable exceptions to thle rule. In some casee the
wieches of the elergy were ignored, and slternative candldatee,
usually of more advanced views, were elected. In Meath,
where Edward MoEvoy had retired from the representatlion
becauee of hle inabllity to accept the home rule phn,(l)
the ms jority of the clergy seem to have favoured a& the
colleagus of John Martin Alderasan P. P. MacSwiney, who
addreeced the electore se a 'lifelong repealer', prepared now
to accept the home rule plan as a eubautdtp.(a) The
Freeman slso acclaimed iacSwiney the 'popular' candidate;
hle succese, it commented, would be 'hailed by the catholie
party ag & veluable acceesslon to thelir parliamentary
rtu'e-.'w.J But Nicholas Ennie, & tenant farmer of the
county, wae the cholce both of hle claese and of the local
home rule auochnon.(“ MacSwiney had to retire,
recognising 'the danger to natlonallty and conseclience by
having four liberals in the rlold',w) and the clergy,

realieing that Martin and Ennls 'would be regarded by the

eeman'e Journal, 28 Jan. 1874.
€D«

.. »
ibid., 3 Feb.

ation, 7 Feb., Freeman'e Journsl, 3 Feb.
Trassmn'e Joursal, 4 FOB
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vaet me jority of the electors ag the most sultable and
eligible men', walved all personal inelinatione and endorsed
thelr oandidntun.‘“ In Galway Clty the clergy were able

to compel the retirement of Gir Rowland Blenmerhseeett, not
on account of his viewe upon self-government, which were
eomewhat indeterminate, but because of hle approval of

snd unrepentant support for Gladstone 's univerelty bul.(a)
They were unsble, however, to eecure the electlion of the
candidate whom they favoured ae hie successor, Frank Hugh
O'Donnell. Thie young lawyer, returning from London to
attend the home rule conference the previoue Noveaber, had
antagonieed many at that gathering by hie cutepoken reverence
for the imperialist treditlomn, but he had, in any caese,
conetructed hie political position at thie stage of hie
ecareer rather upon hie reputstion as an expert advoecate of
denominational education than a¢ & home ruler, and he arrived

(3)
in Galway armed with & testimonial from Cardinal Mannling.

But the former member for Gelway, George Morrie, whose
expulelon from the representation in 1868 wees dlecusced 1in

(4)
an earller chapter, now returned ae an advoesnte of home

rule and denominatlonsl education, and in the less

enthuslsetieally pro-libersl context of thlie election won

's Jou , 4 Feb. 1874.
.y BN, Feb.
Abid., 31 Jan.; & gaablt whilch drew sarcsstic comment from
the Jrishmen.
see above, chapter IV, pp.bT-YS,
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back hle seat. The other gitting libersl, Viscount
&t Lawrence, wae rt-cleotid-tl)

But by fsr the moet remarkable of theee
exceptionsal casee weeg that of Limerick County. Here the
elevetlion of Willilem loneell to the peerage ss Lord Emly
in December 1873 csueed a by-election whieh in the event
wae run off ag part of the general contest. The campalgn,
however, naturally commenced & full month before Gladestone's
declelon to dliscsolve parliament. Firet in the fleld was
Jamee Kelly, eon of John J. Kelly, & onetime member of the
Repeal A-nootauon.(a) But hls eandidature wae unacceptable
botin to the tenant farmers and to the natlonallste. The
former reecalled nle father's record aes an ovlctor.(g)
the latter were doubtful of the eincerity of nls home rule
pledges. He had only lately jolned the Home Rule League, and,
wrote John Ellard, one of Butt's most loyal eupporters in

Limerick, posseseed the support both of all Monsell's 'little
whige and eatellltee' snd of the Dublin Evening Post, 'enough

to damn him in my estimation #e & politielan';

The oplnlion here ie that he le & mere nominee of Monsell's
and the blshop, and that he hae been allowed to come forward
for home rule, which he makee a secondsry gueetion to

educa tion in hle address. (4)

1 S5t Lawrence's father, the Earl of Howth
polling day, the member for Galway aucc&t&;&aio. ‘2‘%}{13?

Ain the eneulng by-election O'Donnell wae thie time
succeccful, but wee subeequently unseated on the ground of
eleriesl intimldation. He did not re-enter parliament
until his electlon for Dungarvan in 1877.

2 Ellard to Butt, 23 Deec. 1873, Butt &s.
3 W.H. O'Sulliven to Butt, 24 Dee. 1873, 1ibid.
4 Hllard to Butt, 25 Dec. 1873, ibid.
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The Limeriek Fsrmers' Club met on 31 December,
“nd on the propoeal of Johnston Rueeell and dichael Ryam of
Bruree, two more of Butt'es moet active supporters in the
county, resolved to return W. H. 0'Sulllvan of Kilmelloex
free of expense-(l) 0'Sullivan wae a proegperoue tenant-
farmer and ho%tel proprietor, snd an exceptionally strong
candldate ilnsofar ae he poeeeeeed the sifection of both the
maln popular groups, not normelly noted for thelr co-operation,
the farmere, to whose class he belonged, snd the advanced
netionslliete, with whom he had close tiec, not least through
the long lmprleonment of hie eon #e& 2 suepected fenlan in
1867. Thie latter aseoclation, however, made him anathema to
elerieal suthority. Butt himeself seeme to have firet suggested
to O0'Sullivan that he should utlnd,(z, and 1n private the home
rule leader certalnly favoured him more than Kelly, and wae
confident of hie eucccas-(j) But the eelectlion of O0'Sullivan
woe met with unexpected recolve by the clergy. A meeting of
elghty prieete, under the preeldency of Dr Butler, bilshop of
Limerick, adopted, wlth only flve dlecentlente, a manifesto in
fevour of Kelly; the returnm of 0'Sullivan, 1t declared, would
be a dilsacster to home rule whleh would confirm the woret fears

of thoeeé who already suspected the movement to be no more than

1 0'Sullivan to Butt, 3 Jan. 1874, Butt MSg.

2 g to Butt, 24 Dee. 1873, Butt MSS.
; %ust“tnt?'al:ury. 3 Jan., 13 Jan., 'lﬁald. Butst M8, vol 114,

s 832.
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(1)
& cloak for separatism. The clerlical pronunclamento

preclpltated a struggle of extraordinary bitterness, 1in

wnieh rival mobse trequont%é)ola-ned and one of 0'Sullivan's
eupportere was shot dead. Botih sldee appealed repesatedly
to Butt for some public declaration of his support:(B, such
appeals were transmitted to the home rule leader, buelly

canvaeslng in the north and midlande of England, by his eon
Robert, with accompanylng advice to stay out of a dangerous

(4)
eontroveray. Thle wae the kind of advice which Butt wae

glzd to be able to take; to the request of Kelly's agent,
Jonse Blackall, for & statement he replied declining to be
drswn into correspondence eoncerailng the contest; to Ellard
he sent & ecopy of Blackall'e lotter.(S)

he thelr campalgn gathered way, however, the
eupporters of O 'Sullivan became confident that Butt'e
intervention would be superfluous. Ellard wrote:

You will not be asked agaln to interfere inm our election
and you should not do 80, we can win 1in a canter without
you, the blshop's manifesto notwithstanding.

The Limerick priests, he asserted, were not in fact

1 Natlon, 17 Jan. 1874. O'Sulliven, writing in this lssue,
denled that the minority at this meeting wae as small as
the figure quoted 1lu the preees and above.

2 Natlon, 14 Feb. 1874.

3 J. Russell to Butt, 30 Dee. 1873; 0'Sullivan to Butt,

4, 6 Jan. 1874; H« O'Shea to Butt (with elgnatures of John
Daly and others) 7 Jan. 1874; J.F.X. 0'Brien to Butt,
8, 12 Jan. 1874; and for Kelly, J. Blackall to Butt,
7 Jan. 1874. Butt ¥MeS.
4 R. Butt to I. Butt, 30 Dee. 1873, 5 Jan. 1874, Butt MES.
5§ Butt to Blackall, 9 Jan. 1874; Ellard to Butt, undated;

Butt MSE.
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unanimously in favour(gg Kelly, while the Cashel priests

supported O'Sulllvan. Protolta(hnd gtopped the reading
2)
of the manifesto in some churches, and the archbishop of

Cashel, whlle deeclining to lantervene on the ground that he
could not oppose Dr Butler, had admitted that out of thirteen
parishee in the Limerick part of hle dlocese, twelve were

for 0'Sullivan, the odd one being Kelly's own parieh

(3)
priest. The farmere' club met again snd reaffirmed 1te

support for O'Sullivan; by a majority of 28 to 17 it decided

to leave the 1seue as bo?ucen Kelly and Eynen, the sltting
4)
member, to the elsctore.

With O'SBullivan obviously gsining ground, the
elergy began to look for a way of retreat. BSynan telegraphed
to Butt asking him to recelve a deputation from the bishop

and clergy to appeal to him to etand ae a compromise
(5)
candldate;

The psrtlies who accepted & candidate without consultation
with the pecople regret what they have done.... The advanced
seection of the home rulere having proposed Mr O0'Sullivan

I belleve ag & protest agalinet dictatlion may be iInduced by
you and the council of the league to wltndraw him in your
favour. If mattere proceed ae at present, all moderate men
and all eccleslastice tell me they will despalr of any good

from home rule. 6)
48 to Kelly he would be abandoned by the priests

at & moments notlce. In fact he ie & mere puppet snd you

Ellard to Butt, undated, Butt MEt.

Ellard to Butt, ;z Jan.1§$1" Butt usc.

Ellard to Butt, O Jan. Butt ¥SE; Irlshmsn, 21 Feb.
Freeman'e Jouraal, 2 Feb. . irleheia,

Synan to Butt, 6 Jan., Butt MSS.

gynan to Butt, 9 Jan., Butt u8s.

OV B N
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muet regard him as nothing more.... The contest here had
sesumed two mepecte, one of divislon between home rulere -
the other of a flig: of claee against claee, and both are
egqually fatal to cauee . (1)

Butt, however, while unwilling to come out
openly on O'Sullivan'e elde, was not eo gullible as to allow
himeelf to be used to extricate the whige from an untenable
position, snd in the proceee of so doing to leave the clty
open to & elmilar econfllet. The three candidates went %o the
poll amid tremendous excltement, and the result wae a crushing

defeat for the clerical nominee:

0'Sulllivan 3,521
Lynan 2, 856

(2)
Kelly 995.

The conteet in Limerick County, however, wae in
no sense typlesl of the 1874 election: it wae rather the
exception that proves the rule already stated - that a
candlds te of libersl background, and clerlcal support, who
woe prepsred to make some conceeslon to home rule feeling in
his publie etstements, wae usually able to overcome the
opposition of & poesibly wmore genuine homé rule candidste
who had little meore than his natloneliem to recommend him,
even where the latter had the more or lees offlelal support
of the home rule organiesation. The liberal home ruler

represented in & sense an effort to prolong pre-1870 political

1 Synan to Butt, 10 Jan. 1874, Butt uSs.
2 HNetloa, 14 Feb.
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techniques into a new era; the advanced home ruler like

O'Sullivan, on the other hand, wag entirely the product of
the nationalist ceonflict:. The latter wse to triumph under

Parnell; for the moment the former was able to preserve a
eemblance of hie political oligarchy. Limerick County
ehowed the power of arbitration which sn active home rule
organieation eould hold throughout the ccnstltuenclee, but
ite current national leader would not, a«s he considered,
stoop to exert thet latent etrength. O'Gulllvan'e vietory,
the exception 1in 1874, loocke forward to Parnell's historie
intervention in Ennie in 1879.

(d) Uleter

This chapter hae been concerned largely with the
individual conteete in thle election. Different inetances
have been cited to illustrate some conelstent princliples.
In the next chapter we shall endeavour to draw these strande
together, and to analyee the result of the contest ag a
whole. But before doing &0 paseing reference must be made
to one sepect of the electlon eo far neglected. In the
ghaptere dealing with the 1868 electlion, it will be recalled
that & sectlion was devoted to the conslderatlon of the
reactione in Ulster to the lesuee of that contest. Thie was
appropriste enough elnce in 1868 the same lesuee were at the
forefront of politieal controversy throughout the whole



ieland; Uleter as much as the south waes aroused by the churech

isgue, and the liberal viewpolnt wage not without an active
body of supporters, albelt a minority =and largely confined to
the catholice and a gectlion of the preebyterlans. But it is
perhape not too much to say that 1868 was the last contest
in which the politiesl divislons of the rest of the country
reproduced themselves insilde the northern province.

The explanation for thile state of affaire in
1874 4id not lle in any dearth of politicsl activity in
Ulster. Of her nineteen conetituenclsec, no lese than
seventeen were contested at the poll, compared with only six
in 1868. But hcme rule csndidstee figured in only two of
these contests, in Cavan and in Monaghan. In Monaghan John
Madden, who, it will be recalled, addreeced the county in
1871, and P . Mackahon, whose name had aleo been canvaseed at
that time, both stood agaln in the home rule interest. The
catholic voters tended to favour Macushon more than the Oﬂ?ﬂ
home ruler, and once agaln Madden wae compelled to withdraw.
In the poll the two conservatives, John Leellie and
S« E. Shirley, were clocf.ed.(m In Caven & sweeplng home

rule triumph, claimed, lncidentslly, for the liberal party
(3)

by the Derry Standard, woe won by We G. Fay and

1 Madden to Butt, 6, 12 Mar. 1874, Butt &&L.
2 Leelle 2.491

ghirley 2,417

dscManon 2.105

3 Percy Gtapderd, 4 Feb-
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J. G. Blggar, at the expense of the liberal-coneervative

E. J. Saundereon, who had reprecented the county elnce

(1)
16865. But Cavan wae escarcely typical of Ulster

constituencies; 1t possessed a large catholle population
organieed, unlike that of Monaghan, vigorously and

unanimouely by the loeal elergy behind two agreed home rule

(2)
candidates. The nomination pepere of the two home rulers

were signed by the blshop, Dr Oon?ty. the vicar-general, and
3)
the viecar-forelgn of the dlocese.

But home rule held no place as an issue in the

other Ulster contests. Out of forty~-taree election addresses
(4)
examined, only two, thoee of Bigger and Fsy, supported 1it.

John Leelle 1? Monaghan expressed his doubte ae to zg:t the

5)
phraee meant; R. P. Dawson gg?ndonderny County), (8)
Lord Claude Hemilton (Tyrome), (Q)Tnomua Conolly (Donegal),

and Lord Crichton (Enniskillen) were gure it meant
something subversive of the constltution. The larguie of

(19)
Hamilton, in Donegal, and Willlam Ynltworth, in

Fay 3,229
Blsg&r 3. or9
Saunderson 2,310

Nation, 7! 14 Peb. 187‘0
;EQemng'a Journsl, 4 Feb.
%ee undble to trace the addreeecee of Yadden and MacMahon.

Belfaet Newe-Letter, 31 Jan.

B??;i'EEEEE?FET'!B'Jau.
., lﬂo
ibia.
gt Newe~ er, 2 Feb.

Jan.

’.—l
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(1)
Newry, expresced & vague sympsthy with the vaguer

proposal to establish loecal bosrde in Ireland to lighten

the work of parliament. The other candldates 4id not
conelder 1t necessary even to refer to the agltation. The
feeue in Uleter wee that of liberal policy in Ireland, with
especlal reference to the lend. The natlonal tement right
conference, sttended by such members of parlisment ae
Willism Johneton, Thomse NeClure, and Phlillp Callan, and
such other publle filgures sae the Reverend Willism Johneton,
Moderator of the Genersl fesembly, J. Go Blggsr, and Charamsn
Orowford, wae in seesion in Belfesst &t the end of :amnry.‘m
and the lseue of tenant-right remsined at the forefront of
controversy in the ms jority of the contests, especlally
thoese in the counties. 4+ coneldersble nuaber of the
conservative enndldstee, in sccordance with immemorial
custom, confined thelr public statemente to & terse
re-ssepertion of thelir loyslty to the protestant constitution,
and thelr hstred of Gladetone and all his worke - eepeclally
his experimente with educstion; but amonget thoese who
gpecifled thelr politiesl policlies to sny extent, two-thirde
placed the land queetion flret, end in moet casee grand Jjury
refore second. Some cendldntee, notably J. &+ Crawford in

pown, J. W. Ellleon @scartney in Iyrone, K. Smyth in

€ 's Jo » 21 Jen. 1874.
Jan.

W)
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(1)
Londonderry County, and F. %. MacBlalne in Armagh,

etood almost eéxclusively upon the tLepant-right programme,

and three of them, the coneervative Macartney and the liberals
Emyth and Crawford, were thue able to win eeate formerly in

orthodox conservative hande. At the end of the poll Ulster
wag represented by 19 conservatives, 1 tenant-right
coneervative, 7 liberals, and 2 home rulers, compared with
26 conservatives snd 3 liberals in 1868. Libersliem, on the
defenslve throughout the rest of the country, had still some
grounde for eatiefaction with its performence in Ulster.
But home rule, whiech had once called =0 enthuslastically to
the protestant conservatives, had been able to penetrate no

further than the southernmost county of the province.

1 Derry Standard, 31 Jan. 1874; Freemsn's Journal, 14 Feb.




Chapter XII
The 1874 election: the home rule victory

The election resulted ln what the natlonaliste

¢laimed as & eweeping nhome rule victory. R. B. O'Brien,

in his life of Parnell, followed the majority of the
nationalliet newepapere in clalming fifty-nine seats for
home rulo.(l) Thie estimate would have produced a result of:
home rule 59
coneervatives 32
liberals 12.
But in the definltlion of & home rule member, the criterion
sdopted, l.e., his having endoreed the home rule demand
during the election, begs the entire queetion. The Natlon
claimed eixty home rule victories, lncluding 1n ite llst
Sir John Eemonde, member for Waterford oount:;(a, gome
liberal papere, on the other hand, elsesifled the ma jorlty of
the home rule memberes se¢ libsrsale; some coneervative journals
claimed George orris (Galway Cilty) for thelir pargy.(B) No

final anewer hae yet been glven to thls moet obvlioue of
questione: how meny home rule candida tee were elected

in 18742

1 R. B. 0'Brien, Life of 0. 8. Parnell (3rd ed., 1899)
vel 1, p. 69.

2 Hetl 21 Feb. 1874.
3 %B{E.i’ld feb.
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In endeavouring to answer thie gueetion, 1t 1is

necessary flret to reiteratec one polnt. It has been
repeatedly etreseed above that there wae no home rule party

in the election: few candidates had the officlal support of
the lesgue, and lte endorsement woe in no way ecsential as
& ceriterion for acceptance in the conetltuenciee. The
m& jority of the home rule candldates fought virtually ae
lndependente. Thls initial fasctor compele us to adopt
different teste from thoee of today in aeceselng the size
and homogenelty of the howme rule reprecentatlion.

in the lagt chapter we divided the home rule
candldates lnto four typee:-
(1) sitting mewbers of proven loyalty to home rule
(2) new candldates who had eimllaply demonstrated their
elncerity 1n the organisation

(3) sitting liberal membere of more recent converslom to

home rule

(4) new candidstees of dublous origin with no record of
pervice ian the home rule movement.
Let ue now, in an effort to anewer the cuestion posed above,

apply thece same teete Lo the elxty nome rule members claimed
(1)
by the Nation.

1 The number of membere waeg actually 59, Callan be
lieted twlce as gtated above. For the full liet of the

eixiy seuv clalmed and their representatives see
sppendlx i



Ten fall immediately into the first category:
Ronayne, Shaw, Callan, Henry, Blennerhassett, Butt, Martin,
Browne, Smyth, and Redmond. Of these, P. J. Smyth had
@#lready given clear indicatlon in publie controversy with
the leaders of the movement, of his lack of entunusiasm for the

federal progrannet_H_ fﬁ (};\jj

?Bﬁfbr the newcomers to thles parliament had
already demonstrated their loyalty to nhome rule by service
of one kind or another in the assoclation or the league.

Thece were: Blggar, Conyngham, O'Leary, Nolan, O'Sullivan,

\ (1)
Sullivan, Ennls, MacCarthy, McKenna, and Bowyer.

The new périy thus had a nucleue of at most
twenty membere upon whoee loyalty it might with any confidence
have relied. The other thirty-nine were doubtful quantities.
Nineteen of them had held egeate in the outgoing parliament;
one of them, Charles French, had been elected the previous

June, at the age of twenty-two, ae & llberal home ruler in

1 In claseifying these members I have erred if anything on
the side of generosity, accepting long-etanding membership
of the Home Government Aesoclation as evidence of sincerity,
an expectatlon which might appear ressonable but which wae
not alwaye borne out. §Sir George Bowyer jolined the
association in Oetober 1871 and ie included in the above
liet; returned to parliament in 1874 he sat habitually on
the conservative front benchee and usually accepted the
government whip (Natiom, 21 Oet. 1871). But any sueh
apparent generoslij'ﬁr!aes from my desire to endeavour to
estimate the etrength of the home rule party as 1t appeared
at the end of the general election of 1874, not ag it seems
to a later observer who knows the history of what followed.
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Roecommon -~ the other eighteen had all been elected ae
liberale in 1868. These were:

N.D. Murphy (Cork City) E« J. Synan (Limerick Co)
M. Downing (Cork Co) J. Brady (Leitrim)

Eir 0. 0'Loghlen (Clare) M. W. O'Rellly (Longford)
W. Btacpoole (Ennis) K. Digby (Queen's Co)

Lord St Lawrence (Galway Boro) E. Desse (Queen's Co)

Sir J. Gray (Killkenny City) The 0'Conor Don (Roeecommon)
G. Bryan (Kilkenany Co) D. M« O'Conor (8ligo Co)

Sir P. 0O'srien (King's Co) Capt. C.W. White (Tipperary)
D. Sherlock (King's Co) Sir J. Eemonde (Waterford Co)

Let ue examine, a little more closely, the degree to which

theese people had ldentified themeselvee with the home rule

moveméent.
Six of them, O'Loghlen, Stacpoole, St Lawrence,

Sherlock, White, and Eemonde had not sttended or even held
tickete for the home rule conference lege than three months
previocusely. One of them, Captaln White, had offered the
death of hie father, Lord Annaly, on 3 September, ae the
resson for his absence; 'You know my viewe', he wrote to

Butt:

'and I can only hope that a wise and prudent course of action
mey benefit the country ln whose proepecte and dearest
interests we are all so deeply concerned. (1)

1 White to Butt, 14 Nov. 1873, Butt wss.



In his election addree:s he had promiced to support:

the proposal for such & federal arrangement se will glve to
an Irish parlisment the management of excluelvely Irish

businees, without detracting from the juet influence of the
imperial leglelature. (1)
He doee not appear to have been & member of the league .

Of the other five, O'Loghlen had represented
Clare as & liberal eince 1863, never previously feellng 1t
lncumbent upon him to support the home rule sgitation. The
taint of whiggery clung to him, eald the Irluh:nn.(a,
Stacpoole had nelther attended the conference nor joined
the league, snd in the eleotion had been opposed, it will
be recalled, by one of the few cendidstes directly sent
out by the lesdere of the movement. £t Lawrence had never
previousely shown any suppeort for home rule; in hie address
he did not directly endorse the lesgue programme:
I advocate that Irieh affalrs, as spart from those of [mperial
intereet, should be managed by the Irlesh people themselves,
through their chosen representatives, in their own country. (3)
The last two, Sherlock and Esmonde, were probably the least
relisble. - Sherlock's pronouncement upon the guestion will be
recalled:

It 1e obvious that the House of Commons cannot satisfactorily
dlspose of the sccumulated businees of the Unlted Kingdom,
and, belng convinced that the people of Ireland are competent
to manage their own affalrs, and feeling that u large and

1 Nation, 7 Feb. 1874.
2 ﬁ'i_;i'_-;g | R o
3 man'e Journal, 2 Feb.

Free
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influential portion of my constituente desire a domeetic
government, [ am prepared to vote for "home rule” in
Ireland. (1)
Eherlock's gusrded endorsement of home rule, coupled with
hls record of esubservience to the liberal whip, had led the

Nation and the local home rulers to agitate furiousely for

hle removal; he ‘ought not to get a vote {rou any patriotie
2)
elector in the county', wrote the Nation, and 1t wag the

support of the loeal clergy and of the freeman'es Journal

which had suoceeded 1n returning him over the home rule
candidate Molloy. #e for Eesmonde, he can scarcely be accused
of ineslnecerity, having msde hle attitude guite plain during
the election, and belng now ilnecluded in the liet of home
rule members only by an enthueiastle etreteching of the
ipagination on the part of the nationaliet prees. Diemiseed
by the Nation during the campalign as a 'pure and simple

(3) (4)
minieteriallet’, but supported by the Freeman's Journal,

only the paralysing shortage of candidstes had permitted him
to escape the active opposltion of the home rule organieation.
Of these elghteen liberale, the other twelve had
elther attended or held tickets for the national conference
in the preceding November. But even smonget these no
sbeolute loyalty to the league programme, let alone to ite

%E_H_g, 31 Jan. 1874.
., 7 F‘b'

ibia.

Ereemsn's Journsl, 5 Feb.

Bl e



leaderenip, can be assumed. None of them had given any

etriking evidence of thelr enthuslaem for the movement in
previoug years; in Gray alone, a timid and ponderous

lndividual, had time glven sny evidence of a rationally

developing attitude. Murphy had been induced to express

eymps thy with the movement by Ronayne's election ae his
ecolleague in the Cork City by-election in November 1872,

but he had diescclated himeelf from the maneety movement in
the end of the previous decade and wee disliked ae a whig
both by the nationallete of Cork and by hie own collcasuessl)
He had declined to eign the reguieltlon for the home rule
conference because of hle doubts ae to the feselbility of
the federsl scheme, and at the conference had urged an
adjuetment of the union to incorporate the beet pointe of
rcdcralisn.(e, MeCarthy Downing had mede an enthusiastie
declaration ln favour of home rule at the conference, but it
will be recalled that he wae suepected by Butt and his
latimates of having endeavoured to uee hir eccleslsstical
connectione in an effort to take over the leaderehip of both
the home rule snd tne tenant-right manment.a;(” he had

opposed not only the impoeltlon of a psrlismentary pledge,

1 Ne , 31 Jen. 1874; Ronayne to Butt, 27 Nov. 1872,

ﬁu& WO .

2 oOconference proceedings, pp. 111-13.

Yy J« geell to Butt, J.B. Kennedy to Butt, 14 aspr. 1873,
Butt MSS; Butt to Callan, 16 Sept. 1873, Butt M85, vol 11,
45 831. See also above, Chapter X , pp.asky .



but even the proposals for the holding of periodie national
conferences and for the prior consultatlion of home rule
memberse of parliament before the introduction of a bill by
any one of thelr number, and he had urged thst they should
be bound to vote together only 'when it shall appear %o them
calculated to advance the cause of home rule and the general
interecete of Irolnnd.'(I) George Bryan had given no sign of
active esupport for home rule before the conference, but 1in
hie election addreee he declared himeelf fully pledged to

(2)
ite progromme . 8ir P. 0'Brlien had only jolined the Home

(3)
Rule Lesgue in Janusry 1874. Synan wae another who had
bitterly oppoeed the 1dea of a parllamentary pledge; the
pledge of 1852, he snild, 'wae intended ae & substitute for

charascter, feiled as a check, and produced the porjury':(
4)
the plan of periodiec conferences he =leo thought absurd.

Brady had not spoken &t all at the conference: hie sole
reference to the topic of home rule in hie addrees to0 the
electore wag hie observation that thelr new power, 1f uesed
with judgment and discretlon, would lead to thelr future
progrese and soelsl advancement - evén 0 home rulo.(SJ

The protests of his constituents compelled him to add a more

(6)
formal endorsement of home rule by telegraph. O'Rellly,

1 (Qonference groccodig.a, pp. 1823,
a .‘1 » 7 F.b' 1 L

3 %B':.'d'gg., 31 Jan.

4 E, PO 163"40

ference
e Feb. 15740
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who wae a prominent member of the Oatholle Union and devoted

most of his attentlon to educational gueetionse, had also
Shown no previoue interest in home rule and does not seem at
any stage to have been & member of the league. At the
conference he supported the plea of the U'Conor Don that the
maximum amount ofll,.atundo ghould be allowed to the home rale

repreecentatives. In the o?:.nlon of %+ He 0'Sulliven, he
2)

wae only & 'mock home ruler'. ©f the two O'Conore the
younger, Denie, member for E£ligo County, had given & 'ocordial

(3)
adherence' at the conference to the full federal programme,

but hnie elder brother had been the chlef spokesman of those

1ibersl oritiee of federallem who sought that complete
freedom of interpretation should be allowed to the
protagoniete of the home rule demsnd; hls epeech at the

conferenee hed brought down upon him the critlcisme of Butt

and Sulllvan, and thelr exchanges ?ad beéen reckoned among
4)

the moet cruclal in that sseembly. Even the Freeman
deecribed =g 'guarded' and 'mot esey to psraphrase' his

promiged resolve:

to support any scheme which would, conelstently with the

preeservation of all Justly reeognised righte, coufer on my
eountry the inecetimable benefite of resl gelf-government. (5)

donference eedlngs, p. 92.
'ST%u"IIIvm to Euﬂ, h’mc- 1873, Butt mes.
conference proceedings, p. 124.

id., pp. 81-91, 94-9.
gﬂm 30 Jan. 1874; Nation, 31 Jan.

DI Wl o
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Of the two representatives of Queen's County, Digby and
Dease, Digby had distinguished himself =t the conference by
hle carpings at the projected revival of the Irish House of
Lords;‘lj in the past he had endeavoured to substitute for
the old Home Coverament Lseociation a body of a more libersl

(2)
character. Dease had expressed himeelf at the conference

(3)
with much wmore enthusisem, but hie support was subject to

& qualification of snother kind. 4t the dlesolutlion of
parliament he nad been extremely snxloue to retire from
publlic 1life, and had gone 60 far ae to draw up hie farewell
address. [t was only the pleadinge of the Independent Club,
unable to find & substitute a2t guch ehort notlice, which
prevalled upon him to change his mind, on the understanding
that he would not be able to give his full time to his
parlliamentary dutics.(4, Hie constltuents appear to have

been uneasy about the slncerity of hie home rule principles,

a dlsquiet which would have mounted hed they known (5
' )

J« . Dease's version of hie cousin'e relationship to them.

cnference oceediags, p. 61. 2
see sbove, Chapter Vill, pp.171-%
Conference grncozgtnga. pe 144.
& o Re. or, 21 Jan. 1878; R. Lalor to E. Deasce,

€4 Jan. 1878; Lalor wsi, B8566.
'I know not what nie friende will expect of him in Gueen's

r how far he will be prepared to go when the time
33.23....' (Jeh« Denée to Momsell, Undsted, 1871). See also

hie refueal to hie cousin to 'nibble' at home rule

(Joﬁo Deaze 10O E. D..‘.. 1’ June lm). and M. lﬂtt.l‘ to
Monsell on Edmund's vote on the land bill (22 war. 1870).
211 in Moneell uSS, B8317.

Wm buinw
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It le, naturelly, often much more difficult to
a#scertaln the political sntecedente =nd gualities of those
twenty representatives who hed not been members for Irish
conetituencles in the outgolng pnruannt.-‘“ Iwo of thea
posseesed paurlismentsary experience, Lord Robert Montagu
(veetmeath), und George Morrie (Galwasy Clty). Montagu wase
8 younger son of the Duke of wsnchester; he had represented
Huntingdon aes an English coneervetive, votlng, #e lste ae
1869, sgalnet the dissstablisnment of the Irleh chureh. Hie
sudden converslion to csthollelem terminuted nis careser ae &
meaber of the Engllisen coneervetive party, wialen formally
expelled him in 1873.“) In 1872 he approached Butt in
search of an alternstive political venture;

I hove spoken to our archblehop on the cublect, and he
exprecseece himeelf ae very favoursble to my project for
gtanding for a sest in Ireland on the home rule platform
(but remslnlng, 1in other reepeate, & conservative). (3)
How would Montagu reconcile these dunl loysltles? In 2April

1873 he expreeseed the bellef that the home rule membere

1 These were:

Brooke (Dublin Clty) gorrie (Gelwsy Clty)

Collins (Kinssle) O'syrne (wicklow)

Cunber (New Rose) O'callaghsn (Tipperery)
irrington (Longford) o'Clery (vexford Co)

Fay (Cavan) O'Gorman (ssterford City)
Lewie (Narlow Boro) o'Keeffe (Lumgearvaa)

Martio, P.(Kllkenny Co) O'Ehaughnesey (Limeriek Cilty)
geldon (Killdsre) Power, R. (materford Clty)
yontagu (Westmeath) Shell (/thlone)

Moore (Oloamel) Tighe (uayo)

2 Montesgu to Butt, 1 sway 1873, Butt uSs.
S Montegu to Butt, 9 Mar. 1872, ibid.
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ehould set 'in etrictect dlecipline' on sll queetions
under Butt,(l) but when seked the following autumm to elign
the reouleltion for & natlonal home rule conference, he
ineleted that hle name should be published eepsraztely from
those of th& other elgnatories, together with the terms
upon which he had elgned, viz., the preservation of hie
conservative attitudes mand hie preference for that eide of
the hauu.(QJ When Butt obJjected to the making of thile
excéption ilan hile aasc,(,) he inelieted upon writing himeelf
to the preee to make hle poeitlon quite clear. 'Did you see
Lord Robert Montagu's eilly letter?' wrote Butt to Heary:
'I could not help publiehing 1t.'(4) on thie evidence
Montagu wae an eccentric rather than & reliable ally. 4As
for George sorrie, thers 1s little Llndleatlon of politleal
sctivity 1n hile cuaresr subegequent to his expulelon from the
representation in 1868. He doee not appear to have been at
any time a member of the assoclatlon or of the lesgue, ant(ls)
hie retura woe celaimed sg@ & victory by the conservatives.
Finally, in the case of the slghteen memberes who
had never previouely sat la pasrlisment, one le faced wlith an

obscurity only partislly penetrable. None eeeém to have been

Montagu to Butt, 24 spr. 1873, Butt 4o,
aontagu to Butt: 30 Sept. 1375, Butt NES.
Copy letter Butt to dontagu, 1 Nov. or Dec. 1873, ibid.
sutt to Henry, 3 Jan. 1874, Butt MSS, vol 111, uS 832.

§atlon, 14 Feb. 1874.

T Bl o
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memberse of the league. eaurice Brooke wae & protestaant
merchent, now lord mayor of Dublin, who had Dbeen active in
the libersl interest in 1868. ) Lndorsing home rule, he
gtood with the actlve support of the Nation and the local

(2)
nome rule leadere. George Errington (Longford), was
(3)
nephew of the arcablshop of Treb%iond, and honorary
)
gecretary of the Catholle Union, an orgunieation regarded

by several home rulere as a device of Cardinal Cullen's to
gubvert the movement for lndependence. [n the past of
Charles Fay, & catholie eoliclitor and collesgue of Blggar ln_
gavan, 1little of & politlesl character is dlsceranible, but

he had st leset, with Blggar, been bound by his supporters

to the moet etriangent of all pledgee in this election; at a
speclal meeting on 1 Februsry under tae cnolramanship of the

astionallet Father 0'Rellly, P.¥. Klngecourt, 1t had been

resolved

That for the succees of the home rule movement 1t 1s
eeeentislly neceesary that our represeatatives hold
themeelves entirely independent of Snglish alnlsters and
Englien partiee; that, therefore, the candldates choeen by
Gayan - Messrs Pay snd Blggsar - be required and are here
asked to pledge themeelvee, on entering parllament, to
thelr eents on the opposition benches; to voie on all party
divisione, and on all divielone on quéstione of no concern
to I[reland, agslnet the present government, and against
every government oppoeed to the oonoqulon of our legleslative
independence, 5nd nelther to accept for themseelves, nor ask

eewsn's Journal, 11 Nov. 1868.
F: 'on, Jean. 374, zraenlg'l Journal, 31 Jan.

1
2
N on, 5 bept. 1874.
2 E.E..ln:l'l Journal, 3 Feb. 1874.
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nor toke for thelr friende nor supporters, any plsce, gront,
or fevour from eny Britieh mlaoleter whetsoever. isetly,
éhould thelr constlituents at any time Judge them to have
falled in the fulfilment of thelr pledgee - that, ian such an
évent, they promise to reesign thelr eecte when cslled upon by
the mejority of & mesting convened in the same ssnaer, sod
gompoced of such elements o¢ the meetlag by whieh they were
edopted in Caven, on 30 Jenusry 1874. (1)

The exsmple of the Caven eleotors, unfortunsately, imspired no
other constitueney to the Llmposition of & eimllar diecipline
upon L1te reprecentatives.

Of the politleal earecr of Heary Owen Lewie,
member for Cearlow Borough, we have, on the other hand, some
knowledge. In hie election addreece he gave &n ungqualified
sdherence to the progremme of the 10:5«,(2’ which he had
Jolned a few dnye proumuly,(” but tole enthuslsem muet
have been in eome menner awskened eince 1871, when in the
donaghsn by-electlion he haed etood =¢ @ llbersl e?ﬁmau in
opposlition to thse home rule nominee John Maedden. Arthar
¥oore, member for Clonmel, wae the only surviviag soa of
rherles Yoore who reprecented Tipperery =s & libsral from

186% to 1869; hie expllelt declarsticn fg:)' home rule was

sccepted without reserve by the jatlon, but nie return was

gecured mesinly upon the lssue of eduestilion, upon sm.e?éi)au
cpponent Bagwell had teken the Gladstonisn viewpolnt.

“glm 7 Feb. 1874.
; .."1 Jan.
- ::-“:mc. Chepter VIII, pp. IX4~6,

5 & 14 Feb. 1” -
e Iressen‘e Journsl, 2 Feb. 1874
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Of the remainder, 0'Callaghan 1n Tlpperary,
second son of Viscount Lismore, wae distinguished malanly by
the clageic amblaultflgr nis home rule pronouncement, guoted
in the laet chapter. The only previous political activity
in the young 1life of Xeyee 0'Clery, member for Yexford
County, had been as a soldler in the papal army, for his
servicee in which the k?é?hthood of the order of S5t. Gregory
wae eonferred upon him. John O'Keeffe, member for
Dungarvan, on the other hend, wae known to the citizems of
that borough, wrote the Natlon after his election, as
'a consistent and stesdfast nationallst'.(B) O 'Sheughnessy
in Limerick wae & young m&én who had acquired some reputation
8¢ an educatlonalist. Of the reet nothing of any politiecal
relevapnce can be discerned to prove whether they were
genuine home rulere or carpetbaggere.

The conclusione which can be drawn from this
eyetematic analyele are now, perhape, apparent in all their
gimplielty. Fifty-nlne members, representing elxty seats,

were claimed for home rule by the Natlom a2t the conclusion

(4)
of the conteet - In thie ectimate it wee followed at the

time more or lece exectly by the leadere of the natlonalist

movement and by the home rule press, and in later yearse by

chapter XI, ds-oy, well.

Dod?e parlismentary Companion, 1876.
%utlon, 14 beb. 15’;4.

bldo, 21 Fﬁb-

Baaan -
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the historiane of the period. The anslyticel conelderation
of those fifty-nine memberes, their politiesl origine, their
publliehed etntements, and the elrcumetances of thelr
eélectlion and return demonetrates the unreality of this
eetimate; valid perhape them ss a plece of politiesl
propagenda, lte sceeptance by the studentes of the period
&8 & baele upon which to aesees the potential power of the
movement, and & yardstick agailnet which to meseure ite
fallure, hae foreed the etudy of the perliod into a
standpoint from whieh it ie difficult to obtaln & true
perespeetive.

The Natlon, 1t will be recslled, nad warned the
esutlioue of the ecope for the opportuniet and the carpe tbagger
on the one hond, &nd the deliverance for the liberal 1in
retreat on the other, which were offered by Gladstone's
precipitate dissolution of parliement; Butt himeelf had
doubted that he could secure the return of & party one half
in eize the foree which heé had once hoped to command. The
conteet fought, home rule elaimed the victory; but it claimed
1t =¢ & politlcal movement, playing the gome of polities in
sn effort to win English oplinion to a realieation of Irish
discontent. The elemente whose return sutt and Nation had
fesred had seized their opportunlity with thankfulnese; the

opportuniets were only too numeroue in the ranke of the

fifty-nine.
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In thie chapter and the one before, these
membere nave been classified by thelr pledges and by their
sntecedents, and by the clrocumetsnces of tunelr return, in
an effort to adduce somé proof of their eincerity or
lnelncerity, and, perhspe, to 51véﬂ§nswer to that most
obvlious and leaet well-answered of the guestions posed by
thle period - how msny home rule membere were returned in
1874. Fifty-nine men eecured election after maklng eome
pledge to the movéement. But these include the TLsmondes
#and the 0'Callaghsns, whose dicta could have proceeded
almoet from the mouth of Gladetone. A mere endorsement of
these two maglc words 1le not then enough, and one ise driven

to adopt other ecriteria, whiech reveal the dlvergeneles

be tween the fifty-nine.
Iwenty of theee, 1t will be reealled, were men

who had gilven eome proof of thelr loyslty to the movement;
these could fairly be claimed for home rule, thougn several
in faet dleappointed, and one, P. J. Smyth, deieccted within

twelve months. Of the othérs, twenty were relatively

unknown quantities. Someé of these no doubt would prove
loyal and ueeful representatives; Power and O'Gorman were
to move to the forefront of the etruggle. But irrington,
Lewls, Montagu, yorrle, and o'Callaghan, at leset, had
politicsl origine or had made politicsl etstements scarcely

conducive to confidence. Hoet of thece twenty were drawn
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from the normal eourees of liberal representation, and
appear to have beéen politleally unknown and untested.

Laet, and pollitieslly most typlozl, eilghteen
mémbere went back into a parlisment to which they had been
elected before in the totally different context of 1868,
when the pollitlieal 1eeues were social sad denomlinational
and when the posseesion of independent nstiounalist principles
wse not merely 1rrelevant but posltively disadvantageous.
By & e£llght and in several caces amblguoue extension of a
ereed whicn had eecured politiceal power to them for half
& gentury, they found themeelvee the gpokesmen of some thlng
to which they were by instinet forelgan. uNever before
membere of a party, would they now reconclile themselves to
the lesdership of & man who represented snother tradition,
the tory opponent of O'Connell who arrived at home rule
vie Davie, while they were comlng to it via Gladstone?
Could they be reconciled with the advanced na tionaliem of
the Blggere and the O'Sulllvane, over which they eought to
retaln & hereditary role &g epokesmen and laterpreters?

In Chapter XIV the ectablichment of the new
party will be coneldered, and 1t will be poselble at once
to anewer some of theee questions. But the fifty-nine men
shom Butt eought 0 lnecorporate in & homé rule party were

only p:rtially home rulere. PpPernepe one third genulnely
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regarded themeelvee sue elected to a new party diseipline;
one third were unknown; one third reprecented the desd hand
of Irish liberalism. It wae a triumph to have compelled the
majority of the Irish representativec to accept home rule,
but 1t wae only a firet etep in & long progess of pollitical
realignment. The eslamitiee which followed can only be
underetood if a baeie prineciple be conceded. The 1874
election wae & vietory for the home rule progremme; it was,
if anythlng, & defeat for thée home rule movement, the defeat
and the dleappolntment whlch Butt foreesw when the newe of
the dilseclution firet lesped to the nesdlines of the United
Kingdon.

John Cashel Hoey wrote to doneell during the
election prophesylng thet the masjority of Butt's party
would be 'though home rule in the c&rnal part etill good

(1)
liberale at the heart'. John Barry wrote to Butt from

Newcsetle:

There ie no uee disgulsing the fact that honest earnest
Iriehmeén both &t home snd abroed are bitterly dleappolnted
at the colibre of the me jorlty of the men returned; the
history of the next few years will endoree the correctnecs
of their political foresight. It 1e eeld on all sldes that
you have not around you & gufficient number of the right
gtamp to keep the othere in & etrailght line.... (2)

‘The victories we have Juet won are & great advancement to

1 Hoey to uonsell, 4 Feb. 1874, Monsell wsSc, B8317.
2 parry to Butt, 27 Feb., Butt MS5.
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our national cauee;' concluded the Nation in a moment of
eandour, 'but we shall have to win them sgaln, and to add
to thelr number, before we reach the flpnal settlement of

(1)
the Irish queetion’'.

1 Natlon, 14 Feb. 1874.
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CHAPTER XIII.
The 1874 election - claee and representation
under the ballot

It hae been remarked, at the outset of thise
gtudy, that the majority of nineteenth-century measures
for the reform of the franchlse were extended to Irelsnd
only in part, and that the lmportant measure introduced by
Pieraell in 1867 touched scarcely at all upon the Irish
representation. The peried between the two electlons eso far
diescussed, thoee of 1868 and 1874, did, hewever, see the
applicatien of one tremendous lnnevation, the ballet, te
Ilriuh politice. Even without the pageing of the ballet, it
would still be of moment te agk whe ther the character of the
Irish representation altered at all in thie peried, 1f the
launching of the home rule movement brought into politice a
new and more plebelan type of representative. The fact that
the first of these two electlons wae condusted with the
anclent formality of the open hustinge, snd the second under
the secrecy of the medern system, makee such a comparison

obligs tory .
It hag already been remarked, in connectlion with

the Cork City and Londonderry City by-elections in 1872, that
the peseible effect of the ballot waé the subject of the mest
conflicting predictions. Some prophesled sn end to the
political power of the clergy; some the excluelon from



politice of the landlords; some, perhaps wisest of all,
expected matters to remaln much as they were boron.u)

In appendix VII there 18 & list of the members
elected to parliament in 1874, together with the occupation
and rellgion of each. In the table (/) at the end of thile
chapter a statietical analysis of these members can be found.
In thie analyels the members are claseifled in three groups,
which might be loosely described aes the landed interest,
middle claee and lower middle clase. In each csse the
occupation of a member hae been defined ae the means from
which he drew his maln finanelsl support; for example,
although Sir John Gray wae & gualified medical practitioner,
it 1e obviously more correct to claseify him as a newepaper
proprietor. In the cage of the landed intereet, Dr Coneor
Cruiee O'Brien's definitlion of a landowner has been
adoptod,(zj 1.e. the possession of & landed property valued
at at leagt £1000. ESome eof those who fall into this categoery
peeceesed professional gualifications; 1n sueh ceses the
eriterion I have adopted hag been their employment in practice.
Charles Meldon, for example, had landed property, although
somewhat lese then the amount neceseary for qualification; he
practised ae a barrister, snd has been listed ae such.

MeCarthy Downing, on the other hand, & qualified and practising

1 T. M. Ray to O'Neill Daunt, 25 Feb. 1873, Hickey M58, PC 411.
2 Conor Cruise O'Brien, Parnell and hies party, 1957, p. 18.
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eollecitor, 18 llieted as a landowner, since his possession
of over 4,000 agres in Cork and Kerry valued at £1,413 seene

to argue not only his deriving & coneiderable income from
the land but also hie ldentifiecation with its Lntcroats.(iJ
It 18 thils question of i1dentification of interest whiech has
above all dictated the classifications. It led me to ineclude
ae separate sub-sections of claes one the elder and younger
sone of landowners, the former because obviouely thelir
interests would be in all likelihood those of the clase to
whieh they would lnevitably belong, the latter because of
the presumption of & eilmilar ildentification, though here,
the link being more tenuous, I have taken care to exclude
thoee llke Shiel in Athlone who had been put to some
proefeesclion. The sum of these three groups I have taken

ae representing, within clase one, the landed interest.

1 The sources for my informatlion have_been the Return of
ownere of land in Ireland, [e. 1492], H.C. 1876, LXxX.61,
ai U. H. dé Burgh: The landowners of Ireland, 1878. For
other occupations I heve consulted the relevant volumes of
Dod 'e Parliamentsry Companion, Thom's Directory, Complete

Peerage (G.h+C.), Debrett's House of Commons /nnual,
1

Boagse: Modern E
item of informatlon ie given in the contemperary

newepapers. For the educatlional backgrounds of members
I have consulted the same reference worke; alee:

2nd ed., 1935; the Senlor Lecturer's entrance matriculstion
l1ists, Trinity College, Dublin (MS55), and the relevant
volumes of the caggolic Dlroe;or[. In two cases where

I wage unable to tain other information, those of

E. G+ Deanse and G. Errington, I have followed thelr
: s - ndowr 1‘ 58 # ' 4; t-. S ONE
on,_of the peage iﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁi'pp,..

rephy, a NB; the occasional |
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The second group 1e self-explanatory, except in
the case of the 'rentiers'; I have placed 1\n this category
thoee membere who appear to have followed no pald occupation
bidt the source of whoee means cannot be traced. The third
class, that of farmers and ghopkeepere, repreecents a lower

'n\ntu- of soclety which 1e only beginning to gain its firet
representation 1in 1674;

_ With these terme deflned, 1t 1s poeselble to

) -M;og gome of the questione poeed at the beglnning of the
ehfptcr- The firet and most obvioues concluslion le the
tremendous poutlull importance of the landlords. Out of

' 10% geats in 1868, 54 were held by landowners, and 73 by
r;prouutauuls of the landed interest. Merchante,
financlerse, and newspaper owners supply the next highest
total with 17 representatives; only 1l professional men are
returned. The strength of thls landlord representation had
gurvived the forty yeare slnce emancipation and the first
reform act, and 1t would not be overturned at & blow by the
l.at\roductlm of the ballot; the Irish elector 1in 1868 was
only too glad to find & spokeeman from the ranks of his social
superiors; ir the 65 liberal members returned, no lese than

\37_.1":-1 drawn from the landed class. This wagé Dy mode rn
standarde & striking preponderance, but it 1s still mere
striking that of 40 conservative members 36 belonged to the

landed lnterest. Coumercs supplled 3 coneervatives and
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17 liberals, the profeseionse 1 coneervative and 10 liberals.
The more popular cause had the more plebelsn representatives.

If this 1s an important conecluelon, it ies still
more underlined in 1874. Between these dates two fundamental
politieal upheavals had taken place. Not merely had the
ballot replaced the open vote, but a new constitutional
national movement had given some expression to the pent-up
nationalism of the people. It hae already been remarked that
the introduction of the ballot dld not immediately overtura
the landed repreeentatlon; but the combilnation of these twe
forcee none the leee had ite effect. 73 out of 105
reprecentatives were grouped in clase one in 1868, but only
52 out of 102 came from the landowning clase in 1874-(1)

The representation of the commerclal clasees remalned eteady,
but the number of professional men rose from 1l teo 25, and
two tenant-farmere became the firet representatives of their
clase to be elected.

Striking as these comparleons are, they can be
pressed further with even more notable resulte. It wae hardly
to be expected that the combimation of the balloet and home
rule would preduce an ilmmediate purglng of the representation;
in the previocus two chapters I have emphaelised the number of
libersale who were able to preserve their seate for the moment

ae home rulere. 65 of the members elected in 1874 had eat

1 Cashel and 8ligo Borough hsad been disfrenchised, and Phillp
gallan held two peats.
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in the outgolng or previous parliaments; only twoe of them,
Ronayne, an engineer, and C. E. Lewis, a sollciter, had been
elected under the ballot. The clagsification in the

table (A) of the other 37, now sitting for the firset time,
produces most significant results. Only 12 of this number
came from the landed oclase; 23 came from group twe, and 2

were tenant-farmers. In other worde the proportion of
representatives from group one had dropped from almost 70%

of the total in 1868 to 51% in 1874, and of the newly elected
repreeentatives only 32% came from this group.

It 1e clearly, then, poselble to deduce that the
ballot preduced an lmmedlate effect upon the callbre of
the representation. But it 18 questlonable whe ther the
ballot alone, without the further democratising lafluence of
the home rule movement, could have preduced guch ewift
results. Much hse been written concerning the arlistoeratic
and coneervative nature of Butt's home rule party, and
undoubtedly it numbered in ite ranks & higher propertion of
wealthy msn than was to be found 1n the party of Parmell.
But thie view of the first home rule party is one which
I have been compelled freguently to criticlse above, and 1t
must now again be qualified. Of the 52 membere in group one

Lt



3%

in 1874, no less than half were conservatives; only 23 out

of 59 home rulere came from the landed claee, and 19 were

from the profeseions, a higher total than the entire profssionsl
contribution in 1868. Moreover, 1t was in the home rule ranks
that the two tenant-farmers made thelr historie appearance.

Were the home rule membere, then, drawn from
origine mere plebelsn then those of their politiecal
opponente? Such a conclusion 1s at complete variance with
the normal picture of Butt's party. On further analysis,
the two viewe ean, however, be qulte elmply reconclled.

Those liberal eurvivale who llittered the right wing of the
party were, breadly speaking, the same who gave 1t ite
traditionally arietoeratic complexion. Of the 35 home rulers
elected before 1874 16 came from group one, the landed class,
19 from group twe; of the 24 new membere 7 came from group
one, 15 belonged to the second group, and 2 to the third.

in other words, only 295 of the new home rulers came from
the landed class, compared with 46% of those previously
eleoted, and 515 of the entire representation 1in 1874.

It 18, of coursee, folly to argue from the
particular to the genersl; only two electlons are here
considered, and the influence of the ballot act upon the
representation can searcely be deduced from the results of

the 1874 contest alone. But certain conclusions can

undoubtedly be drawn from the evidence.
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There was an ilmmediate and sharp decline in the
representation of the landlorde. Yet despite the appearance

of two representatives of the tenant class, one cannot yet
g0 80 far as to argue a general democratieation. The
landlerd reprecentation remained high, and the claee which
benefited moet from 1te decline wae so far the middle class,
the profesgsional men from whom the political careerists had
traditicnally eprung. The reprecentation of thie claes more
than doubled between 1868 and 1874.

This conoluelion 18 supported by a study of the
educational backgrounde of the new members: the propertien
of univerelty gradustes remained conetant at around S0f of
the representation in 1868 and 1874, &nd amongst the nﬁ
menbere. The army, traditionally the career of aristoeratie
younger sone, eupplied no new members in 1874. The
denomina tional balance, on the other hand, wae notleeably
altered. Of the 105 membere elected in 1868, 68 had been
protestante and 37 eatholice; these proportlons were now
altered to 54 protestante and 48 estholics; only 2 of these
cathollcs were to be found outelde the home rule party, 1in
which the members of thelr faith had & mejorlity of 46 te 13.

In this context it 1s lmportant to remember that
the ballot had not merely diminished the oppertunities for

gorruption snd intimidation. jccurate figures are not
obtalnsble, but there ean pe little doubt that the lantroductien
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of the pgecret vote greatly decreased the coet of political
campalgning which faced & prespective condidate =nd at once
reduced the disadvantage at which & candidate of slender
meane had been placed in competition with & wealthy msn.
sgaln, the profeseional clszeses would be naturally the first

to benefit from thie change.
In regard to the home rule party, some definite

conclusions can be drawn. Despite the tradlitional pleture

of Butt's party, 1t ie obvioue that in fact ite parllamentary
representatives were of a lower goclial scale than their

predecessorse or thelr rivale. Landowners were to be found
within 1te ranks, but they were mostly men who had been
elected in previocue conteste, and whose political careers
had survived into & new perlod. The new membere were on
average from &« lower social stratum; one third of them were
profeecsional men, and two, O'Sullivan esnd Ennie, were tenant-
farmers.

In eum, there wae an alteration in the
representation between 1868 and 1874, perceptible but not
catastrophic. The ballot, then, did have an 1mmedlate effect,

but 1t 18 queetionable if this alteratlion can be aseribed te
it alone. The relatively much greater change in the class

gtructure among the home rule membere than amonget the rest
of the reprecentation arguee that the new nationallst
movement played @ complementary part in producing the change;
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Bubverting the liberal order, it lowered slso the goclal
etandard of the national representation. The survival of
80 many landlerds, even in the home rule party, warne us
agéinet exaggerating the extent of this change. But the
eatry of Ennle and O'Sullivan, the ineresee in the
representation of the professlonal clacses, and, on the
whole, the compsarstively much swifter reaction of these

forees upon thne nutionaliet represent=tlon, compel ue to

conclude that the nostalgla of Frank Hugh U'Donncll(i?
later years for the aristoerstic gelden age of Butt

hae & gueetionable basle in fact, and that the leavening

of the representatlion which he asseribee to the influence of
Parnell was ln fact the acceleration of & procese already

obvioue 1n 1874.

1 F. H. O'Donnell, History of the Iriesh parlismentary party,
1910, vol 1, P ﬁ-
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Class and reprezentation under the ballog

183 1874 1 874-new M.P,.'s
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Chapter Xiv
The new party.

(8) the orgsnisation

On 9 February, while the luet contests were etill
belng fought, Mitehell Henry wrote urgéntly to the Freeman's

Journal urging the eummoning of & publie conference of the

home rule membere to decide upon & common line of sction.
(1)
Hle propoesl -a;)hkon up at once both by the Freemsn and
\
by the Nationm, and on 16 Februsry = elrcular wes diepstohed

to the elxty membere claimed ae home rulere, calling a
conference of 'the membere who have been elected for Ireland
on home rule prineciples'; it wae slgned by Redmond, John
Martin, Butt, Henry, and Dtgby.(” On 3 Naren the conference

speembled in the clty hall.
At once the flrst defectlone were apparent. Only

forty -eix membere arrived to tl(ike part in the dlecussione.
4)
Elght cent letters of apology; four eent no anewer at

S)
011.( Of theee twelve Eemonde refused to Joln the party

(6)
end never supported it 1n parlisment; Morrie never became

1 Freemsn's Journsl, 10 Feb. 1874.
2 Natlon eb.
3 Eua ;s. vol 11, ¥5 831 (lettere to P. Callan, 16 Feb.

:mg)'n.yme, Conyngham, White, O'Conor Don, O'Conor, Frenech,

and Montagu.
g“{:;;" gorrie, 0'Callaghsn, Eemonde. The number had been

ed to 58 by the Galway veeancy.
? age'smunmn: to Butt, 17 Sept. 1874, Butt MSS.
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(1) (2)
& member; nor did Colonel White. P. J. Emyth, who

attended this noctln?s)had defected openly from the party by
the following April. The O'Comor Don, now Judielously
abeént, ecubsequently objected to the resolutions paseed at

(4)
thie conference and refused to join. N. D. Murphy, whose

loyalty had alwaye been euepect, after a long career of

backeliding formally diesociated himself from the party in

(5)
January 1876. The initlal memberehip of the party was

thue fifty-three, lancluding for the momsnt Sémy th and Murphy.
The addition of G« He Kirk and Dr M. ward sho filled the
vacancles ln Louth and Galway City brought the number to

fifty-five.

At thle mesting @ nuadber of resolutione were
passed. Lte they were to be frequently recslled and the
obligatione whlich they carrlied ae often dleputed, the texts

of the moet lmportent sre given here in full:

That in the oplonlon of thie conference the time
hae arrived when the Irlseh members who have been elected to
represent the naticnal demand for howmé rule ought to form a
geeparate and dietinct party in the house of commone, united
on the principle of obtslnlng eelf-government for Ireland, as
defined in the reeolutione of the conference held in Dublin

ember.
5 agamaied That while our future action must depend upon the
couree of evente, and the occaelone that may ariese, 1t 1is
esecential to the due discharge of our dutles to our
conetltuente and the country that we ehould collectively and

Nation, 21 Msr. 1874.
L 2 HQJ’-

ibid., 22 ;pr.

ibid. 2 OV «

ibid., 8 Jsn. 1876.

WU Bl D e



355

individuslly hold ourselvee aloof from, snd independent of,
8ll party combi nations, whether of the ministerialists or
of the opposition.

That, deeply impreseed wlth the lmportance of
unity of action upon a8ll muattere that cen affect the
parllamentary poeiticn of the Heome Rule party, or the
Antereete of the Home Rule cause, we engage to each other
and to the country that we will uee our best endesavoure to
obtaln that unlty by taking couneel togethsr, by meaking all
ressonable conceeclons to the oplnlione of each other, by
éavolding oe far ae poesible isolated sction, and by sustalning
and supporting each other in the course which may be deemed
beet caloulated to promote the grand object of national
eelf-government which the Irieh nation has committed to our

care .
That nine gentlemen, three of whom shall be a

quorum, be appolnted, and requeeteéd to act ae a parliamentary
commi ttee to the Irleh Home Rule party during the ensulng
seselon. That the committee be provided with funde to meet
all requisite expenditure by a subscription of two guineas
each from each member of the party. That the committee, or
thelr honorary secretary, ehall at any timé summon & meeting
of the party on requiesitlon esigned by any ten of 1te members;
the reguleition to state the object of such proposed

Iidt.lllg.
Shew, Batt, Henry, Downing, D. M. O'Conor, Gray, Callan,

Browne and Redmond weére at once elected to form the first
parliamentary committee. It wae finaliy resolved that
copiee of these resclutions ehould be ecnt to the abeent

membere with & reguest that they should reply adhering to

(1)
them.

Despite the inmitlal plea of Heary for a publle
conference, the wmeeting wase in fset held behind closed doore,
and no inkling wes glven of its proceedlnge beyond the
publica tion of 1te reeolutions, &ad ithe note that Blggar and

1 Irishmsg, 28 Feb. 1874.



Fay had withheld thelr aspprovel from the firet resolution
until they ehould have been relessed from the much more
nrlasz:} pledgee exacted from them by thelr conetituente in
Cavan. The Irienman etrongly eriticleed thie secrecy; the
meé ting published neither ite programme nor ite plan of
campalgn, but elmply appointed & committee to ascemble the
mémbe re whenever it should appesr advuubloz in the meantime
rumoure of a paralyeing disunity were rife. < The Freeman's

Journal, on the other hand, na(%o)lignud at the 'dignified

modera tion' of the resolutions; the Dublin Evening Post

praleed the conference in almoet the same words; the

Dublin Evening Mall remarked that s movemént 'begun in the

open, honeet day' had 'do?;?antad into a dark and
subterranean enterprise’'.

On the whole, however, thée home rule leaders
geem to have been satiefied with the achievemente of the
conference. 'dt wae s great and bleeeed day'e work that
laid finally and eecurely the r?gg;datmna of an Irieh national
party in the house of commons’, wrote the Nation. 'I hope
you approve of what we did at the conference of Irish

members ', wrote Butt to Dauat: 'We have, I hope, formed a

1 Thie was done st 8 publliec meeting in April (Nation, 18 apr.
1874).

2 Irienhmsn, 7 u¥ar. 1874.

3 QIIO“ s ibid.

4 Dublln Ennlug Post, 4 Mar.
§ quoted 1n , T Mar.
6

Nation, 7 Mar.



ecompact party ;?d I feel confideat we will sct up to our
reeolutions.’ To eritics from a later age it seems
Alncredible that the nomeé rule member: should emerge from
this oonference pledged only to 'take counsel' with esch
other #nd to make 'all ressonable coneeselone' to each other's
opinione. Without any reslly authoritative executive, 1t
wae scarcely at all a party in the modern eenee of the word.
Yet these declelons were no more than the loglcal consequence
not merely of the diverslty of ite membership but of the
clear dlesvowal of parliamentary pledgee by the conference
the preceding Movember. 4t @& lesgue mecting & few daye
later, Butt aseerted hle willingnees to Juetify all that
wae done at the conferenee:; he did not belleve that a single
membér could poselibly desert the cuuse. Henry also defended
the meeting on the ground that it would be ilmpolitie for the
movement to reveal ite plane to the enemy. Even O'Connor
Power believed the conference had gone just ae far as
dlecretion demsnded. The members of the league unanimously
approved ite decleione. 4t the eame meeting they reeolved
to contest the impending by-election in Dublin County on the
motlion of Butt and O'Sulllwr__i;\ they ch"'(z;‘ thelr candldate
a young man named Charles B\t.uar'ﬁ parnell.
in London the part‘; took offlecee at Klng Street,

1 Butt to Daunt, 7 Mar. 1874, Hickey MSs, PC 41l.

2 Jrishmen, 14 Mar.
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(1)
Vestminstsr. Whipe were appointed, firet O'Cheughnecey

and Nolsn, snd lster, on J'Shluml?;y)'a reslgnastion owing
to 1lll-health, Conynghsm sad Nolan. Butt was chosen ue
uaéor,(” énd Hugh Helarleck, former trovelling-seoretary

of the lesgue, wie appolnted eecretsry to the [rish home rule
mlh-n.“) Moet typlesally, a fortnightly nome-rule dinner
was srronged, 'with songe snd all taat', srote John #ertin,
‘thée only objection to which le that 1t ls & little too
upuuu.'(s,

But deeplte theve menlfecstsations of unlty, there
wes little resl authority in the party «t any stege. The
conmittee summoned meetinge of the meambere lntermittently,
but attendance wae not obligetory, &nd even &t the outeset
rerely exceeded twenty or thlrty. 7The atitendance of the
membere An parliament wae equally epaemodlic; ae early ae
1874 the perliamentsry committee wss deploring the sbsence
of trenty-cne home rule members from the divielon in which
Sutt'e Munielpsl Fronehiese (Irelsnd) Blll wee defeated by
12% votes to 88.{“ This negleot wse to grow stesdlly worse
deepite 211 efforte to cheek 1t. /4t thée outsetl there wee

l1ittle co-ordination of the perty's activities; members

f , 2% spr. 1874.
: oy 13 FEDo 12875,
3 4ibid., ;o Juty ig:.
d. &'vﬂp - .

- :::Qla to Daunt, 24 Moy 18"‘. Daunt MEE, 8047.

2 Nation, 25 spr. 1874.
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epoke and voted as they plessed with an eye to their
constituents rather than to any party eondennauon.u)
With Butt's firet home rule motlon tabled for 30 Jnna,(a)
¥artin wrote to Daunt on 8 June that ite terms were not yet

eettled, nor had there been any meeting of the home rule

(3)
méembere to diseues them or the procedure of the debate.

ffter the debate a eympathetic correepondent noted: -

The home rule party exhibited nelther dirsctiom nor
diselpline ..... Mr Butt appeared to be content with making
hls &épeeéch. He then eeemed practically to abandon the fleld,
and to let the rank and file of nie party ecramble into action
in any way they could. There wae not a veetlge of plan of
arrsngement; no direction; no dlecipline; nothing of that
generalshlp whieh, ln a great debate, le eo0 ecsential. The
result wae confuelon. (4)
sfter the debate Butt conceded the Juetice of these
eriticleme, and expressed the hope that they would encourage
the members of the party to allow him a little more authority.
Arrangemente were &t once lnitiated to appoint eub-committees
for the conelderation of particular hn%;,) and to aesign
gértein subjeets to ilndividusl members, but the decision
of the national conference not to limit the right of members
to introduce private bille bore 1lts inevitable fruit in lost

measuree and embittered minority votee. The whipe for

11 Jul 1"‘0
% g‘&%ﬁwrnal,’é June 1874, mMs 3041.
3 Martin to Deunt, 8 June, Daunt MS:&, B047.

! figg, 11 July 1874.
; : sy 1 buge 1"‘. 13 Feb. 1875.
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1
eruclal divieione were phrused in the form of appeale;( )

dlsobedlence to them wae subjeet to no other sanctlone than
those of popular disapproval. uembere of the party sat
wherever they chose in the house; Bowyer, WMontagu and later
King Harman sat on the government benches, the ex-liberals
upon the oppoelte elde. Butt himesslf snd nle closest allies
8ppear to have sat below the gangway on the oppoeition gide,
which beceame traditionally Iriesh in later years, but their
colleagues were not bound to join them. Joan Martin wrote
to Daunt before the 1875 session:

I don't expect ever to see euch perfect discipline and unlon
among thé home rule representativee ae to ceause them all to
vote on oneé elde. In fect I myself would be exceedingly
reluctant to hold my vote at the dispossl of the leader of
my party or of a majority of my party. Only one question
commande the votee of ue all - home rule. (2)
Not unnaturelly, the bsckelidere habituslly abeented
themeelvee, and in desperate efforte to srreet the eteady
decline of the party vote in the divisions upon Lte measures,
the force of publiec oplnion wae deliberately enlieted by the
homeé rule lezders through the publication of the attendance

recorde of party membere, firet in the Nation, and later in

the Parlismentery Green Book of the party.

—_———

1 Butt to Osllan, 29 Mar. 1875, 5 fug. 1878, ete., Butt M8,
11, us 830.

;° lu'-ua to Daunt, 2 Feb. 1875, Daunt usS, 8047.

3 This book, drawn up for the league each year from 1875 on

by ite secretary uMchAlister, le frequently guoted from in the

press, but I have beeén unable to find & copy of 1it.
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Theee are toplee which were conetantly to recur
in the eneulng secclons, and 1t hae not been the alm of tois
chapter to antielpate the etory of thece yeésre by touching
upon them more than briefly, in an effort to give esome
appreclation of the body whieh Butt now led to Westmineter.
But one lnetance, minor in iteelf, may perhaps be quoted here
ae aonveylng an understanding of the eltuation of the party
more fully than many pegee of lnterpretative etudy.

In the summer of 1874 @& new libersl c¢lub, the
Cavendleh, wae formed. The Irish memberes were repeatedly
eirculerieed and asked to joln; Butt, however, wrote refusing
to do o on the ground* that 1t would be incompatible with
his poeltion & & home rule member, and Power replied to the
same effect. 'Mr Butt'e letter may be taken ae a type of
the ma jority of the nationalists' rejoindere', reported the

(1)
Irieh Times. We are not told of the sction of the

minority, but the Natlon commented that an{a?thcr gouree
would be a breach of the home rule pledge. Many of the
home rulere, however, euch as Callan, Bowyer, snd O'Loghlen,
gaw no lnconelsteney in retaining the Reform Club as thelr

political head-quarterse, until some wére lxpll%;s from it

for their frequent votlng againet 'the party'. In 1875

1 gquoted in Nation, 1 sfug. 1874.

id.
g ;Ev- T. Morley, Reminiscences, (1882), vol 11, pp. 231-5.




Gladetone announced hie 'fixed snd irrevocable' decision,
&t the age ?{,cixﬁy-rlvc. to retire from the Liberal

leade renip. Foreter, Goschen, and Hartington were all
named o6 likely to succeed him, and considerable interest
attended the dellberations of the party mecting which wes
called iIn the beglnning of February to elect & new leader.
On 30 Janwary & elreoular letter, slgned by Browne and
O'Shaughnessy ae party secretaries, was dieps tehed to the
homeé rule members, apprieing them that at an informal

mee ting of the avallable members of the party, fifteen in
2ll, held in Dublin on 21 January, it had been unanimously

resolved:

that in the oplanion of those present 1t would be lnexpedient
and inconeélstent with the posltlion we have taken &as home
rulere that any of ue should attend the mesting about to be
convened in London to elect a succeesor to Mr Gladstone.

We huve been requected to communicate to you
this expression of thelir opinlon in the hope that 1t may
meet with your approval and concurrence. (2)

This circular produced an immediate reeponee to Butt from
gir Colman O 'Loghlen:

My dear Buts,
I wage sorry to recelve thnle morning & clircular,

slgned by Browne and O'Sheughneeey, about the proposed

mee ting of the Liberal party at the Reform Club on Wednesday

néxt. I wrlite to you on thé eubject ag [ &€& you were

present at the "caucus" from which this clrcular emanated.
It seeme to mé altogether beyond the ordlnary

practice of parliamentsry pertles thst the "whips" should

write to individual membere telling them that they should

1 Nat , 23 Jan. 1875.
2 Jan. 1875, Butt MS8.
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not -« or rather not - to attend this meeting or that
meeting «.... Th ght a8 well t¢ll me with whom I ehould

dine - what olub I eshould heave - or what elub I ghould
Joln - ae call on me not to attend & meeting wue '?ncons?ggont'

with my actione ae & Home Rule member.

Every membér muet judge for himeelf what 1is
"inconsietent” with hie political avowsle ..... I am not to
be, or rether I ehould not be "denounced” by offieclel whipe
Af I take different viewse from you and sct differently.

I sm not golng to attend the meeting of the
Reform 7lub on Wedneedsy - becsuee I will not be in London
on that day ..... But the fset of my belng @ member of the
Home Rule party would nelther prevent me from attending, nor
voting, Af I felt inclined to do eo at the propoced meeting.

I cordially approve of the principle of belng
attoched to the Home Rule party ila the Houee of Commons -
but the feet of belng a Home Ruler doee not meke me
indifferent to the distinetion between the Conservatives
and the Liberale.

I have been, and am, snd alwaye will be, a
Libersl in pelitics; asnd when coneletent with my duty to
Home Rule [ shall always vote with the Liberale and not with
the Conservatives, and [ never ¢an or will conelder saything
that concerne the Liberal party in the Houee of Commons
forelgn to me. (1)

0'Loghlen wae not an untypleal representstive of
the followers whom Butt now led forward to do battle for
nationality. One endesvours with difflculty to ilmeglne the
diepateh of such & letter to hie leader by one of the members

of the homs rule party of Parnell.

i

0'Loghlen to Butt, 31 Jsn. 1875, Butt MsZ. Of the
:ulnuon of the new liberal elub, referred to above, he
remarked: 'Last July [ esw that you declined to joln the
gavendieh Club - if I could afford it I would have joined
it - I could not afford 1t eo I d1d not Joln 1t. But why
eshould you #nd I fell out, or resort to "Whlp" clreulars
becsusé [ eshould join & club whieh you should refuse to

join?'
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(b) the leader.

It would be impossible to conclude this
appreclation of the new party without some reference to
the position of i1te leader. The career of Butt to thie date
hae already been traced. Now eixty-one yeare old, naturally
indolent and haphnzard,(l) énd not over-endowed with moral
courage or the capaecity for ruthlese decieion, he returned
to Weetminster as home rule leader Just at a time when he
was becomlng subject to increaeingly frecuent fits of
despondency about the difficultiee of nies own eltuation, in
particulsar those of hie finaneial poeition.

Butt's long career of dissipation in London, his
notorious lmprovidence, and his unrewarded eservices for the
fenlan prisoners, had left him with & crushing burden of
debt. Endlese stories abound of his lifelong battle with
the balliff; 1t is enough for the purposee of this study to
record that in 1871 hie debts were ectimated by onme of his
closeet friende, Maurice Barnett of London, at temn thousand
pounds. ©So far ae the homé rule movement waze conecerned,
this eituation had one damaging result: the necessity to

1 The same commentstor, already guoted, upon the tlrnt’houl
rule debate in the commone, remarked that eltgough‘nutt 3
speech upon thie occasion wag 'truly great', 'its effect was
in parte merred and broken by that unfortunate habit he has
of not arranging his referencees 8o that he ¢an find them when

he wante to use them.' (Natlon, 11 July 1874.)
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avold a second period of inesreerstion in the debtors'
prison compelled Butt to pursue his professional practice,
leaving only & part of hie time for politiesl leasdership.
These twin obligatione inevitably produced failure at both;
he never elesred himeelf from debt, and the party suffered
badly, particularly in the sessione of 1876 and 1877, from
hie intermittent attendance at Weetmineter. In 1872 began
the firet of hles many requeete to be allowed to withdraw

(1)
from the lesderseship. 48 Butt wrote to Henry in Deceamber

1873: -

When I am agked to continue to take the part I do in the
movement ~ 1t le exactly the seme thing ae Af I asked you

or Mr Shaw to do lauthlng to serve the cause which would
at oncé cut down the profite of your mercantile buelness

by 6t leagt one half.
. It reguires familiarity with four courts life

to realize thie fully - 1t i1e not the time that is abstracted
from professional pureulte that doee the mlechlef so much as
the imprecseion that [ cannot be depended upon to be present
in a caee when [ mey most be wanted. (2)

Perhape most important of all, Butt'e health and powere of
eoncentration began in the years from 1876 onwarde to succumb

to the etrain of hie dusl taek.

For & long time Butt had coneidered various
devices to enable him to r:('u himeelf from debt, including
3)

a lecture tour in imeriea, an elaborste echeme of life

insursnce which would have reduced his yearly payments to

erguson to Butt, 23 fug. 1872, Butt mes.
é :utg to Heary, 8 pee. 1873, Butt ¥Ss, vol 111, us 832.
4. Bernett to Butt, 26 sug. 1872, 11 Sept. M. Hewson to

B’att. 11 Deec. 1872. Butt 4SS.



(1)
hie ereditores to £1,440, énd the organlsation of & natlonal

tribute to him on theé lines of that which had been so
succeeefully ralesed for o'conntll.(a’

In the period between the national conference
and the genernl electlion, & formal effort wae msde by some of
the leading men in the movement to relleve Butt'e dlfficulties
68 a compensation for asking him to undertske the responeibdlity
of the parlliamentery leadership. The scheme appesars to have
originated in & meeting of Shaw, Henry, Sulliven and one or
two othere in Morrieon's Hotel around the beginning of
November. (%t thle meeting verloue plane for assisting Butt
vere put forwaprd; the discussion culminzted in the dlepatech
of Shaw and Sullivan to Butt with the proposal that a certain
eum of money should be guaranteed to him by a number of
individusle to relieve hle ilmmediate diffilcultles, in return
for which he would agree to undertake s lecture tour of the
United Stotee 1n order to raiee funde both to recompense
them and to establish his filnance upon a permsnently healthy
footlug.(s) Butt at first concurred in the proposal, of
which 1t ie extremely probable he had previous knowledge.

He eonflded to Henry:
If a sum of £2000 ie provided 1% willl be ample for all the

1 Barpett to Butt, 1 Feb. 1871, Butt ui.

S E1lard to Butt, 4 Sept. 1871, 1bid.
g :{ Blake to l.'nonr:. 24 Doe: 15873, Butt MS88, vol 1i},

gs $52% sutt to Henry, draft letter, 24 Dee. 1873, Butt usS.



purposes we wieh.
€500 ought to be placed at my dlisepoeal now.
ggg ni‘m :t :h:h:l;tlng of parliament.
placed a isposal of ur
SaAnbl s . P ¥rs Butt for nome
it £500 to provide for any deflcieney or unexpected
I can hand over two poliecies of £1 e
& premlium of £125 1e Lo be paild. e
I muet engage to provide for the repayment of
the money at the end of a year. If I could not d{a it any
other way I would feel bound to go to Ameries in the sutumn.
Independently of thie I have made up my mind to
do €0+ (1)

Not wiehing to take a prominent part in the flnaneclal
négotlatione, Butt appointed J. 4. Blake, former member for

Waterford City, to act for léun. Blake approached OCallan,
2)
Harman, Bryan, and McKenna, and by the end of November a

eum of £1500 had been provielonslly guaranteed, app-n:(ltu
3)

eoneisting of £500 each from Shaw, Henry, and uMcKenna.
From the outeet, however, there were severe
handlcape to the plan. Shaw at lesast had no confidence in
Butt's abllity ever to repay the money through the American
scheme, which appeare to have been Sullivan'e; nor was this

hie only mieglving:

I don't think till after the general election
there is any great point in Butt'e epending the whole time
of the gession in London. You may be qgulte eure the Irish
M.P.e2 will not give Butt any leadership on general queetlions
in the house, whilet they may be quite willing to follow hie
lead on the Irish gueetion. Then béing in Londom with very

1 Butt to Henry, undated, Butt MES5, vol 111, 8 832.

ake to Butt, 18 Nov. 1873, Butt M85.
; :iako to llcur;. 29 Nov. 187'3. Butt MSe, vol 111, us B832.
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little to do he would be sure to fall into mischief of

gort that would be dsmaging to himeelf and to the “:”:on
Then are you guite sure Af we guarantee the money to a bank
that it 18 not alresdy used, that we wont be only securing ’
a debt already Ancurred. I have a gtrong sueplcion from
somé mutter that came to my own knowledge that he and another
of our men are deeply in with Power's Bank ..... It will
gilve me plessure to joln in the matter (not to the same
extent se you) and £0 will Ronayneé, but we should like to
know who are the others that you think likely. They should
all be men who would not do it with the object of having a
grip on Butt and some day throwing i1t in his face or using
it in any shape se & means to somé personal ende «....

vha tever I put my name down for I feel certain of having

to pay. (1)
M eanwhile, unknown to Shaw, Butt wae also having second
thoughte. The American proposal wae one which he had
regleted for eeveral years; it appealed %o him no more now.
To Heary he argued that it would defeat the purpose of the
whole scheme by compelling hie withdrawal from Ireland, and
he esuggeeted a 'modification' of “'(2) apparently to the
effect that the guarantore should be recoupsd from the
proceeds of & national tribute to the home rule leader.
For the hard-headed Shaw, thle wae the last
gtraw. Together with Henry he drew up and conveyed to Butt
via Blake as conditione for the continuance of the prolect,
firstly, that Butt ghould bind himeelf to go to Amerleca as

originally planned, and ueo?t;ly, that he ehould give fuller
)

detsile of his indebtedness. To thie Butt replled by

L Shaw to Heary, 2 Nov. 1873, Butt uSs, vol 111, us 832,
3 Butt to Henry, 24 Deec. 1873, Butt uss.
3 Blake to Heary, 1 Dec. 1873, Butt uSS; and 2 Dec., Butt

¥gs, vol 111, us 832.
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cutting ett(’lg.ho negotiatione and re iterating hie decision

to retire. But the old threat had been ueed too of ten,
and from Heary it drew only the unruffled re joinder that

he alsoc contolplated(;;.thdruing from politiece - 'it would
not bresk my neart'.

On recelpt of thie rebuff from hie colleague,
Butt after mueh redrafting produeced a lengthy spologia;
parte of 1t show & etralning after effect, but ae commentary
upon the eltuation of the leader it hae pasenges which are
both pathetic snd revealing:

I have been thrown by circumsteéncee not of my
own seeking into a poeltion of great honour, but one, the
e@xlgenciee of which I am not prepared to meet. I am quite
sure that eny man to gulde the home rule movement ae 1t
cught to be gulded must be able to devote to it the main
portion of hlie energlee and thoughts.

The time hese come when the conduet of it must
onsl:o the attention of the world, when at the ecame time
the demande upon the thoughte and energiee of 1te leader
will be lmmensely ilnereased. And when a very deep
responelibllility will reet upon the man who leads the people
to bellieve in 1te success.

I have thought deeply end earneetly upon the
subject, and I belisve that, If I were able to gulde it
ag it ought to be gulded for three years, 1t would esucceed.

But, apart from all under or over-appreciation
of myeelf, unlees I do 2o gulde it I have no confldence that

it will.
snd more than thle; I me2n by gulding 1t to be

able to ﬁga, to think over, to execute, ln many instances
reonel whét I plea and think.
fio one knowe how much of our pest succeess has

1 op. cit., and Butt to Henry, 1 Dec. 1873, Butt MSS, vol 11y,
MS 832; Henry to Butt, 2 Dec. 1873, Butt MSS.
2 Henry to Butt, 2 Dec. 1873, Butt MSS.
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depended on thie. You will not sccuse me of self-cone
Af I eay thet muoh of our prescent succes:s depends c:n.;l‘
:::‘t::d‘m g0 ;1:: th: result otdooablmuon whlen [
=3 ear out alone, and of which in
ne one saw the meaning. ' " 6, MEL ARy

The present poeltion of the movement re e
@1l this more than ever. I could ocecupy & lon: du‘i:u .
thoughte over and over ageain in devieing plsas of setion
shileh 1n tlme would have thelr effect. Lven to gulde and
direct the mechanleul part of the movewsent here - the
mée tings of the Councll and of the Lesgue - would make
vaet demends upon my time and energles. It canmnot be done
without lnceesant watehfulnees and lsbour. Even the
eorreepondence my poeltion ilavolvee would occupy, Af
sttended to, some houre & dsy. It will every day inecresse.

It 1e not essy for anyone who has not tried it
to Judge of all this. Ycu know eomething of what [ have
done, but no one knowe how much [ have left undone - how
meny plens I have abandoned becsuse [ could not find time
to execute them - how much and how often the csuse hus lost
by thils.

I belleve that euch omleslons now would tell
with far more injurioues effect. I belleve the next year
will be oné that will tax all the reeources and a«ll the
energles of homeé rule. I do not think the next sesslon of
parliament willl be an uneventful oné to that cauee. [ do
not belleve it can be so. [ am sure thet a well-directed
plan of perliamentary =ction would do &n immensity to serve
the osuse - the want of 1t grest herm. But [ am sure that
you cannot sveld & number of psrlismentsary skirmishes 1n
which repesated emall defests will be great dleasters, and
repeated emall eucceeses be great triumphe, and in which
the conduct of the Irlsh members may cover our cause with
honour or with sheme. How often have you told me that my
preeence in the Houee of Commone wée essential? In matters

ike thie [ belleve it é .

% I want you to judge me falirly snd you a;nt resd
pyer snd gg;gg every nF E %vo -gltgg, snd eay if I have
one particle exsggerste emands cauee muet ms ke

on 1ts leader.
w I need not tell you that for me to meet them

gleal geibll « You might se well put & man
uﬁo.-au -oru&'é!ﬁ hours & dsy in some sbsorbimg occupation
to fulfil the dutiee of Prime Minleter ln the snatehee of
hie leisure hours, or eall on him to be genersl of an army

the fleld. /nd now I &#ek you &85 my trigea - anxioue for my
::lrloter now - anxloue for amy plsce 1u history - ought I
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to continue to seem to f111 a place the dutiee of w
I cannot dlscharge? - Ie 1t fair to myeelf? - Iarlzhjzzt to
& gresat csuee? - le it honest to my countrymen - many of
whom have joined it on the falth of my leading, when, in
any true eenee, [ am not le&ding and cannot leady
Can I with honour and truthfulnees tell the
ptogl; ;o ha:; iﬁtﬁh in ite esrly succees when 1in my inmoset
sou now a € conditlone upon which I belle
depends cannot be fulfilledp..... gl gy
Will I stend higher ae the inefflclient leader
of am ignoble fellure, or as one who gsve up regretfully
but honoursbly the plagce he eould not £1117 (1)

'If the Irieh natlonm want you they muet eecure
you', replied Heary: in the meantime, Butt's duty was
clear - to orgeanlese the league for an election. If he was
prepared to accept the ‘meriecan project the guarantee could

(2)
be revived. Shaw wrote in the s«me terme to Butt and

Heary; he wes 8t1ll prepsred to participate provided only
(3)

the moet latime te friende of Butt were involved.

Blake resumed negotistione with Henry. !?c
4)

final arrangements hinged upon the agreement of Shaw.
But thies wie not forthcomlng. Suddenly Shaw announced that

he would not be aseoclsted with Sir Joseph uczzgga in the

guarsntee; Konayne concurred in this attitude. Their

aversalon to McKenna wse baged partly upon his doubtful

repute tion ag a finanecler, partly upon the current rumour

1 Butt to Henry, 3 Dee. 1873, Butt uct, vol 111, us 832.

There le aleo & copy in the geneéral body of the Butt MS8:.

2 Heary to Butt, 6, 10 Dec. 1873, Butt uss.

3 Shaw to Butt, 5 1;;053;873. Butt MES; Shaw to Heary, S Deo.,
88, vol 111, .

:u‘:l:kn'to Heary, 17 Deec. 1873, Butt cg, vol 111, u8 832.

§ &Shaw to Heary, 16, 20, 31 Dec. 1873, Butt M8S, vel 111,

M8 832; Blake to Butt, 19 Dee. 1873, Henry to Butt, 4 Jan.

1874, Butt MSS.
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(1)
that he had gained an ascendsncy over Butt. Ehaw in

addition had other miegivings e to the poseibllities of
repsyment. The Amerlcsn trip ne felt to be & dubloue
propoglition finenelslly:

He will etump L1t @bout =& the gresat Irish orstor ..... then
& L0 the natlonal tribute on which from hie letter to you he
hae evidently set hie mind I don't think nelther does Ronayne
thet 1t will ever produce mueh ..... §o large eum can be got
without the active aid of the prieete snd if you eubtrasect a
half-dozen of theam who sre hle personsl friende the great
body of them are Llndifferent, snd meny of them look on him
with &abeolute dlstruet ..... Something should be done.

I thlok Mr Butt should be placed in & positlion to reckon
wlth esrtalnty on £1000 or £1200 & yesr while the agitation
lzgte. &n arrangement should be made with & bank that his
eh&que for S100 eay should be honoured on the firet of every
month. Butt should be able enslly to earn enough at hie
profeseion with thie to keep himeelf free from &ll
entéenglemente ..... If we guarantee now £2000 we muet reckon
with certointy on having to pay it. I don't belleve he will
ever be able to repay ue from any eource. Inetesd of this

I would propoege that we ehould get & privste eubecription
epreading over thle yesr. I am resdy to joinm in this

€0 18 Ronayme or if you don't think thie casn be done both

of ue wlll joln in the gusarentee you formerly proposed
provided other unobjectionable partiee come forward ..... (2)

The fact that Blake had alresdy invited McKenna

to participste, however, caueed Ronayne to wlthdraw

3)
altogethar.( He und Shaw demanded a poetponement of the

(4)
project; it wes never revived. The plan of & national

tribute wse to be au?-ptod in 1875 with resulte ae gloomy
5)

&8 Shaw had foretold. Meanwhile, nothlng had been achieved

Shaw to Henry, 20 Dec. 1873, Butt uS:c, vol 111, us 832.
shaw to Henry, 24 Dec. 1873, 1bld.

shaw to Henry, 31 Dec. 1873, ibid.

geary to Butt, 4 Jen. 1874, Butt ¥SD.

see below, Chapter XV, pp.L2%-%.
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beyond the humilietion =monget hie friende of the nationsl
lesder. The new yesr found the lsndlorde of Butt's houee
in Eceles Etreet preesing hilm for the arresrs of NM.‘“
It brought to him the ultimste responelibllity of party

lerderenip; Lt left hie time ®nd hie vitsl powers burdened
#® hosvily ae before by & dusl obligation, the dangere of
which to the parlismentsry movement he had so omlaously

predicted.

1 Weeere Battereby's to Butt, 10 Jan. 1874, Butt MSE.
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CHAPTER XV
Three sessions of srgument, 1 874-6,
(n) The session of 1374,

Bl laes-dasod ol b

The opening of parlisment in lMsrch compelled the
lenders of the new party to consider the expediency of &n
immedinte demonstretion, and when the customary motion of an
address in reply to the queen's speech was moved by the new
oonservetive administration, Butt, in accordance with a
decision whieh he &dmitted had been taken only the previous

night, rose to propose mn amendment ealling for a parlismentary
investigation into the dissatisfuetion of the Irish people with
their system of government. The deb&te occesioned only & brief
preliminary skirmish., 'He did not &t present ask the house to
concede home rule to Ireland. That question remained to be
discussed, and perhaps to be discussed for meny yesrs.,' The
amendment was supported by Brooks, MaeCarthy, and Sullivan.

But even 8o soon as this first debaste the party demonstroted its
charncteristiec lagck of eohesion. When Gladstone questioned the
wisdom of Butt's immedinte challenge, Lord Robert lontagu,
techniecally & home ruler, hastened to conour; he would not, he
said, have supported the propossl of an amendment to the =diress
if he had been consulted in advance. He further sgreed with
Gladstone that it would be illogleal to retein the Irish
representation at Westminster after the concession of & sepsrate

legislature, 'What the Irish members demsnded existed in Ireland



until 1800', he declared: his leader hnd done 'sn unwise thf::' I!
in coining the new expression - home rule.“)

The emendment wag defented by 314 votes to 50, |
Defent hod been inevitable, snd the Notion expressed itself more
then satisfied with the hhnto.ta)But the outeome was not
altogether hoppy. In mddition to Montegu's peeul isr
eontribution, the division lists hsd provided sn umexpected

result. Much emphasis had been leoid by Butt during the election

upon the necessity to coneiliaste the ‘nglish demoeraey; it wes
in pursuit of this aim that he himself hod devoted =lmost the
whole of his energies in the campnign to the cenvassing of the
northern Fnglish industrisl towns. As o result of the promises
exacted by the Irish voters in the election, no less then
twenty-nine Fnglish and Seottish liberals hed been olaimed by
Butt &5 pledged to support the demand for & perlismentary
inquiry into the home rule proponl.(m Only four of these in
feot supported the amendment, while of the Irish home rulers,
only forty-six and the two tellers were in evidence. The
exposure of these figures, wrote the Irishmen, hed been one

benefielal result of the debate:

, Jrd series, eoxviii, 110-71,
, 28 M=r, 1874,
.y 21 rﬂb. ‘87‘.
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That is the first wimmowing of the corm heap, and
about one sixth of it has turned out to be mere chaff....

Mr Butt plesded with his accustomed foree and
eloquence,... if Fnglish ministers were statesmen they should
look upon Mr Butt =8 = negotiator of pesce.

The debate furnishes no ground for flourishing
declamations, sbout the rapid progress of the parlismentary
policy. It will tend, on the other hand, to chesten end correot
any vain idess and fond faneies which msy have sprung up under
the balmy breath of eleectioneering. fi)

The debate wes followed by en immediste conference
of the party in the Westminster Pnlrge Hotel, nt which an
attendance of thirty-nine wss mustered. It wes sgreed thot the

home rule demand should be brought formally before perlisment

during the session, The form in which this should be done was

not ns yet deoided. The Jation ndded thresteningly:

n game of obstruotion is one st which two efn play, end the home
ers, slthough they are = minority of the whole, may, if they

are put to it, be able to find means of msking themselves

troublesome =t unexpected times, (2)

Butt put down his nsme for a day upon whiech to
discuss home rule; =t first he wes sllotted 23 June, but later
his motion was deferred by the government until 30 Jne.(”

In the meanwhile home rule members gave motice of bills to
assimilate the borough franchise of Ireland to that of Englqnd,
and to sssimilate the munieipsl fronchise snd privileges of the
two islande, together with motions enlling for the state

purchase of Irish railways and for immediste state action to

1 Ipishmsn, 26 Mer. 1574,

28 Mar.
mmlo 25 May, 6 June 1874, MS 2041,

W
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revive the Irish fishing industry. Iwo of these had ¢ certein
amount of suceess., The fisheries motion wee e=rried
unexpectedly by 95 votes to 9%, the home rulers enjoying the
support of & number of Irish and Fnglish liberal and
conservative umrl.“) The second re-ding of the Munisips=l
Privileges ( Irelemd) Bill, which sought to obtsin for the
Irish eorporations the rights of their English counterparts,
was permitted to pass by the smment.(z)rho netionalist
press heralded these minor triunphs as the first vietory of
the Irish pu“b‘( ) But the lnni.%ml privileges bill, after

(4)
passing thorugh its committee stage in the commons, was

rejeected by the lordl.(jl The second resding of the Munieipal
Franchise ( Ireland) Bill, » far more important messure which
would have grestly inercased the Irish municipal eleeotorate,
was defeanted by 125 votes to 88. (6) The meeting of the party
nlnitt; which followed deplored the ~bsence of no less t:u;;
twenty-one home rule members from this midnight division.
The railweys motion was rejected by 225 votes to 59, of whom
only twenty-five were home rulerl.( 8)1‘ this division Major

P. 0'Gormen (Waterford City) voted with the government om the

1 HMans-rd, Zxrdur:lu. ecexviii, 1498-1530,

2 ibid., %}Epr. . 9'May 1874,

3
4 1pid,, 4 J
2 ibid., 25 J

s rd uries, ecoxviii, 784,
s 23 Apr. 1874,
z , 3rd series, coxviii, 1263-133%5,
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ground that he wes opposed to any extension to the power in :
Ireland of the encient ememy. The Borough Fronchise ( Ireland) l
Bill, whieh mought to equalise the urban franchise in the two
islands , did not come up for discussion until the end of the .
session, when it wne withdrawn by Butt without a division after
a short de‘nto.“)

| Undeterred by such reverses, Butt tr:nsferred his |
atta’agk to what was, after home rule, the most importsnt of the |
popular issues, that of the land, On 5 Moy he introduced his |
land bill or Ulster Tenant Right Bill, so ealled beocause it

sought &8 its main aim to extend to the rest of Ireland the

protection afforded by the Ulster custom in relation to
eompens~tion for eviction.(z) Butt's epecoh in moving the bill
wng proised a8 an exeeptionally fine effort; the proposal
possessed, moreover, the support of the Ulster presbyterian
Richard Smyth (Londonderry County) in =ddition to that of the
home rule members, After this auspicious introdustion, however,
the fortunes of the bhill lsnguished under the pressure of
government business, and in August it wes fihally lithdrm(.})
On 19 Mny C. H. Meldon for the home rulers obtsined & select
committee to enduire into the registration of voters in Ireland
end the prevention of frivolous objeotions the:_'eto;“)tho same

day, on the other hand, saw the rejection, without & division,

1 Hapserd, *rd series, eoxxi, 1262-4,
2 1ipid., eexviii ',21695-1 705,

B 1‘“. ’ .mi ’
4 ibid., oexix, 529=30,
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(1) |
of Richard 0'Shaughmessy's Poor Law Relief ( Ireland) Bill. |

Howg wile w - A1l these were only preliminary skirmishes to the
t'omin battles of the session. On %0 June Butt introduced
his home rule motion. Mertin snd Daunt had been invited by him
%o eo-operate in drafting the terms of the proposition to be
l21d before the house ,(2) but insufficient plenning seems from
the outset to have attended this vitsl debate., Defeat was of
course expected; but » grave issue w.s the disposition of the
Irish vote, snd a special urgent whip was prepsred hv the
parlismentary oomittee.(}.) The form finslly taken by the motion
was to propose in the first instence:

Thet this house resolve itself into & committee of
the whole house to consider the present parlismentary relations
between Fnglend and Ireland,

If this motion wae necepted, Butt proposed to move in committee:

That it is expedient and jJust to restore to the Irisk
nation the right and pm]l.:r oftm.nnging all exelusively Irish |
Irish perlisment. |
i “Ihat pro':ision should be made st the same time for
ms inteining the integrity of the empire and the commeetion
between the countries by reserving to the imperial parlieament
full =nd exelusive control over imperial =ffairs, (4)

The terms of the motion were agreed ot n meeting of the party
(5)
whiech was sttended by thirty-two members. The only amendment

plaoed upon the table of the house of comwons wes in the name
of Richard Smyth; it depreoajaed rny such change in the

P 1'&. ’ ,}1 -‘1 .
gm: Journal , 25 May 10874; M5 3041,

bid., 27 June.

ibia.
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eonstitution of the United Kingdom &s 'prejudicial and
dangerous to the pesce and independence of the Irish nmetiom’,

The house snd the grlleries were full for this first
formel introduction of the home rule demand; amongst those in
the gallery wé&s: Sir Charles Gaven Duffy, temporsrily returned
from Austrslia, who was frequently surrounded by home rule

(2)
members, The prime minister was present; Gladstone was

(3)
judiciously =bsent. Butt, in intreduecing the motion, spoke

for one and a half hours in what 211 the politieal

(1)

eorrespondents seem to have conourra? ;-n regarding as a
4

masterpiece of persursive elodQuence, He outlined the history
of the Irish parlicment and its fall under the union; he went
on to explain the federal proposal, He coneluded:
Give us & nmew psrtieipotion in 2 new compuet, e~rried not by
froud and coercion, but founded on the free ssnction of the Irish
puplo. Broked a8 I =m now by sixiy represent-tives of the Irish
if. in their name I offer you this compaet, snd I believe,

t is aneegepted, it will be, humanly specking, etermal, (5)

His plen fell, of course, upon desf esrs, By what

was conceded to be & piece of porlismentcory bad menners, the
Irish attorney~-general, J, T. Ball, the latest contributien
of the Dublin University constituensy to the legrl advisers of
the comservetive party, interposed himeelf between Butt and his

seconder, The 'mischlievous sgitation' for home rule, he decl:red,

Hotion, 27 June 1874,

1h1‘o, ‘. 11 Jnlyn

ibid., 4 July.

quoted ibid.

Hepespd, 7rd series, eoxx, 7,
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should be refuted and brought to an end, By adopting
federalism Butt had cut himself off from O0'Connell , whose
abilities and representative position the attorney-general
thus it seemed posthumously conceded. He denied the inability
of the imperial parlisment to legislate adequately for Irelend -
the poor law et had "given independence &and strength to the
people of Irelsmnd (lsughter).... The notion had got sbroad that |
it wss only mecessary to ask to obtain', he concluded: 'let thom,
be firm, and it (the agitation) would uc.'(” 'I
Richard Smyth, specking from en Ulster viewpoint,
was much more otreful to ground his opposition to home rule
upon Irish interestse; he dissociated himself nltogether from
the attitude of Bali:
I feel for an Irishmen the exigencies of whose office compel
him to sperk with offisial eontempt of a lerge proportion
of his countrymen.
But his opposition wes as hostile if more rational, The l=nd

reform messures of Gladstone, he maintained, hed given to the

Irish tenant =nd unprecedented sense of security; there was no
justifieation for the swee ping changes demanded by the home '.
rulers. Pithily he concluded: |

I do think my honorsble and lesrned friend credits the united
legislature with too much childlike simplieity when he asks it ‘
to eonstitute »n Irish legislature for the avowed objeet of ‘
doing things which it does not think ought to be dome at a1ll, (2)

The Bubsequent Irish contridbutions added little to

the debate, Richard Power (Wanterford City) supplied some

— —

1 op. eit., cexx, 7'7"}'0.
1h1d.. 1:‘2'460
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statisties. Colonel Charles White (Tipper:-ry) quoted

|
[

Gladstone 's pronouncement im his Greenwich address upon the m

merite of loocal devolution, and expressed his personnl
egreement with it, He reslised that he might 'be told that

meny Irish representatives went rurther(ﬂ:)xm he did, but he wes
2
responsible only for his own opinions’®, Only Swull ivan spoke

with real fire: ;

It is very necessary to remember that im this dobltm
the Irish members are not pleading before ~ tribunal the
L n-l; of whieh e2n be held to be independent, or the
iong of whigh ean be fairly ccepted upon the merits of
their cese., To agcuse & mén to himself, to ask of him & verdioet
upon his own setions, is hardly to eonltitute en impartisl
anthar:l eess L went it understood that I sdiress myself not
-{ g, but that I agcuse my wrongers; glad, indeed, to
lot heir reply and my socusetion be weighed by public opinion -
the publie opinion of the world; but quite refusing to let the
decision of the cecused, judge the merits of the case 1 plead...
ours is the aneient constitutional end indefeasible
eleim of a natdon to their birthright - & right which they
never surrendered - & right wrested from them by terrorism and
intimidstion the most brutal, and by corruption the most
flagitious - & right the illegal overthrow of which they have
never ssnetioned or condoned, snd with which they are today
equitably and morally as fully endowed as before thet crime
had been done, (%)

This, however, was sesreely the language of
persu-sion, snd the 0'Conor Den, in perticular, wos esr€ful to
disszociate himself from it when he spoke on the second day of
the debate. He did not think that home rule would restore
'a great snd glorious nationality'; he was &also ready to sdmit
the drawbagcks in the m'oponu‘ , notebly the hostility to it of

. e

: Hepserd, “rd series, eexx, Yhb==.

1
2 1‘“. 757"‘0.
% ibid., 78-9N.



almost =1l the northern counties, »n sdmission which dPew
protests from his gollesgues. Fer from being vague, the scheme,
he thought, 'erred in being too minute', He was prepered,

(1
however, he ssid, to vete for the propes:=l %o g0 into ecommittee.

The other speakers for the motion were 0'Clery,
Henry, O'Connor FPower, MeeCarthy, O'Loghlen, Nolan, Downing,

snd O'Brien. The lest three spoke at the end of the debate, to

(2) |
the nocompaniment of iupatient ories of 'divide'. No English \

member spoke in support of the motion; Hrrtington for the '.!,'

!
I

libernls deprecsted the dengerous mildness of the cmendment. i
The house, he s-id, must tell Ireland thet 'they ocould never
give their nssent to the proposnl'; smy flirtation with it would
lose more support in Faglend thsm it eould ever gain in Irelu&'t

For the government, the prime minister wound up the debate in hJ

most satirieal style with rn airy pas seul seross the surfece of
the Irish mo.(“ The house retired to the lobbies in high
good humour =nd voted down the proposal by 458 votes to 61 .(

Limited =8 Irish expeotntions had been, the debnte

seargely seems to hove fulfilled them. Defeat itself was teken

lightly for the moment:

We are barely on the threshold of the home rule crmpeign. The
first portion of our task wes to demonstrete by formal and
oonstitutionsl evidence, not once or thriece, but with an iteratin
thet will bring the feot home to the mind and conscience of

5)

1 , 3rd series, eoxx, 91 8-22,
2 1bid., 9%3-5.

3 1ibid., .

‘ 1‘1‘. ’ 951 -".'

5 4via., %e6.
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Christendom, theg ish rule is judged »nd econdemed by the |
vote of Ireim; thnt Fngland holdi our country under thz I
ﬁcunt system by foroe &lone, This position made good, we shall
Co

due time ndvenee upon smother, Courcge, men of Ireland! I
and perseverance! - we have struek the rond thet leeds |
to liberty. (1) |
(2)
But the lagk of organisrtion in the debate, snd the limp
contributions %o it which had been made by some of the
apparently self-appointed spokesmen of the party, drew
(%)

unfavourahle comment. John Martin wrote to Deunt:
I might soomer have writtem you & word after our debate, had
1 been able to glve you & comfortable sgeount of it. I must
with shame and sorrow confess that when 1t olosed I felt thet
our side had not hsd the honours of it., (4)
An eanlysis of the division lists proved stil) more
disheartening. The Fanglish vote eonfirmed the impression given

by the division on the home rule amendment to the esddress, Only 1

ten Epglish members were propered even to go s0 far as to
support the proposal to give the home rule demand » hearing in
om!.ttn;(ﬂa ight of the twentywine members clalmed by the
nationslists &t the end of the election as pledged to supyors
such » motiom of inguiry aetuslly veged ageinst it, The totsl ~'
Irish vote in favour of the proposal to go into committee wes |

£ifty-three , inoluding the O'Conor Don, who had made Quite pleinm
the uncertainty of his support for the second part of the motiem.

S —————

, 11 July 1874,
see sbove, Ch~pter XIV, pp.
» 1% Jﬂly.
¥artin to Dsunt, 7 July, Deunt WSS, 8047,
They imoluded Sir Charles Dilke, T, Burt - ome of the two
working-eless representetives in the house, snd Joseph Cowen
(Rewosstle) who wes to0 be » consistent friend to Irish interests,

2SR -L0.
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Brooks, Callen, White, ond O'Reilly paired tﬁ')the motion;
Montagu snd Murphy neither p= lred mor voted.

OBSM,JC’W*- There were rmongst the home rule members some to
whom the polioy of iteretion' wes slready becoming » source of
frustration, snd striking evidener of their very different
&pproagh w& to be given even beforc the end of this first

session of the new purlisment, The second resding of the

Ixpiring Lews Continusmer Bill, which provided, smongst other

things , for the retention of the existing speeial powers of
- the Irish exeeutive, wes greetd on 25 July by sterm opposition
on the prrt of the home rulers, Sulliven rt onee moved the
adjournment on the ground thet = mersure of sueh importanee
should not be sandwiched into the Ssturdsy morning of ¢ long snd
busy week; Butt supported him -« 'sgoinst thet system of decling
with Ireland he, for ome, wrs determined to set his face snd to
offer every resistance that the forms of the house =llowed'.
With the full eoncurrence and leadership of Butt, the home rule
members fought the second reading with suoccessive motions of
adjournment, being defented on engh ceersion with minorities of
from thirty-three to thirty-five, The Choncel lor of the
\Excluqur, Sir Stafferd Northeote, tried to plooate the Irish
members with the offer of a day for the gommittee stage of the
bill; Butt, however, demanded that the oonsiderstion of the

goercion gode should be deferred nltogether until the next
session, The seceond resnding wee finrlly earried -nd the house

*——
1 m. ", 18:‘1,.
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adjourned at 7.15 pem,, = Ier & seven houwr debate, The
gomuittee stage on Th promised s further strugsle;

they were A small they were a streug minority, sund tkey would
relillutely obstruet his mensures)’ )A home rule psrty meeting
was held, snd & specir 1l whip wes 1issued for the snticipe ted
ltrmh.(z)

But Thursday brought confusion &nd disunity. Butt
moved an emendment upon the motion to go into committee; amongst 1
those who supported it wes J. G. Biggar, who gove evidenoe of |
being in hostile mood by his dogged persistence in rending
extraots from previous sets of parliagent, until he wes finally
ecompelled to desist by the !peaktr.t}) The amendment wes
deferted by 156 votes o %3, Butt having the support of 43
English nanhcrl.(” Srtlsfled with this maral «chievement, Butt
declded to sllow the comnittee stage of the bill to proceed, '!‘l
without endesvouring deliberately to bloek its passage, o8 'he had
no wish to protreet the discuss ion me;-‘somny'.(s)h cdopting m.
this gourse he had spperently the suprort of the bulk of his '
party; the Nefion wrote:

Mr Butt, seeing how motterse stoodl, =nd that he had all the

substanece of vistory with him, decided to0 hold fest his vant
ground, »nd eonfine himself to sueh protest ngainst the primeiple

0!' the I|111 ns ecould be mnde in debate and division sgainst “, (6

i »d series, sexxi, 712-46,
2 1 Aug, 1874,

: rd series, coxxi, 987-1027,
A X REEAE

z ipid., ! 0‘ 1.
Lu.
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A few of his followers, however, not shering his exhilerction ’
nt moral eonquest, were lonth to sbanden nis earlier resolve of |
obstruetion, Prominent among these members wrs Bigger, who,
in sssociation with an unnomed colleague, had, in Disraeli's
words, 'introduced = new style into perli-mentary proceedings'
by putting down over his name over » week ngo & vast list of
amendments e the bill, Captein Nolan, for the party, moved o
first token smendment; ruled out of order on s techmie=lity he
retnlisted by moving the adjournment of the committee. When this
motion was beaten by 204 votes %o 50, 0'Clery reintroduced it
in his neme., It was beaten this time by 199 votes to 21, At omee
Bigger moved 1t = third time,

At this Butt felt csompelled to assert his leadership.
He had voted with the minority until now, he e~1d, but he hoped
that Bigger would not persevere im his intentiom.
It would not omnly impede the business of the house, but would
bring diseredit rnd disgreee upon the proeecdings which some
Irish members thought it their duty to take: He wne always
prepared to resist rny ~ttempt om the part of the mejority te
overbesr the rights of the minority, end to use the privileges
of the house for that purvese; but he thought that wes the only
case in whioh » minority was justified in resisting the me jority
of the house, HYe believed that the Irish people would endorse
what he said (Major O'Gormen: No, No!). They would, he believed,
better eomsult the dignity of the house nnd the interests of
Ireland by prooeec with the bill - a gourse which would give

him sn oppoertunity of moving his cmendments - them by further
seeking to impede the progress of the bill,

l

'"The homor:sble member hes spoken like ome who is proud, smd
justly proud, of being & member of this house', exoleimed
Disracli, But Bigesar, unmoved, pressed his motion, snd found
thirteen members preprred to enter the lobby with him despite



(1
their leader's wishes, sgerinst o government vote of 206. ;

A 1lull followed in which Butt wns able o
introduce = seoond amendment, On its defest, however, by 169
votes to 40, O'Gormsn agnin moved the adjournment., Beaten by
167 votes to 34, Callam =t onee moved it again, on the ground
thet the prime minister wes 'in » stote of sormolence’,

Sullivan intervened to dissociate himself from this introduetion
of personslities, The motion to sdjowrn was defernted by 157 |
votes to 16, snd promptly reintroduced by Bigg r. The bill was
finslly reported et ¥ .45 a.m, on Frmny.w)

Butt snd those who shered his distuste for these
tactios sppesr to have left the house before this time,
Sullivsn noted:

Close of coercion bill debate - lsst scene in house - apparent
disrurtion of party - Butt denounced Bigusr - several eross
divisions - and bresk up of diseipline. (2)

In the morning, however, he wis instrumental in e¢alling »
meeting of the party to omsider the disagreement:

= had everything reconstructed most happily - we went over to
the house in foree, delivered our finrl blow as & compset body,
and "eft the field with eolours flying". (4)

When the house met sg:in on the following, or more

|
.|
|

——_

1 Hepssrd, ird series, 9751025,

2 1ibid,, 1026-7, The members who most eonsistently feol lowed
B r were Callan, Dunbsy, Fay, Gray, Kirk, Martin, Nolsa |
0'Clery, Ronseyne, “nd O0'Gorman, On one of his motioms $o0 =djourn
fourteen home rulers voted with the majority: Blemnerhassett, ]
Brady, Butt, Collins, Conyngham, Errington, Hemry, MeKemns,
0'Byrne , O'Itenry, Sheil, Sherloek, Stupooic, and ltﬂ.{ {

5 RupoTBhe

) litt $0 Sullivan, undnted (footmote sprended end dated w'
2!1%%1?). Butt M55, vol iii, & F2.




et 589

gorrectly, the snme day, sn arrengenent hed in foot dbeen
ayrived at., The Irish members met im the purty offices in King

Street snd agreed that the governuent's offer to reduce the
1)

operstion of the bill from one yesr to three nontlu( made
further opposition to 1t superfluous, It wes agreed,
uneninously aceording to the Natlen, that Butt should record
their formal protest sgninst the messure, oontest & final

(2) |
division, snd then press the m~tter no further, When the un'

wns reported the s-me night Butt eccordingly rose ~md anmmounced |
hiz intention, Disraeli prsised his '"£2ir and moderate speech'; |

the house divided; the amndmnt(w;s defected by 137 votes to
3
56, nd the incident w:s closed. Butt wrote the next morning

$0 Sullivan:

Resding the Times I feel that we have noeomplished
nll we desired,

We left the field vietoriaus nd with eolowrs flying.

How esn we ever thamk vou for your thought of the
meeting and the course we took,

It wrs on inspirstion of genius,

That we made & triumph of discster is all due ¢o 'the‘q
inspiretion, All I did wses to eontrol 1ts spirit smd ma)it |

The following week parlisment wos prorogued. |
S0 ended the session of 1874, with an ominous end

hestily hesle@ division in the renks of the party. But

oontemporary observers do noi =3 yet seem to have drawn sny

1 Jepgerd, 3rd series, caxxi, 987,

2 ' , 3Aug, 1874; Butt to Sulliven, undated, Butt MSS,
veol :-‘ ?520

3 JHepsard, rd series, eexxi, 107030,

4 3Butt $o Sulliven, undated, Butt MS, vol 111, M B2,
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yery serious conclusions from these disagreewents. The netiomel

press tock Butt's slde, but without hert; Biggar's teoties
were gently depreented by the Netion rs miuan If the

sess ion had shown signs of disorganisation &«nd lsck of
preparantion, most of the supporters of the moverent seem to
have bheen prepared for the moment to make allowances for the
olrcuns tances under which thr payvy had been brought together,

and the unfzmilierity of i4s members with their task and with

esch other, ‘;
Nevertheless it h-d ~lreszdy become obvious that the i
nurber of relisble znd setive home rule members wns smsller then
had been thought, nd thet the number of syup: thisers among
the English wembers of the present house wes negligible, In
view of the size of the conservetive mejority, it wes plain to
any res=listie observer not only thet home rule ocould not be
earried in the lifetime of this perliapent, but thet it might
never be oarried unless & substantial shift in Tnglish opinion
could be induced either by persuangion or by extire-parliamentery
pressure, Butt promised thrt the next session would see better
orgenisntion, more wmremitting persistence, but he wes quiek to
point out that such efforts could schieve nothing umsoecouprnied
by outside influence, As eerly rs April, in the meeting of the
Home Rule ILeague which followed the rejectlon of his first
parlismentary effort, the smendwent to the address, Butt werned

! Hation, 8 Aug. 1874,



the country of its responsibility:

!
They should not exaggerate the importrnec of purlismentary !
votes, Agnin ond agein he seid that the prriismentary "
representetion wrs only = peart, »nd he believed » subordinate l
pert, of the meons by which Irish self-government would be A
achieved, Home rule wrs to be won £irst of -1l by the Irish |
people showing thot they were in esrmnest in seeking for is, 1
1t wns =180 $0 be won by appesaling to the publie opinion of ‘
Fngl-nd =nd of the whole world, and to every ome of those |
things their reprosentrtives in perlirment could very slightly 1,
eontribute, Whet they could do we«s this: they could, by their
presence , proclsim the solemn protest of Ireland ngainst the i
system under whish it is governed; they oould plaee their views ||
folrly and distinetly before the British house of commons, and
leave to them the r-sponsibility of rejecting the demands of
the Irish people; they could destroy misreopresentation by
mnking a st-tement of what Irelind really seeks; and, above

2l) - amd he wns sure they would do her = most importsnt
gervioce - they oould expose the eystem of eoereive oppression,
ond wneconstgitutionnl tyremny, by which Inglind slone meintained
her present system of govermment., By that measns the Irish
menmbers oould exert en importent influence om publie opiniem,
Beyond thut they ceould do nothing - beyond thet everything
rested with the people,,.. When, however, Ireland returned
eighty members to the British perlisment, the dey of »
perliswent in College Green wes ner nt hemd,

The present porlicment, he =dded, \:f-a not in his opinion likely
1)
to endure longer than three ye:rs.

. It is obvious from this speech that Eutt hod slresdy
realistiorlly sbendoned any hope of immediste victory, &t leest
upon the issue of home rule, within the lifetise of the existing |
puylicment, =nd looked instead to & determined effort to eduonte
the publie opimion of both islomds prepsratory to the next

general eleetion, This effort eould, »8 he scid, be ndvanced by
warcaltting parliamentery acetivity, but in the main 1t ealled for
an organisstioncl compnign outslde parli-ment meny times more

e = ——

1 Hetion, 11 Apr. 1374,
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thorough themn snything yet ettempted by the Home Rule League,
In en editorisl in August entitled 'work for the winter' the
Hation urged the parlismentrry lesders of the movememt to teke
full sdventage of the porlirmentsry reeese, Foor lasw bonrds =nd
town councile n8 well r8 the prrli mentery reprczentetion should |
rll be ecaptured for home rule, snd the registrstion of voters
should be elogely wrtohed, The young men of every town in
Irelsnd should meet onoce rn week, hire = room, colleot 2 small
k library, »nd orgenise lectures rnd other funetions, But in

eddition to this work 'e series of grest publie demomstrations'
should ne orgenised during the reoess, to remind the Fnglish

parliament of ﬂm reourr ing denger to them of on unsetisfied
) 1§
: Irish feeling, Wl H. 0'Sulliv-n snd Richard 0'Sheughnessy wrote §

in the seme strein to Butt, uwging the holding of » monster

meeting in Dublin in Oe(tst;ar. to be followed by similar meetings |
e
throughout the country. '

It heg been remarked in ehnpter X that the

organisntion of the lengue established by the netional conferenoce
wag not perheps iderlly quelified to undertske this kind of

osmpaign, Its subseription, ot one pound & yeor, was still, like
that of the o0ld assoeistion, relatively high; it was s¢ill a

single unified orgrmisntion for the entire Sountry, whieh aid
not formally affiliste loeal brenehes; its monthly meetings were

|

2 0'Shaughnessy to Butt and O'Sulliven to But®, both 6 Sept

1 Ratlom, 15 Aug. 1874, \aou
Butt MSS,
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held in Dublin sand presumnbly were not casily secessible to
ecountry members; it tended to work largely through its eoumeil,
which, from the deliberate eleotion, rnd still more the
deliberate eo-option to it of members of parlisment end persoms |
of socia)l eminence, weeg not the most spirited of rssemblies, |
and whose meetings, even more than those of the lesgue, were
netuwr-lly largely eommtrolled by those of 1ts members who, in
wyirtue of their domleile in Dublin, eoculd habitwally ettend
them, & '

&ep b.hoen the league snd the people; he enthusiastieally
believed that this could be achieved through his plam of &
antionsl rell, The first mention of the national rell propossl
in publie had been mrde st the oonference, resolution XIII of
which had deolored:

That the annual subseriptlion of each member of the Irish Home
Rule lesgue should be & , nnd that steps should also be tcken
to enrol the grest mess of the people im the lesgue. (19
At the first meeting of the provisionel ecouncil of the new
orgenisstion in Degember 1872, Butt hnd promised to introduce a
plan for a utiogal roll &t the first meeting of the league on
23 January 1814(.‘52110, on 16 January hetggruny uoved the
adoption of the seheme in the ecuneil. Fyveryome in the country
who sympsthiged with the home rule movenent wes to be enroclled,

on pryment of one shilling, upon » grend netiom~l roll of home
rule supporters, 'I entertuin the most confident expeotation that

— . A —————

L] ’l ‘,‘o




this will, if properly snd vigorously menaged, give us Iin o very
()
ghort time T 00,000 men &nd £5000'.... he wrote in r oonfidential

menorondun upon the future of the movement, snd to Henry he
wrote: 'I hope to make u great effect by produeing the NatiomBl |

(2) l

Roll and insorihing names in the mee 4ing'....
But the numher of glignstures which were gtined

never orme anywhere hear these expecot-tions, Perhsps the humén
regourees svailable in the lecgue were never suffiglent to
rolse the sountry to the degree of interest whiech would have
been necessiry to sustcin & scheme of the mcope envisrged by
Butt, Cert~inly no one else in the leegue Seems to have shared
his enthusinsm for the projeet. 'n pertioular, Mirtin, es

orgenising seoretary, wes sceptier] as to its wvelue, It hes

alrerdy heen suggested that he wes not, perheps, the ide=l
ocouptnt of the poet whieh he filled, He wre meither young nor
Btrong; pert of his tire wos neoesreurily oceupied with his
stitendance &t parli=ment, &and for that part whieh he was =ble to
devote to league affeairs he rppeers o have had wiat he
oontidered better uses them the prosecution of enrolment. In
February 1874, on his appoiniment &5 seeretary, he informed
Daunt of his intention, nmow that the election wes over, of
gommenoing the orgsuisation of the whole country. Ome plsn whish
he had especlally in mind wss the publigation eof + home rule

%)
periodieal, ~ But in Mareh he had hecome less hopeful of this

——— e —

1 Dee., 187, Butt MSS, vol i, ME B0,
2 Butt to lenry, 29 Deo., Butt MES, vol 1ii, M B2,
3 Martin to Daunt, 23 Feb, 1874, Daumé WSS, 8047,
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was
project's suecese, rnd Jementing tht the funds =vrilsble %o

the lesague were being swellowed up by the publiestiom of the
procecdings of the conference ondéd by the err-ngements for the
notional rol,‘l.“ ) In Lpril, reknovledging the receipt of fifty
nimes for enrolment nd » postal order for £2«10-0, he was
eompleining of Butt's complete sbsorption in the yproleot;
gddition~l staff and roome h:=d been t:ken for it 'quite
needlessly ', »nd in foee of his protests,

¥r Butt hnd wildly srnguine ide-s chout the raising, and =%
omee , of a huge money income by the scheme, Aund #0, to 40 the
work fast and well , he insisted upen & special committee,... |
& separrte staff ond separate rooms snd an expens lve maghinery < |
and most provoking of »1l thot I a8 prime minister should
superintend and control end be respomsible for all, I eould
only »rotest and warn....

The number enrclled so £sr w=s only = little over three
thousand , sné the income thus gruined merely covered the

expenditure to date.

I tell you that in confidence, In faet the league affairs ever
gince I came into offige have heen managed far mors expemnsively
than I like, and I find in myself no prectical abhility te

m a rﬂfnl‘l. (2)

It hoe nlready been remerked in enapter X that, after

the foundation of the league, funds had come in with disappointing
Blowness, Socn ¢ poliey of retrenchment wis foreed upon the
league, In Mey it w-s compelled to give up the rooms im Upper
Ssekville Street which had been taken us herdquerters for the

new nraa_paip.ul)rhe national roll schempe wss retained, but drew
inercosing eriticism, »nd Butt hed to defend it against the

(4)
objections of Sullivem #s well #s Martin, Graduslly hope in it

TERE Dt 1 GE 10 Tt e, o,
3 Mrpin te agt 0y (gne, Betp el 00




geems to have been sbrnfoned, and enorgy tronsferred elsewhere.

In August »n effort wis begun to orgenise the '~utumnel
(%) |
esmpaign' projeeted by the Foilon. 4 serles of publie mertings

addresced by Butt, Mertin, Gelbrsith, Bigg~r, :nd O'Connor Power |
(g} |

were held in Ulster, C(onstitucney mectings were =1so ¢slled by |

the more notive home rule members of parlisment. In Cork Shaw,
MoeCarthy, MeXenns , Murphy, Downing, G lbroith, Drunt, =nd
several priests »tteneded » home rule rscembly in the courthouse :, |
+ presided over by the wyor; unfortunateiy the l-ek of prior
negotiation between Ronoyne and the advaneed perty onused the
latter to take up & hostile at . itude, »nd hegklers interrupted
the meating to demanéd that it should be transferred to the opem
air and held on & Swunday, in order thet workingmen umight be adble
to attend it. Ronayne received 'a tremendous ovetion', but the
motion of confidence in the pitting mewbers provoked asbuse of |
'‘shoneen whigs' «nd a cpy of 'whet sbout Nicholas Dep lurm?'(“
Limerigk wos the scene of similer confliets, The jropesal of the
- Parmeps' Qlub to eall ¢ home rule aee ting aroused the ire of
John Dely and hie friends whe, olaiming the oredit for having
returned Butt and 0'Sullivap in the first pluge, felt the
oonvening of such »n gathering 4o be their right rether than thag
of the farmers, Daly said:

I make no objeetion, r8 I stated before, thet the home rule
platform should be apcepted as & conpromise.... But we must be

e ———

‘ 2 22 Ang. 187‘0
f to Deunt, 16 Deo. 1074, Deunt NSS, 5047; Netion, 28 Nov.
4
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(Nl |

$0ld when it is go t0 be finished, for I don't want, »nd I
will not be o party to meeing, the umbition of a certein cless
of people sstisfied while hunger exists in the l:=nd and the
en: ant ships dake our best men swey %0 be vlaves of other
nagions, ...

Daly and hig gupporters invrded a meeting of the Farmers' Club

and thresntened them with & reencetment of the acl::hrltol“)
'Pirst of November' if they went nhend with the ir plans,

The Hotion attributed thie dispute to the rumour thet the
farmers wvere anx(igt;a to "shunt' the home rule issue in feavour

of tenant right, The dilemms was resolved by the holding of
two meetings., One in Limerick, organised b 'the demoeraey’,

wis sttended by Buit and J'Shaughnessy; the meyor presided, bdbut |
only six priests, four of them regulars, were on the platform.
0'Sulliven wns with Butt enrlier in the day but =tayed awsy from
the meeting. Doly, in proposing & vote of thanks %o the chairmen
issued a wurning to the home rule lecder:

Be never would appear om © public pl-iform were it net the fnet
that Mr Butt offered compromise between the Irish people anmd the
Taglish govermment, snd he agocpted that ompromize om behalf
of the demoer-ay so long 28 cons istent, But the noment
reresentatives degencrated $o whiggery or toryleu, that momentg
they would wafurl the bamner they &¢ruck under before. (3)

A few danys luter snother home rule meeting was held at
Kilmsllock, O0'Sulliven's home town, rttended by Butt,
0'Shuughnessy , 0'Sulliven, Symsn, Martin, "nd lorge numbers of

priests, under the auspiees of the FParmers’ c]_“.u)

1 Nekion, 24 Cot. 1874,
2 ibid.

3 ipid., 31 Oet.
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Meetings were 21so held in other constitueneies,
A large sonventlon in Morybero wss =ttended by Sullivan, Meldon,
snd O'Sheughnessy rg delegates from the le gue, but not by the

(1)

sitting meubers fer the coumty, Dighy and Dease, The O0'Conor
Pon nnd Charles Frenoch nttended 6 Roscommon meeting =t whieh
the former &t l-st elucid-ted his anttitude ¢to the home rule
pirty. He had been wnoble to attend the party eonference in
Mareh, he explained; = Pfterwnrds, he found that he was uasble to
eecert the resolutiens which it hed passed in his absenoce.
Pledges to united setion were uscless as the members 4 nod
know to what they were pledging themselves, He, for example, had
assumed thnt the pledge hound meaders to vveid ~1ll Faglish perty
aspociations, nd $o consider themselves "neither liberals nor
sonservatives, but simply members of the Irish party'; however:
Subsequent events very soeom proved thot this woe not & gorreet
interpretation, far shortly cfter one ol the mest prominent =nd
sble menmbers whe took part in the meeting, snd who subseribed to
those resolutions, was to0 be found orgenising and starting in
eonjunetion with sa English party = new eatirely politiesl emd
purty elub, rnd on the list of the provisional committes formed
for the purpose of establishing this e¢lub his nome ¢an be found,

For his part, the member for Roscampon hald no eritieism far swh

8 gourse

1 heve not, thenm, gentlemen, rooepted these pledges, dbut st the
geme $ire I have ever been ready, since you first returned me es
your representetive, to meel my Irish collesgues =nd to discuss
with theam nll watters of public interest whemever so doing
Becmed to me to he likely ¢o he of sny serviece.

——— m——

" Neiien, 10 Oet. 1874,
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Fremch, on the other h-nd, unhesitetingly sligned himself with
the party. The 7;1);1&5 expressed sntisfretion with the conduet

of both members,

Constituency meetings of the seme kind were nlso held
(2) (2) (4) (5) (6)
in Covem, Gelwey, Msyo, Wexford, eond Carlow, The

series was concluded by n paoked gethering in the Rotunda ag

whieh Willism Shrw presided snd seven home rule members of

(7
perliament attended. !

With the exoeption of the Ulster series referred to

&% the outset, these were mot, however, essentially reeruiting
meetings, The league never went t¢ the people with the kind of
populsr sppenl whigh had been suggested by the JHegion end by
0'Sulliven; its mein effart to g im populsr suppert, the netiomel
__roll Bgheme , evoked & discpyointing response, Yfforts had been
fnada to set up loesl howe rule ssoeiatims in different perts

of the eouniry through tho( léan of the travelling seorstary of
\tho lengue , Hugh Heinrick, In December, however, the poverty
of the lesgue apd the need for retrenchment in 1ts orgenisestion
compelled it to disch-rge Heinriek, whom it hed engaged only

Natlon, 21 Wov, 1874,
ibia,, ? Sept.

ivid,, 12 sept,
ibid., 17, 31 Oet.
ibid., 24 Oect.
ibid., 12 Dee.

ibid,, 7 Nov.
There ure = eonsiderable number of letters from Heimriek in the

Butt MSS reporiing woon his work( 7,13 ,18,25 June, 2, 9, 11, 16 Sep

10 Oet., 1872, and 4 undnted.). They eomvey *a impression rather

0f o csomewhat self-icportent eo lor Ihn & Bugeess

organiser. Heinriek's & ozntnnt srouse nu‘f‘ E!. iﬁ

g‘?u- of the advenced party. (J.Nolan to ht:’:. . sott.%:.
» 5 My, 1873, Butt M8S,)

QO3 TV £ N -
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in Mareh of the previocus year, and to rely solely upon the
688 istent seeretary, J. P. Mellister; ot the same time Martin
apnouneed his deternmination to give up the paid ueromﬂi)np
if the finoneial position of the longue d1d not improve. In
February 1875 &rti?zdil in feet resign and wes eleoted an

)
hanorary seoretory; no successer wss appointed to the paid

leegue had ome peid official in pleree of the three whieh it had
initially engunged.

The yeer 1374, then, saw 8 sudden snd in some
respects dis: strous election, snd wnimpress ive perlismntery
sesgion, nnd a relative failure on the part of the league to
brosden its influvemnee throughout the ecountry. It sew, in
efddition, some threstening divisions within the r-nks of the
movement, The election wis followed almost immediately by the

defection from the party of P, J. Smgth, who a¢ onee initiated a
bitter eontroversy with the hons rmle leaders as {o the relative
merits of O'Conmellite repenl anfl the federsl progremme, In his

ermpsign Smyth possessed the woluable support of the eecentrie
Merchioness of Queensberry, support valusble not &0 much from her |
powers =8 » eontroversislist, which were in some doubt, as for her
finsneial assistanee, whieh encdbled him to meke an arrangement
with Riohard Pigott under whiech the latter, in retwurn for a eash

1 Martin to Deunt, 12 Dee, 1874, Dount XSS, 8047,
2 Martin to Demnt, 25 Feb, 1875, ibid,



payment of two hundred pounds, agreed to plage three oolumns (of)
the Irishmen every week &t the dispos:l of Smyth's '& clubs,
These bodies never won much publie support, but the goodwill of
the Jrishmsn gove Suyth sdditional publieity for his snti-home
rule esmpsaign, whigh, recghing its apogee in the debate on the
home rule motion eof 1876, seriously compromised the represent-
ative charsagter of the home rule party in the eyes of Emglish
orities, Alresdy in 1074 enthusicstieslly hostile papers were
spre-ding rumours of the impending disintegretion of the party.
It capnot have been diffieult %o believe suech reparts of =n
morganisstion so notoriously unwilling to aceept diseipline
even upen the conduet of the one iesue whieh was its raisen
d'84re, Besides the open dis-greements at Westminster, rnother
uspitn inside the party wes permitted to become publie., It will
be reoalled that in the by-election whigh follawed the
invelidation of the M yo result, O0'Connor Pinr, who hed been
eompelled by elerionl diserppreovel $o withdraw from nomination in
the general election, now contested the issue with the twe

previously elested members, George Browne and Themes Tighe, The

pejority in the perty f-voured their erstwhile collengues, but |

:.ﬁ. nmm ,_,__.ﬁm of the honor:ry seeretéries of ¢tk lergue, and e
 8lose friemd of Butt, went down to Meyo to work for the cendidete

of the ndveneed wing. in irste meeting of the party, called wpem

e —

! ott to Smyth, 10 July 18743 Pigott to M. of Queensb
2' ::gt. ’875. 2? J.'f!no| 10,". ‘87‘; m m. &1‘. m.
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the requisition of Brysm, 0'Callrghan, Digby, Sheil, O'Loghlen, 1
Bowyer, and Blemierhassett, 21l of the right wing of the party, l
wes only prevented from eensuring Blunde® py the promise of ;
Butt that the league council w:u]),d publicly diseleim all 1
respons {bility for his aetion., '*In liberal politieal circlu',
#1] opinions, wrote the Notion, were unanimously in fevour of
Erowne and ngha.‘“n wrs Power, however, whe returned with |
Browne te Westminster, fl

Aes the year drew to n close, the issne of the land
wes moving once 2geln into the forefront of Irish polities, So

long 28 home rule secmed &n imre dlately proeticable objeotive,

there wes 2 poss ibility tho¢ the sgitetiom for 1t might eonsume
populer interest to the exclusion of other issver, But now, with
hope apparently deferreé wntil enother general eleetiom might
inerease the power of the home rule representetion, minds were
twrning mee again to older grievances, In Ogtober the chairmsn
of the Limexrick and Clare Firmers' Club found it necessery to
errénge © county meeting with the parliapmentary representatives
in order to

remove from their constituents, the farming eless , the impression
whieh he should say wes gamm; ground, that tcmt right had
been left in the 'ba.okground eascGuenee of the great question
of homs rule, (3) |

Home :rul- meetings, during the recess , eontinued, es slways, to

W

1
2 .
3 1‘1‘0. 3 Oct.
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pass resolutions anm for land reform ~mongst other remedies
for Irish grievanoces; bdut the issue of the relative 1qpartann‘
of the two demands wes raised in the correspondenee colummns of |
the Natiaon in October .(2).“ two editorials in Ogtober apd
Hovember were devoted to the effort to allay the evidently
growing eoneern of the farmers at the alleged negleot of the
lend issue .(}) It wae to resolve these 2ifferences and to meke
up for the diss-tisfaetion of the farmers at Butt's failure to
press their elaims in the last session of parlismnt, and to
Plan more positive asction on this issue in the 1875 session, thlt‘-l
it was decided to swmon & lend conference. |
Butt's Tenamt league had lapsed upon the passage of
Gladstone's land aot, snd the tensnt farmers had been left for =
time without any mational organisstion, although the loesl
farmers' olubs had, of course, remoined in existence, As the
shorteomings of the aet beeame , howewver, inoressingly appareat,
the need for such organisation retwrned., Iandlords granted or
redrafted lenses u(:? $o0 compel their tenants in many ocases to
opt out of the agt; +the employment of this deviee by the Duke

of Ieinster in the 'leinster lease' led to the establishment of

= s N - —

1 A notable exception was John Daly's Limeriek City meeting
referred to above.

2 » 10 MO ‘87‘.

’ .y 24 M.' 21 Nov.

4 One of the main ai s of Butt's shortive lend bill of 1874 hed
been the repeal of those clauses of the 1870 whioh had mede this
mn{-m from the aet possidble, (Jemsard, >rd series,
sexviii, 169%1705.)
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(1)
the first "tenants defence essoeiation?, Other parss of the

country were Quick to follow suit,

It was upon the county Dublin essociation that the
orgenisation of the impending conference mainly devolved. Its
seeretary, A, J. Kettle, wes an enthusiastiec home ruler and &
loyal feollower of Butt., To ‘.Bitt he explained his intention to
establish the conference upon & firm basis by the ocultivetion
from the outset of those e¢lose relations with the parliamentary
spokesmen of the eountry which had not slways existed in the
last session, He proposed in the first instance to persuade the
delegntes of the different olubs to invite the co-operation of
seleoted members of parliament, notably Butt, Gray, Sullivan,
and Meldon, end in their joint nemes to assemble the conferenece;
he playmed %0 hold, on the day previous to the eonferenge, =
private meeting of these menbers snd of the "more thoughtful'
gludb spokesmen to draft’'a bill for submission to the conference;
over the conferemee Butt would, of ecourse, himeelf preside.
Kettle warned Butt, however , of two diffieulties, The lenders
of the Ulster farmers had prepared 2 bill of their own whish Shey
had not shown to the ir southern counterparts, and they appeared
t0 be going to ask the government to settle their problems en
& party basis, The farmers of the south, o the other hand, were,

he believed, only lukewarm on the home rule issue, because they

——— S | e s ———— -

1 A, J. Kettle, Joterial for vigtory, Publin, 1958, p.14,




suspeoted = similar indifference towerds their problems on the |
part of the home rule members, The conference would have to '1

(1)
resolve these differences,

’ W‘;\?} LoV }": ey

EW.”\ g" 'Bu%%' approved of all these plens, But Kettle's
worst fesrs were borme out., The Ulster members of parlicsment
refused nltogether to attend the conferenee or to eo-operste in
draefting & Joint bill, A seotion of the formers, incensed by
what they eonsidered Butt's negleot of their interests in the
last session, insisted uwpon oonfining the preperatory meeting
of 19 February to their own delegttes, cnd uwpon drafting their

own bill without ~ny eonsultation with the parlismentery

|

representatives prior to the rotunl conference on the following
day. Kettle strongly disapproved of this attitude, and to
oircumvent it proposed to hold = private meeting with the
lending members of parlisment, ineluding Butt, together with

such veteran tenant-right sgitstors outside purlisment as
Fathers 0'Sher snd O'Keeffee , Richard Islor, Mulhallen Merum,
William Bolster, snd E, MeElroy of Ballymomey. To Butt he
expressed his deep concern &t these dissensions:

I am delighted to hesr that you will be able to gain o good deal
of ltmticm t0 this Question, before the conference. I trust
that nothing will prevent you from adepting such a gourse, &s I

feel certain that your work willlbe mede the basis of sll the
deliberntions, so » great deal mny depend upon your preprration.

1 Kettle to Butt, 17 Ded., 1874, Butt MSS,
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Your bill of 1last session 414 not mect the views of the
southern eclubs fny merns, nay I heerrd 1t stated thet rrt
of 1t was oomtradietory of your own resolutions, (1)
The eonference assembled on 20 February 1875 in the
Rotund~n, Sixteen nen’urs(og perliement, ©ll home rulers, were |
2
present, imecluding Butt, but the erair wes teken by one of the |
héndful of Ulster delegutes, W. D. Henderson of Belfast, Thirty
orgenisctions were represented, mostly fermers' olubs or

(3) |
ten°nt defence associations; only four were loocated in Ulster., |

Resolutions were passed protesting against arbitr:ry eviotions
ond Inerenses of rent, snd ealling for seourity of tenure, "the
ngknowledgment of the tenant's property in the velue orested by
his :I.nprovauith and the free and unrestricted rightﬂf’rq‘:/r guh of
his interest in his holding.' The Ulster tenant right, w
observed in 1ts integrity', sctisfied these demands, =nd its
extension to the south wouli be weloomed., The econference onlled
for the introduetion of & bill to meet 1ts resolutions in the
eoming session; it =lso ngreed upon the inclusion of = gleuse
meking some provision for the housing of agrieultural labourers.
A parlismentery committee wes eppointed to draft the bill snd to

4)
help to promote the cause in the next session, It wes

——

1 Kettle to Butt, 5 Jan. 1875, Butt MSS, Most of the preceding

!m ph is bnsed upon this letter,
were Meldon, Collins, MeoCorthy, Browne, Sulliven, Fay,

Mort O'Shaughnessy , Nolan, 0'Sulliven, 0'Brien, and Ronsyne
all .’:"h“ spoke , "-;d Butt, Shaw, O'Clery, and o‘m. who lil.
attended, Also present was Charles Stusrt Pormell,
" m. 30 Jen. 187’.

4 1bid., 25 Jom.
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subsequently agreed that in order to teke full sdventsge of the
Ulster oustom, the northern representetives on this committee
should be =sked to draft & bill baced upon the usage of their

provinee , to which ¥ rum undertock to «dd southern clauses; both

were then $o0 be laid before 2 legal committee comsisting of

Meldon, Martin, Merum, and some northemrmers, for final spproval, |
Kettle had fully gonmewrred in the eppointment of this committee, |

he told Butt,

Why your neme wes omitted emn only be expleined by your own
expressed wish that no members of purlisment should have

B to do with drafting the bill - but now thet other
M,P,."' ve been eppointed to agt I think it right to let you
know ﬂu eiroums tanges hoping that you mey be eble to give them
scme assistance.

The enclosed i the northern draft whieh only came
to hnl on the 19th inst., I expeot that Mr Marum's work will be
done in = few nﬂ g0 that by the end of next week we should
have the matter shepe, (1)

But in their lsck of deference to the experience eand authority
of Butt, the fermers had erected & barrier be twemn themselves snd
the politieal movement which wes to deny them perlismentary

expresgion in the session whiech now opened.

Kettle to Butt, 21 Feb. 18?,. Butt MSS,

1

|
ﬁ
|
|
l



Chapter XV : Three sessions of srgument
(contd.)
(b) The session of 1875

At the opening of the parlismentary session of 1875, i
the lund question wns not the only diffieulty whieh faced the ”
home rule lenders, In Janusry Ceptein White, the home rule
member for Tipierary, retired from the representetion, The name

On his lust visit to Ireland in the previous summer, Mitehel had |
Xept elenr of polities, though meking little seeret of his '
dislike for the home rule movement and his &otcng.ﬁtiu to
evoid eontadt with its leaders other tham Martin. But he had
let Martin know that he would be willing to stand if &
by-eleetion should oeewr in & eonstitueney whieh was prepared to

(2)
eleet him on his won terms, eand expressly that he would mecept

nominetion in Tipperary, where, it will be recetlled, he had been
put forward in the general election, should one of 1ts seats fall

 ’

nﬂnt.(')mvltod to stand, he replied at once by issuing his (4 {
address end setting sail from New York to prosecute his ecampeign.

1 To Smyth he wrote in September 1374 that he hed declined on
invitation to stay with Sulliven. 'I will be the guest of no
"home-ruler” in Dublin, not even with John Mertin, In faet I am
BAY=ge inst thet helpless driftless eongerm o-lled "home rule"
and ...;E o8 vieious ageinst your simple repeal, But if I were
'dnr obligation (whieh I u not) to put in my oer 2¢ sll intoe
L of Iriuh politios I wd rather - u I have $0ld John

mj,. - pull in your bort then in Butt's ‘:‘ll’ihol to Smyth, 3
Smyth MSS, & 184 Tala, 4 MLS,
3. L’.rl e fo D= "t o-ﬁ Au':: ?J“"u. D:llaa: -8 i 31%)
hn e . .
iﬂ hrtmg%%:a“ q‘aﬁu 7 uym,jwt
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157 5 The nomination of Mitehel placed the home rule

lenders in » dilemmn, Only n few weeks earlier he had delivered i'
& lesture upon home rule in New York in which, while preising |
Mortin, Galbraith, Ronayne, Smyth “nd others for their effarts
to kXeep alive the motional cause, he had roundly condemmed the
federsl prepml.“) To swpport him wes to support sn opem
eritic of the party; to oppose him would be to offer = direot
affront to the sdvenced nationalists, It wes obviously
imposs ible for the league offieially to endorse Nitohel's
esnd 1de ture , rnd 1t chose to ignore the oontut.(‘)ht John
Martin probrbly expressed the attitude of most natiomsl ists
when he wrote to Kickham depreeanting Mitchel's sttitude to home
rule as "meither impartial nor friemdly', but urging the voters T
to eleot him ag » reward for his services to Ireland and to
"$rust him to do what he may deem right for the octuse of
Ireland, '(}:) O0'Comnor Power, end several branches of the Inglish
Home Rule Confederstion followed Martin's lead in openly
supporting Nitohel.(“

The new session opened in February. The zeal of the

home rule members would not flag, promised the Nation: the party

2 BMut Dr MeCarthy, bishop of Cloyne, one of the few bishops
who openly supported the home rule movement, urged Butt to
dissociate the league publiely from Mitchel's onndidature.
(MoCarthy to Butt, 12 Feb. 1075, ButtMss,)

gl i

| €0, Gl

4 m'u Feb., °nd editorial in 6 Fed,
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must keep up its work upom nll its different fronts, end in the
me nwhile the Irish people must trust and support 11‘..“) A ..
eireulsr signed by Butt, Mertin, end O'Shoughnessy wes issued %o I
the home rule members requesting their prescnoe in the house for '
the opening of the senim.(“ At the first meeiing of the porty |
0'Shrughnessy resigned &s whip on the grounds of ill-hes 1th snd |
was appointed henor.ry seeretsry to the party, his former post
being filled by Lord Francis Conynghem. A new perlismntary
eomnitte of eleven w:s elected, consisting of Butt, Shaw, Hemry,
Gray, Downing, Redmond, O'Comnor Power, Blemnerhassett,
Sulliven, 0'Shrughnessy, nnd John kitriin as seeret:sry of the
league, The education question wes entrusted to Butt's eare, that
of the politieal prisoners to 0'Connor Power, and that of tenant
right %o Snllivan.(”

But If it wes hoped that the sessian of 1875 would

see all that resolution snd orgnlisstion which hsd been lagking
"in the purty in 10874, sny such hope wus soem disappointed. Owing
to 1ll-heelth =né the pressure of his legal pr-etiece, Butt found
atiendsnee at Westminster even more difficult than before, and he
was un~ble comstantly to direot the tscties of the party.“)

Another absentee from smongst the most useful members of the perty

—— ——

1 s 20 Jen. 1875.

f N T

4 Mertin to Deunt, 10 Mar, 1875, Deunt MSS, 8047, This letter

re ing upon the conduct of affairs nf{ Westminster, wes the 1ast
nﬂ:'mmt received from his old friend, who died om the 29%th

of that month,



i |
was Mitohell Henry, grief-stricken after the desth of his young
wife !me on holiday with him in Emt.“ )rhe heme rule ?
interest was further weskened by the sudden desth of John Martir

at th-tsd of March snd of Sir John Grey st the begimning of
April. okl eliddes, Feb N s

The address in reply to the queen's speech was
permitted by the home rulers to pess upon this ocersion without |
ény attempt st omendment, although O'Comnor Power, Ronayne , and |
¥ertin spoke in the debate, Irish interest wes centred at onoe )
upan the vistory of Nitohel in Tipperary. On Mitehel's .1ut103.1
Hort Dyke on behalf of the government immediately moved for the
plecing before the house of the papers relsting to his trial,
eonvietion, snd esecape, with & view to his disquslificntion as oy
undisgharged felon. Nolam, =s the only home rule member present,
protested, snd in the time geimed other membere of the party
were nssembled, The motion wrs esrried, however, by 174 votes %o
15,.(3 Disreeli st onoe gave notice of his intention to move the
issue of a fresh writ. When this motion came before the house on

the Thursdey following, O'Sheughnessy, for the home rule party,
opposed it on two grounds, The first was the failure of the

— ——

1 Mertin to D-unt, op. eit.
2 The home rulers retrined Martin's sent in Meath but lest

those of Gray (Kilkemny City) =md White (Tipperrry)., White, on
the :thor h!:d. never seems %o mx“bo: ﬂﬂf:i:}-.{y ;;‘.‘r of
the party, though supporting the rel proposal, This drought
the membership of the party down to 54, inelud ing Murphy, who

resigned from it in Junuery of the follow ing yesr,
i , *rd series, ooxxii, 416-22, Joseph Cowen (Newcastle)

™ Inglish member to vote in the minority. (Nation,
20 Feb. 1875.)



government to give the eleotors eny vrevicus warning of Mitehel
ineepreity to sit; Beoondly, he argued thrt Mitchel, condemed,
unlike Ross&, to tromsportantion, h*d in feot discharged his
sentence by remtining outeide the United Kingdom for its term,
The attorney-general conceded that Mitenell wae not lieble to
re-errest, but contended thet as rn uvndischorged felon he wes
nevertheless inenpable of taking his seat, Hartington, for the
oprosition, dissented from the seotion of the ministry to the
extent of demanding » committee on the aucstion, The government
motion was earried by 269 votes to 102, A considernble number
of Fnglish membere voted with O'Shaugmessy; Butt himself,
however, wng =bsent from both the dehnte and the division, while
Montegu &nd 0'Calleoghon, both technieally home rulere, voted with
the aowrmnt.(” Mol e o R g

The Mitchel affair brought little eredit upon the

influence of the prriy either in Ireland or et Westmimster; its
aftermath wes no more fortun-te, Discunlified once, Mitchel stoad
agrin =8 & challenge 40 the decision of the government, Upom this
basis Butt now felt able to endorse his candidature .(“-u after
an enerzetic campaign organised by young John Dillon, & regent
asuditor of the Literary »nd Historic=l Society of the Catholie
University .(“ntohel was cgain returned. At once the sent was
awarded to the other candidate, the conservative Stephen Moore,

— —

1 , 3rd series, ooxxii, 490-529. These two votes were
re d with especial indignution by the notiomalists, and »
Mpperary meeting demanded 0'Calleghan's res ignstiom from the
representation of the county., (Hotion, 27 Feb, 1875.)

R ot O
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whom Mitchel had defented by 3,114 votes to 746, The exertioms
of the emmpaign proved too grent & stroin won the siling
Mitehel; less them & fortnight lrter he woe dend, to be followed ._-l
in as little time by John Msrtin, who eaught » chill while
attending the fumeral of his old friemd amd brother-in-law,
"Poor Mitehel's last legagy to Ireland is a tory misrepresentatiom '.
of Tipperary', wrote O0'Neill D=um¢ in his diary, o

The Mitochel affeir weas followed at Westminster by e
short spell of normal party cotivity. MeKemnr and But¢ moved for
an inquiry into the inperul taxation of Ireland; after = short
debate their motion was withdrawn, iy JO'Gomor Power similsrly
moyed and withdrew n resolution urging the relense of the

‘J

resn ining politieal prisomers, )P. Jo. Smyth's perennicl bill for
the repeal of the oonmtim not wee deferted by 110 votes to }% "

C‘ff‘“"“(- ” But on 22 Morch the motion by the government far the
seoond resnding of the Peace Preservetion ( Ireland) Bill
introduced yet nnother keenly snticipated struggle upon the issue

of soeroion, The rejection of the bill wre moved by Momtagu, whe
was followed by several other Irish members, O'Iesry ot one n-r’ ,
Bought to move the adjourmment, but wes restrained by Sulliven.

The debate spread into & second day, in whieh Butt, srttending

Daunt Jowrmal, 28 Msy 1875, MS 3 04%,
- leriea. cmii 1702=-2 1.

iv 19596 9.

ibid, , eexxiii, 148219,
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eons istently for the firs¢ time in this session, was ome of the i
speakers, The second resuding wez ourried by 264 votes to 6’.“)
The bill, wrete the Nofion grimly, should mot be =llowed %o
begome law 'until it has been mrde very much more of & seandsl
end & trouble to the Fnglish pt'rli.“llent',(z) end Butt wrote:
We believe we efn promise that the Irish perty will in this
matter, at least, exhaust all the forms of the house to attain
thelr just and righteous object. (2) |
The committee stage wss tekem exnetly » month later.
The only Irish business of note tnkem in the interval was the |
intreduwtion by Butt of the second rerding of his Munieipel |
Corperations (TIreland) Bi11, which duplioated the provisions of |

his munisipal privileges bill, rejected by the lords in the

previous session. The government, having been previously foreed
to sacept this messure, eould scarecely flefeat it now; they
éghieved inste~d the same result by foreing i+s adjournment.
Nolen and Meldonm retaliated immediztely by moving the

adjournment of the next Fnglish business; they were dissuaded by

Batt.“} With » section of thelr number in this hostile mood,

& speciel urgent whip from Butt assembled the party for the

(5)
eommittee stage of the eoercion bill, s Tt wes ~greed to

#Ea:g, Tyrd “’11%‘35' caxxiil, 27292, .
27 ¥y, V .
:m :n;le ?party eireular, ibida., 10 April,

, 3rd series, ooxxilli, 255-6., Shortly rfterwards Butt
iimyth this and his municipel franchise_bill, apparentl

iring of their yrogress in this sessiom, %}-,24 Apr.1 875
.n{n{;. Callan, 29 Moy, , Butt M88, vol 1, M8 20,

H pVTO -
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press & lorge number of cmendments. 'No one who hes disregarded j"":
thet '“'?“‘)' y werned the Nntion, 'een hereafter exouse
1) ' ( } == X 4
himselft.v.. . P RSP O S T

But when th; ’deha.'l:e opened, Joseph Bigsor at omece
gshowed tha¢ Butt'e rebuke in the previous session had effeeted
no slteration in his taeties on eoercion, and that he for one
was prepared to earry out the letter of Butt's wamings 40 the
governrmend, On the motion %o go into committee he proposed rm
smendment o2lling for the rejection of the bill, For four hours
he eontinved to sperk, rending extrreots from newspapers 'in &
mapner which mede it impossible to follow the spplieation', snd
illustrating hiz argument with = maszs of statisties which were
'almost inmudible'. The house emptied. A cownt wes taken, =nd
Bigger resumed, reading extreoets from the evidence before the
Westmeath ecommission 'in + mamer which rendered him totelly
unintelligible’', Reproved for his inaudibility by the spesker,
Bigenr took his pspers mnd a supoly of weter, end moving into
the front opposition benches, which had been wveesnt throughout,
resumed his speech, Finslly inspiration failed him, and being
‘unwilling to detain the house 'ny longer', he sat dun.(a)

Biganr was followed dy MeKerns , 0'Clery, O'Conor,
MaaCarthy , Downing, Foy, nnd Nolwn, who, with the ministerial

—

1 . 24' Aprc ‘ 875'
, ‘rd series, ecxxiii, 1451-3, from which the quotations

1
2
in this peragr.ph sre teken, and HNetion, 1 May.



speckers, in the words of '(t:n Hotion, 'protrscted the debste for
)
two or three days longer'. But olthough none of the other Iris} ".
members chose to follow Biggar's tasties, meither did they
econdemn him openly, C'Comnor Pywer and 0'Gorman defended him
agninst the ssronsm of Disrasli; Sulliven, on the other hamd,
ssswred the house that the honorsble member for Cavam head spoken |
68 he did, not from any pre-arrsngement with the other Irish
members, but totsally on his own respomsibility, »nd without
having given them sny previous intimation that he intended to
address the house =t any such length.
The =djowrnment wng moved by O'Leary, supported by Butt.
Defested by 245 votes to 67, it wes at onec moved ngsin by
0'Gormen, deelering, with pessimate intemsity: 'if the nboruu
of my country are to be destroyed by o despotie and insolent |
mojority, these liberties shall die hard.' The house was moved
to 'grent lmughter'; Disreell gave way to this "¢tragic sddress’,

and the members departed in something like the ir normal humour

(2)
after the long sitting.

The debate on Biggrr's ~mendment wis resumed om
26 April, The seoond night wes the oeension far the msiden

speeoh of the new member for Merth, Charles Stuart Parmell,
elected in the room of John Mrrtin, It wes an effort notabdble

mainly for its forthright eonclusion:

Why should Ireland be trented ng & geographical fragment of

and, a8 he had heard sn ex-chapeellor of the exchequer oall
it some time ago, Ireland was not » geographieal fr-gment, bdut
a nation,

1 Negiom, 1 ¥ey.
2 Hepsard, rd series, eexxiii, 1451-90,
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After several Irish members ond ome ministeriel ist hed spoken,

the amendment was defeated by 155 votes to 63, and the house
went into comuittee on the bill, In comnittee Butt and the
O'Conor Don moved the firet of the fifty-nine rmendments of
whieh the Irish members had given notice, Bigger moved the
adjournment, with charaeteristic e¢ffrontery withdrew it in order
to allow Rons 1«; to speak, and thea reintredused it. Progress
was reporied.

On 2) April the struggle wee resumed, Amendments

were Iintroduced by Nolen, Fay, Butt, snd O0'Sullivan, The first

three having been defes ted, the ohief meretery iiicks Beach
promised on beholf of the government to give coms derstion to
the fourth. Butt secordingly sskedgSull ivan to withdraw it; the
latter, however, wes determined to hold out for s positive
promise to agcept it, wntil Downing intervened to remind him
of 'Che neoessity of deferring to the expressed wish of the

honorable and lecrned member far the eity of Limerieck in the
R o & W,

The amendments, whigh dealt with individual
provisions of the bill such =& that for the licensing of
firearms, succeeded one &nother monotonously until Bigger,

feeling that =atiety had been resched, moved the adjournmeamt,

! Benserd, 3rd series, ooxxiii, 1641-3,
2 “ibld., 1349, O'Shaughnessy sl#e intervemed to ask 0'Sulliven
to bow to Butt's wishes,
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His speech being interrupted by 'unseemly noises', Callsn rose
to protest, and Sulliven nlsc sppesled to the house to heer
the member for Crvan, Bigger wrs irked by these appesnls; ‘he
intended to be he:rd. If honorable members €1d mnot like it they
had their remedy, &nd he had his,' The motion was defeated, but
the adjournment wes shortly »fierwards Qonuoded.“) |
The fourth day, 20 April, pessed without incident.
On the £ifth, 3 My, Bigger ond Downing discgreed »s to the
pressing of one amendment, tnd Callan foreed a divisioem sgainst
Butt's \lishﬂl.(z} The sixth day, 4 Moy, was m:wventfnl.(}) On

6 May Disraeli eomple ined in the house of the hindrsnee csused

|

to government dusiness by the prolonged comaittec stage of the
bill, He made , however, no charges of obstruction, sdmitting
thet consistent with their svowed intention to offer 'wflinehing
opposition' to the bill the Irish members hed not exoeeded their
parliapentery rights; he recalled that in 1347 » eoereiom bill

for Ireland hod been held up for nine dsys in committee by an
even #m:ller ninority.(“

The comnittee stage of the bill ended &t last on
6 May, With the last smendment disposed of , Butt rose to moke

what were probably mesnt to be ¢ few coneluding remarks:

1
2
}' “o ) 0‘:1’-11". wy 24-42.,
4 1pid., 165-70.

, 3rd series, ecexxiii, 1R863.
W‘ 9%67-200t, It wes defented dy 311 votes to 3,



tho ot _the end of the committee he ought to remark thet
g. %mtmhrl hrd nothing whatever 4o .3%19'{.. o; in the

memner in whieh the chie? seerctery had eonducted it.... They
hed nothing to eomplain of in the mannmer in which they hed beem |
regeived by the house, "nd the mamer in which their objections |
had been met would have some effeot in mitigating the effeot
these ooercive me sures would have upon the minds of the Irish
people, He hoped the house would not take objeetion 4o the
mamer in whieh the opposition had been conduogted, The bill was |
uoonstitutional, it vitally affected the liberties of the
people, end 1ts provisione were multifarious, snd had it beem ||
applied to England it would not heve passed with evem so little
disoussion, fie , however, belleved it had been discussed fairly, |
end mush &8 they regretted the re-encetment of these laws 14
could not be said an ample opportunity hed not heen given for
the oonsideration of the question,

Disraell replied: .'I think thie is the best message of pecoge
which we have had for & long peried.'

S0, no doubt, Butt intended the struggle to emd,
But this exchange of parliementery ocompliments wes incomprehens-
ible to meny of the men who had borme the brwmt of the battle.

Mr Romayne: I, for one, will net be a party to
ageepting from the Inglish government oha ins, however gllded,
or however accomprnied by courtesy, politeness , or good manners.

Mr Bigger: This 1= not, in my judgment, on
ooccrsion on which we ought to bsndy compliments. I am not
g0 to blame the house for the want of courtesy shown towards |
myself; but I must protest rghinst & bill being foroed on us
unsupported by re¢ son, nrgument, or comuon secnse.

My Mitohel Henry scid, he did not think that wes & |
proper cee sion for bendying compliments, He thought the questio
was really too seriocus, He intimeted that the bill would be "
strongly opposed om the third rerding. (1)

On thie discordant note the long debrnte congluded. The bill
pessed ite report stage om 10 May, to the rgcompeniment of some

sherp exeh:nmges between Biggar rnd O0'Gorman on the one hand and "

(2) :
Dovming on the other, |

e ——.

1 3rd series, coxxiv, 195,
2 ToieESiTsa,
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\o.. Before eonsidering the wider impliestions of this
.v-::gl. In relation to the movement as e whole, the remainder
of the Irish business token in this sessiom osn be Quiekly
disposed of, It will be reealled that this wes o heve been
above all the session in which the demnds of the tenant farmers
were %o have been put before the house, 'nd that the land

econference had set up & parlismentary committee which had
expected to conclude the dr-ftimg of a bill by the emd of
February., But instead all lisison between the committee amd the
home rule members seems to have broken down, The committee
insisted wpon compulsory arbitration as the only legal solution
of lendlord-tenant disputes, and at the same time opjposed any

(1)
mrovision for the revaluction of rents. Tais et itude was

Quite unngoeeptable to0 Butt, whose own prefercnec was for
perpetuity of tenure % periodie reveluation, “nd who did not
believe that snything more rrdisal tham fixity of temure oould
usefully put forwsrd in =m Inglish parliszent. The sommittee
submitted their bill to Meldon om 1) April with the request that
he should alter its fourth clause so 68 to make arbitration the
only mesms of setitling disputes =nd Lo repecl the relevant
provicioms of the 1370 ut.(Z)hcldm foiled Lo de thu,(z )m the
seusion wis sllowed to pass without any bill Leing imtroduced.

e S el

1 Kettle 0 Butt, 13 Apr, 13875, Butt MSC,
2 ibid., and J. Byrne to Butt, 3 My, Butt ¥SS,

3 1uid.



In June the tenant rerresentriives were still ssking Butt to
eonfer with them: |

If you could mrnege to dréw up your bill in ¢ zhort time and
submit i1t to the Farmere' Clubs and even zive notice to the
house that you would bring 1t forwerd at en eorly dsy next
session you wounld be doing good work. (1)
Butt however, wes obviously rngry thet & remotely-situsted

tenant committee should endesvour to dietate perlismentary

ecolleagues were me more enthusiastie., In September Henry
eongretulated him on regeining the "whip hend' on the lend
Question; revision of rents and the power of removing en
undegireble tensnt must certsinly be conceded in eny reform,
rdded Henry; free srle, furthermore, wes only & phrase, snd as
understood h? the compmittee redounded only to the sdventege of
the tmt.(; }I'n- perlismentsry terms oll these exchanges found

expression only in ¢ gompromise Fesolution, moved by Butt om

11 June, eslling for the appointment of & roysl commission to
enduire into the working of the lemd net. Butt wes seconded by
Kirk, sand supported by 0"sm1m. Downing, O'Reilly, smd Ieuu.l
Henry Bruen, conservotive member for Carlow sounty, snd the ohied

seoretsry Hicks Beach were the only ministerial speakers; the

1 Butt , undnted frogment, 1875, Butt MSS,
2 3Butt tgoSui‘.J, ivan, und~ted, Butt "8 : 1"01 i1, ¥ 31,
3 Jenry to Butt, 29 Sept. 1575, Butt MSS,
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lotter dwelt with eonsiderable effect upon the differences
between Butt's demands and those of the tenant committee, The
motion wes deferted by 108 votes to 41, No liberals bothered to
speak, nor did any of the Ulster mmbera.“ )The tenant
sommittee remsined wholly ummtisfied;

The other Irish messures were disposed of as
expeditiously. Butt's County Boards ( Ireland) Bill whieh
proposed the demoerntisntion of the grend Jury system was .:
defented by 18 votes to 125 at the end of June in what wes the
most suceessful of the Irish dehntol;(‘)m:ry's motion for the
relense of the politiesl prisoners was withdrawn after = short
debate in whieh Porancll distinguished himself by cecusing the
suthorities of the torture of the prisomer IPrnilel hldhiw)
Me.eCarthy 's Weste Ll;ds (Ireland) Bill was ndjourned into 11!3(0‘
and Downing's Poor Removal Bill wss defeated by 231 votes to 6(53
Bigeor alone retired in fightimg order, joining with the

workmen's representatives Burt and Maelomsld in opposition te th

voting of & speeial grant to the Prinee of Wales for his

(6)
projeeted tour of Indla,

|

, 3rd Beries, eaxxiv, 1716-40,
ib . 746"670
ibia,, 11981201,
ibid, , eexxv, 1459,
ipia,, 1768-%.
1bid., emociv, 11526,

O HV Y -



Yd 5

S0 ended 2 sescion even more sterilethen thet which
hed mroeeeded 1%, Butt's minor bills hed been éefeated or

vithérawn in despair; there had been no amendzent to the sddres

no land d4l11, - shove nll, not even & rorml Iropositim of

the home rule damo.ml. There hud been resolution o1 e on the
question -af:_ oceroion. and it hud been wArked by ¢ growing
internsl division s to the tuetios, rnd more fundsmentslly the
attitude , to be rdopted by the perty. Already publie opiniom
wss beglmning to weary of prrli mentsry defeat, snd frustratiom
wos growing in two important sections of the peorle, the fermers
gnd t)e advanced nations lists, The land bill firsgo was
ventildted in = sharp newspaper eontroversy between Butt and the
tenant conmuittee ; in & uwnic-nimously apirow d statement the
eomuwittee blimed the vaneillation of the members of parlisment
for the failure to bring in » bill in the 13075 session, and
acoused Butt of retre ting from his owa resolutims of previous
land eonferencoa.(” Butt, for his part, expressed the opiniom
that the Ulster tenant right should be used «8 the basis of all
parlisment:syy -etion, snd mrde quite clear his refusal to z=ceept
responsibility im parlisment for any bill which he had not
personslly drafted., But in ony erse, he rested his hopes upoa
the cleetion which he believed to be mear; until them, snd even

1 Nation, 12 June 1875,




possibly until the ~ehievement of home rule, & British
prrlicuent, he odbvio sly felt, w-s unlikely to concede the
uneomnronising demands of the comnittee, His sounsel, however,
offered little in the immcdiate future but the end less
reiteration of hopeless hills apnd motims,

Bug I am equally persusded that it ie our duty te 58 upon
h!ti-h pm'}.!.tml‘fa the legislation which we glieuw;ho
pressing wwmnte of our scountiry necd, In somwe nstsnces we maAy -
I believe we will - susceed in obicining, it wey be, pertiel
redress for the gricvances of which we eompléein, Every time we
do 80 we gein some strongth and vigowr for the natiomal life.
But I know of no means by whigh we o' n betier rdvance the
eause of home rule than meking honest end intelligent
lishnmen reallse to themselves the defleiencies of the irx
Ir government smd Irish legislation, There is no sudbject
whigh we ought %o press more urgently than that of the
necessity of glv to the Irish tenant the protection whish
legislation has not us yet adequately sfforded him, (1)

There wrng nothing inherently defestist or futile im

this poliey, if it had been presscc home with any vigeur. Bug

waning energr of the home rule pariy secarcely jJustified any
sonfidence that this would be the case, Public opinion noted,

with grwing resentment , the siesdy sbsentec ism of the Irish
menbere, The JLhion drew «tiention to the slLsence of eleven
home rule members from virtually all the divisions in the
eoercion bill commltiee .(e)sm of which the govemment had waen
by mejerities ns low as two, Less them half the party voted om

(3)
Butt'c land motion, -

1 Netion, 27 May 1875,
g 1bid,, 15, 22 Mey.
3 ivid., 19 June,
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Some of this lack of applisation wes attributadle b0 A
Butt's own freQuent absences, Little =8 the party respected his |
suthority, it seems to have been Quite wmeble to evolve sy
8isoipline spert from his lesdership, O'Sheuginessy reported’ '
from London during one of Butt's ahseneces: ‘

Not & word wns gaid ot omr meeting of the land act or legislatim,
or of any other messure exeept education, end all that wes ssid
sbout that was that noth ought t0 be dome in your sbEene®....
We have arranged to hold bi-monthly meetings, but not ome word
wes sald, =nd not an ides wes implied, sbout sapemunc the

committee in the discharge of its duties of or

regulating agtion, It was agreed that lnuvid 5 lho l u:phln M
the ir intended aotion in reference to motions appeering im their |
names to the meeting, in order to enlist support or heve |

stions from the others, but this appesrs to have been a:l..l |

lmlt guerrills performances., (1)

0'Comnor Power's proposal the¢ a deputation of home rule members
ineluding, in O'Shaughnessy's phrese, "the eunuchs of the party’,
should apply for leave to visit the politieal prisoners, wes
likewise deferred until Butt should be free to decide upom its
il

In 1875, in order to mitigate the hermful effeots of
Butt's frequent absences, & final effort wes made to free the home
rule leader from the necessity to preetise his professiom. In
February & testimonial fund wee launched with the establishment otltl
& provisional eommittee in Butt's own constituengy of Limeriek;
i1t wes deeided to vest the monies collegted in the hamds of a |
board of trustees with sbsolute discretion as to thelr l.;plulu(zl

T

| —— S— ——

1 0'Shaughnessy to Butt, 13 Feb, 1875, Butt MSS,
2 0'She mu; to Butt: 15 Feb., II’H' MNSS,
3 Copy the resolutions of the committee, 19 Feb., Butt MSS.



The movement represented the fruition of » scheme long plamned
by Butt, and entrusted by him to some of his closest supperters
in the nmn(:r; Such ns Sir Joseph MeKemma, Charles Dawson, and .'I
John Fllayd, The gloomy prophesies of Shaw & yeer previously |
a8 to the probable publie respmuu)prma. however, only too |
agourate, Despite the deliberate efforts of its ergenisers to
g in official eclerical support at the outset .(}) the oatholie
bishops for the most part held aloof, emd without the!r
approval the chapel door eolleetion, the only really effeotive
mesns of tapping mess subseription, wes denied to the ;
testimonial; im nny euse, the failure of the league to raise
sufficient funds to pay its own way soareely argued the _
rendiness of the publie to subseribe to a second home yule levy. '.
Hemry wrote to Butt: I

I 8%1ll do not believe that the Irish bishops wish eatholie
mnoney to into n protestant pocket and unless we oam frightem |
them we s get no effectual help on home rule, They fear it. U

Money ceme Iin quite quickly at first. But 2s soon as

the contributions of the loyal supporters of home rule had been
exhausted, the supply begen to fall ineressingly shert of the
demand, The chief trustees, Henry and C y had paid Butt

)
nearly S000 from the fund by Janusry 1876, 2 but already the

e —————

1 0'Shauginessy to Butt, Fllard to Butt, 31 Jan, 13875; MoKenme to
Butt , 0'Sheughnessy to Butt, § Feb,, snd other letters in Butt uSS

2 B8ee nboye, Chapter XIV, p.374.
5 Ellard to Butt, 16 Feb., Henry to Butt, 19 May, Butt MSS; and

MeAl ister to Daunt, 10 Dy‘. Daunt 'sﬁ:m,.

4 Henry to Butt, 5 Sept. 1875, Butt
5 Hemry to Butt, 5, J, wmd 19'Sept., 9 end 17 Oet. 1875; 20 Jam.

876, Butt MSS.



importwmings of Butt were outstripping their resourees, °md the
future receipts from the t:stinmial were mortgeged ageinst

(
Henry's personal cheques, )By December 13875 there was hardly
(2)
& 00 in the four benks used Ly the trustees, Intemnal

divisions 2nd Jeclousies in the orgnising committee reduced
its efficienay; the paia.( a§-5laiaer. Ceptain Dunne , was

)5
disgharged in September, and in 1376 the conduet of the

movenent wes plaeeél fin the hends of George Delany, an seotive
4 |
Dublin home ruler. But by that time no exertions eould arouse

enthusiasm in the publie, =nd by October 1876 Butt had admitted

defeat, To Delany he wrote urging him not to tah(;l)n desperate
expedient of publishing the names of subseribers,

The more I think of it the more averse I am $0 sny publieity
ebove all to any allusien to futuwre agtion, Evem 1if anything
were ever to be done it eould only be done & new departure
end not as » eontinuation of that which has n done.
My esrmest wish is that nothing more should be
done - I om led to believe that some monies will yet
oome - if 80 80 much the better but it is not the time to

drew =4tention to the feilure,
He =sked Delany 0 lodge something as soam a8 possible; he had

left a cheque with t?z bank to be drawn as soon &8 there wes
)

anything to meet it. 3y 18677 Delsmy had succeeded to J. A,

Blake's thenkless tosk of begging on Buti's behalf from his

i e

1 Hemr Butt, 19 Septe, 17 Oot. 1875, Butt MSS,
2 mu-; :: Bn‘bt: 2u Deo..’Butt MSS, 1
3 MeKerms to Butt, * Sept., Butt MSS,
4 Del: $0 Butt, §3?:§§ :g%. ﬂﬁmﬁ
De lany , ’ .
i mw $0 Delany, 6 Oot., 1876, Hickey MSS,




leading oolleagues in the party, his efforts seconded as
‘Blake's hed beem in 1375 by the wearisome ﬂﬁgﬁiu of Butt's
deternination to retire from the leadership., Butt proposed
the establishment of 4 mational committee, on the lines
privately suggested by the bishop of Clonfert, Dr Dugsn, to
ménage the testimoninl fund permanently and to gusrantee him
an ingome of £2000 a nu.(a) 'If men were so impressed with
the neeessity of wy scerifioing myself - they ought to
guarantee me far the year 2000 - 21000 to meet liabilities I
might be ealled on %o meet and £100 o month far ten monthe', h
said to Fadmund Dwyer (h'lr.(}) It was a jJustifiable plea, but
it fell on deaf ears, Soon Delany, like his predecessorse, was
added to the list of Butt's privete muhﬂ(.4!)?ho problem of
Butt's periodle abeences from parlisment remained unsolved,
The apathy of the metion was unkind, but it wes
essily explicable. After the optimism of the 1873 eonference, |
the movement was slow t0 reooneile itself to the frustrations of
& minority position. The people might have agpepted Butt's

poliey of srgument and reiteratiom if it had been energetically

pressed, if the voiee of the Irish mendiocsnt had mever been mute ]
&t Westminster, if government business hed been btrought to a

——

———

40 Delsay, 10, 12 Mar, 18 Riokey MSS,
Deloay, 15 'tr.. mmfﬁ

Delany, r. m
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stends41ill by the bills of the Irish menmbers, and if Butt's
eall for » national sgltation had been reflected in the
organissticn of a campaign of mess meetings, They knew, indeed,
of no alternative pollq; But it was the oonsistent ebsentec ism
of the leeder and the gymieal apathy of so meay of his
followers, the diminishing energy of the party and the
apparently declining volume of Irish business which e¢nused them
inereasingly to0 lose confidenee in the lewndership, The
alienation of the tenants hes already been noted, It reme ins
to oonsider the other seetars of Irish opiniam.

The conservatives, 1t will be rectl led , had in the
grest majorigy of ouses cedsed to h&ve any sympathy for the
movement by the tise of the national eonferemee of 13T, In |
their plage had come sn influx of liberal members of parlinmt;
But although home rule had undermined the theoretiosl besis of ‘
Irish liberal unionism, it had not yet eaptwed for itself the
ureserved swupport of the bourgeois and sbove &ll of the elergy,
who retaimed their distrust of Butt smd their feor of the |
advenoed netionalist feeling from which the movementg hed
derived such & substantial part of its initial dynemism, The
survivel of this distrust among the elergy 2ml their politiesl
ass u-intu wes demonstrated all teo elearly in the episode of

L

the O0'Camnell eentenary.
The impending rmiversary of the birth of the
liverator sroused much enthusiasm in Dublin, and great




LZo W

preperotione were made to ulchtto.it-’.‘.”lt wsg unfortuns te
for the home rule interest thet the neession coincided with the
‘lord meyorslty of Peter Paul MeSwimey, Frustrated im sll his
previous efforts to gein politieal prominence ,(z}he determined
to use his position s presiding megistrate end cheirman of the
centenary committee to turn the celebrations into a
demonstration for his own eatholie liberal party., The Natiom

werned that the oecnsion was not to be twned into a whig-

liber=1l triumph; 0'Connell's work for repesl must be
oonmnoratcd.(“ But Medwiney, with the supvort of Lord Fmly
and the liberals on the one hand, snd the P, J. Smyth party on
the other, chose to treat the life of the liberator as if it had
eensed in 1&9.“) Coxrdinsl Cullen, wrote Deimt in his diary, :‘
et the tome of the commemmoration: .
with whet he oslle & "Pastorel”, enlogising the desessed pntriot [F
BEb SSTIRE ROL ims Werd of Ais MEits 6s o mipiemalist e a5 ea
earnest agitator for the emancipetion of the dissemters. (5)
Authorised to select the orator to deliver the memorial sddress
8% the eulminanting ceremony, MeSwiney prssed over all the
netionalist lecders, »nd pioked Lord O'Heogen, {catholtl lord

chaneellor wnder the Gladstone administretion,

1 Daunt Jowmel, 9 July 1875, M8 3041,
2 mee above, pp. SO & 1o,

1’- » }!1 Ju'ly.

5

4 1bid,, end Deunt Journel, 27 July, ¥1 Aug, M5 3 041; Daunt to
:h meawy gommittec, 27':;;1;, Deunt MSS -30‘5. ;
Daunt Journal, 17V Aug,, NS 3041,
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The result of this menoceuvre was whet the JNetion, |
with = eertain lhhpnmoll“.)dnloribod &8s & 'wonderful “[
uprising in Seekville Street’, The emnesty men having made |
no seoret of their determination to thwart Meciwiney's 1
intentions .(Z)O'mm declded to stay swey =nd the oration was
eommitted appropristely emough to MeoSwiney himself. At King's
Bridge & hand to hsnd fight for precedence took plage between
the ammesty men led by Nelsn and Dely and the eoslporters,
traditionally O0'Comnell's bodygusrd, led by P. J. Smyth. The
ecoalporters won the race by cutting the trsces of their
opponents' drey, but the smmesiy men drogged their vehicle to
Carlisle bridge, where they fortified themselves on the
platform which had been erected upon the site of the resent
O'GMOIIJstnm.U) The poet, Denis Florence MsoCarthy, hed be
eomnissioned o write am ode for the centendry, snd his son hss
left in his disry a graphie deseription of the soene:

The aonesty memn with their blacgk bamners hed one side of the

pletform all to themselves and the coalporters snd oarmen
surrounded the others, With great difficulty I erossed Carlisle

i t within hear distance of the platform. The
w.;-g‘gfillc Street ,’EngMO Bridge, snd all epproaghes

to them were oecupied by & dense moss of men with bends and

1 HNation, 14 Aug, 1875. :'l
2 ¥, MeoCerthy's Disxy, 30 July, MS 7251, |
3 "“ﬂ’ 14 Aug. Smyth wes rooused on =ffidavit by F. H. |
0'Dennell, John Duly, Johmn Barry, smd others of having himsels

iven the order to out the trrces of the avmesty ecar: he denied
ig, The eontroversy drtfed on for several weeks without
recghing any comelusion, dbut Smyth was expelled from the Amnes y
ogiation on the motion of Daly, with Parmell in the emir,

ivda., 21 Aug.)
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pemners., All however were in grent good humour; there wes no
drunkenness whatever snd oonfusion wes o¢c o 8ioned only by some
of the mounted men endeavouring to foree their horses through .
the erowd. The Lord Mayor's state coach eould be seen moving !
slowly down through the bleck sea from Nelson's Pillar, At
h he resohed the platform, the opprosite side from where I
gt00d and therefore invisible to me, When he attempted to read
Lord O'Hagen's speech, his voice wes drowned in - storm of cories
of all kinds, crmong whioch "Down with whiggery™, "Wo whig
lagemen ", and "Butt, Butt" predominsted. After several
Imtfntml ettempts to gain & hearing the lLord Mayor with .
diffioulty regéined his clrriuﬁ the blegk flags and chains of i
the Amnesty Associstion being flaunted end rattled im his free, ||
When his carringe wes gone the ories for Butt were renewed, end ?
l

—
— e e ——

A, M, Sulliven whom I observed sitting on » house top with his
lege hunging over the perepet, kept shouting out Butt's neme
ot the top of his voiece., At length Butt d4id appenr, and |
standing beside the white, laurel-growned bust of 0'Commell, his | |
old opponent, made & vigorous little epeech pointing down to the
colonnades of the "old house in College Green", end remind ing
the people of the gr:nd eentenary whiech wrs npproaching in seven
vears tine, the centenary of Dungemon end the Volunteers,
O'Connor FPower, M.P, for Muyo, then spoke, vehemently protesting
agiinst the seleetion of Lord O'Hhgen &s spokesmen for such e
national edlebration, Sullivan who had deseended from his pereh
next spoke, remsrking on the attempt thet hnd been made "to out
O'Connell in twain™, by trying to ignore his long struggle for
the legislative independence of Ireland, to the honowr ing of him
golely as the emanoips-tor of estholies, The crowd then
gradually dispersed. I got some dimner ond then ran out to -;
m snd walked on the pler till 10 o'eloeck, There were some
tions im Dublin, the word "0'Commell " in large double i
letters on the metal-bridge coming out beasutifully snd be ing
refleoted baok from the blagk wanters bene~th, Pends playing
national airs merched through the streets slmest =11 night, end
thus the 160th ammiversary of Damiel O'Commell's birth passed
ewty intoe history, to be ranked =mong the memories of t} pest. (1

1 MaoCerthy Diary, 6 Aug. 13875, M8 7251, MoeCarthy wes mot yet
twenty; & more sedate observer, William Woodlogk, » eatholis
polive mongistrate in Dublin, by contrast selected other points as
worthy for preservation in his diary: |
A very striking fe:rture of the procession were the econfrsternitiee
of the Suored Heart, - ome of them emtirely composed of respectle |
Joung shop rseistants.... There wes, I w, & .lmt row r’r 1
rather there wans nesr being ome) nt the King's Bridge betweem the
ammesty men snd the eonl-portors, ond at the cleose of the

Progeed there was snother slight dispute in Sagkville Street
'."OQI t two bodies....

I dare we shall hove pretty he wark ¢
Mondsy ., ! (leo!.leck Diary, 6 Aug,, MSS :F?B-jtm .c)rmm —
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The outdoor eelebrotions were followed by & benqQuet
in the evening at the exhibition prlage, At this banquet the

toast of the legislative independence of Irelond wes propesed by
Sir Charles Gaven Duffy, who had been chosen for this hamour by
lu&wmr: no unbt(?;oaue of his vvowed disapproval of the

home rule movement. Yells of 'Butt, Butt' drowned the
speaker; Callan stopped the lord mayor from intervening by
persistently eaulling for Butt; Butt rose, spperently intending
to appeal for order; MocSwiney welked out; the grs 11&:}- were
extingulshed, and the benquemt broke up in confusion, A
'disgraceful seene', noted William Wocdloek in his uaw.u)
Reoriminntions drugged on for weeks, be ing given an added spiee |
by & dispute inside the committee as to the disposal of its
surplus m-. KaeSwiney end Smyth endeavoured tc project these
divisions :lntc; the future by the leunehing of a new repeal
Im’lillt, oalled the Netiomsnl O0'Comnell Committee , with the
motto of 'faith and fetherland’, but publie suppart wes lacking,
and the assoeiation dwindled into memory with its founder at the
end of the mayorsl yerr., The lord meyor himself, however, wes not
left enptyhsnded; aworded the Knighthood of Saimt Gregory in
retwrn, scid hostlle opinion, for his serviees to the whig

gausc .“) the brillisnce of his red ribbon end star won for him
a8t soeial getherings the notice which hed so comsistently eluded

MaoCarthy Disry, 19 Mey 1875, M8 7251,

m&léigr‘: 7 Aug., MSS 4498.5011,
Diunt Journal, 2 Dee,, M5 3041,
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him in publie lih.( .

Ridiculous =8 this whole episode wes, yet its
Dickensian furies sre in their way as truly evoertive of the
eonflicts of the time as are the statisties of perlismentary

l.cfu.t; They foree upon later observers & reclisationm of the
existenoe of & bourgeoisie which in meny cases had regonciled
itzelf ineress ingly to the practiesl ecomfoarts of the union, &nd,
seeking to eseape the inseourity of nationslist politics, was
often more gonscious of its religious than of its politienl
evolution, But in eontrast to this element there aprears the
energy of an instinegive if as yet largely megative netionalism, |
working warmly upon the emotions of the mem with no property |
and mo steke in the mfintensnee of the existing order in soeiety

These were men whose politiecal reactions were by nature violent
in ferling 2nd not infrequently violemt in exeoutiom; to disrupt
an anti-national meeting they tumed instinetively to the use of
the fist and the elub, Thelr dyn-mism found an umensy and
gporedie expression in the constitutionsl home rule move -llt;

In the centre of these two forces stood Butt,
Iargely rejected by the ome s8 alien in spirit snd outlook, he
himself rejeoted the other, To one his 1dess were too readienl,
%0 the other they were too conservetive, Both sew in him no more

then & gompronise of doubtful velidity; neither could see tiret
his was sn idea &s organie and as homogemeous &s theirs. H:d he

———

! Woodloek Diary, 3 Dee, 1878, MSE 4498-5011,



been more completely & reslistie politiei.m, he might have
harnessed the emargy of the nrtionilists to his movememnt by
sdopting thelr demecmour end their l-nguage. John Ferguson of
Glasgow wrote to him worde of sincere vdvice eround this time:
If I were Issag Butt I'd gother the loy»1l bold und honest men
of Ireland ewround me o0 firmly thet no room wd be found in
Irelend for such opinions 8 O'Lesry sends from Paris or sny of
the Luby =nd e¢o perty from Hew York¢s.. Young Irelond today
wants to follow snd confide in Isasc¢ Butt. But he must be o
bolder lecder or he will not be followed, (1)
But alrendy, by the end of 1875, the advanced
nationrl ists were wearying of conciliation, end there is,
finelly, » speeinl significance and & specinl poignsney in
their perthbipstion in the centenery celebrations; this was the
lest ocension upon which they were {0 use the name of Isaasg Butt
as & notionalist symbol, Johh Daly tnd C. G, Doren were onm
Csrlisle Bridge with the smnesty men in August 13575, but at the

end of September Daly, who, it will be reecalled, hod worked for

Putt ever eince the 1274 election, rose before Butt &t & home

rule meeting in Limerick to demand thet the home rule party
(2

ghould make the next session the scene of ite final efforst.,

The nationaliste were locking for & new wey, Butt wrote openly to
Biggar in April 1375 esking him to desist from 's system of

(%
obstruetion’, }}hut the advenced men in the home rule movement

took the member for Ceven to their hearis. Bramches of the

— — e ——— —— T

1 FPerguson to Butt, 21 Dec, 10875, Butt KES,

2 , 5 Sept.
"! . ) 22 m’.
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English Home Rule Confederation passed resolutions urging the
home rule m‘hn to =sdopt # poligy '"more obstruetive and
factiows', end et o grent ronesty demonstratiom in Hyde Park
in August 1375 Biggar's reception o5 "the hero of the hour'
overshadowed those of all the other speakers, who ineluded
0'Conn or rjnr, Meldon, Ward, 0'Donnell, snd Parnoll.(z)h
Mayo 0'Connor Power, nddressing his gonstituents won the
events of the late session, @leplored ite laek of setivity amd

questioned the wisdom of Butt's deeision not to press & home
rule motions

In my humble opinion, nothing is more essential to the success
of a goodl ctuse then that its advoeates should show themsel ves
%o be in enynest,... ny individuel Opllim WES entirely in
fayour of the course pursued by the honersble member for Caven,
end nothing but my desire to aet in aecordemce with the generel
sense of the party prevented me from adopting to the fullest
extent the tueties sdopted by him during the coercion dedbate. (3

W¥riting in support of the Butt testimonicl John Fergusom st

the séame time mede Quite clear the desire of himeclf and his

(4)
assogiages for the adoption of = bolder course in paerlizment.

In Kerry Blemmerhassett, on the other hn(u). openly eondemned
>
Biggar's poliocy of '"faetious oprosition', The eontroversy wes

< d from Irish Times in y T Aug,

% ibid., 21 Aug, At the end of October Power sc iled for New
ork 'to lay before the Irish-Ameriesn people the present .-

eondition of Ireland', and '"to express the objecte =nd principles

of the new netionzlist movement which has o.f:ltltu that country

for the last five yerrs', (Nation, >0 Oet,.

4 1‘1‘.. 1 H‘ly.

, 1‘“0' '1 s.pt.




L)37«

being brought into the open, and me.nwhile the response of the
people %0 the testimonial aprecl grve emple proof if not of
their support for Bigg-r at lecst of thelr growing spathy
%owards the poliey of persunsion, Parmell, spesk ing $o his

sonstituents In Meath st the end of his fircet sessiem in
perlisment, told them:

what thelr reprecsentatives had ¢o do was $0 a2¢tend to their

own business , to woteh by day snd night over thelr metiomal
interests, spd to fecr nothing as long rs they had the pe ople
of Irelamd at their beck, (1)

"There 1s fire im thet young mn', commented the Jexford FPeople,
(2)
snd named him »8 'one of the coming men',

1 23 Oet. 1875,
2 E'u”‘a ' ibid.
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Chepter XV : Three sessions of srgument

(contd.)
(e) The session of 1876

The session of 1876 wes & eruciecl one for the poliey
of Butt, According to Dely snd Dorem, it wos the third of three
yenrs granted to Butt by the fenimns in 137;‘;}11; sny osse, it
was obvious from the growing oriticisms of the rdvnoed wing
that the present stalemate wes be coming to them, at lenst,
intelerzble. The yesr opened hopefully enough with the issue of
& speeial party eiroulsr eslling a conferense of home rule
members in Morrison's Hotel, Dublin, on 4 Ja.nnlry.(z) The
£ianderd propvhesied that this guthering would formally adopt
the 'obetruetive' poliey ns the toeties of the perty. : Perhops 1
was the fesr of sueh = development which grused some of the less
enthusisstie members to stay ewsy; the totrl ettendance wos only
thirty-one. Iwelve members were nbroad; nine sbsented themselves
without explamtim;(ui. W. O'Reilly sent & letter of epology.
N, D. Nurphy sent his good wishes, cssuring the perty:

1% will =fford me greet plersure if I osm give my support to

b,
SBugh parlismentary course of procedure &s you mey determine upon'

— et

———— e

1 See shove, Chapter X, pp.25%4.

2 M' 11 Dee. 1075,

," q‘m » 1b1do » 25 m.l

4 Blemnerhessett, Frrington, Lewis, 0'Brien, 0'Conor (D.M.),
0'Ieecry, Sherloeok, Strepoole, snd Synen.
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put deelining to attend, ss ('iI)“ desircus of preserving my

personal freedom of setiom,' With the defeetion of Murphy
the offieial strength of the party wes now fifty-three; it was
to be further reduced in Mey by the desth of Joseph Ronayme,
whose seat in Cork City wes lost to = eonservative,

The meeting d 44 not, in the event, adopt = poliey
of obstruetion. It resolved, however, to bring in a home rule
resolution on sn enrly day in the session nfter the Faster
regess. Butt smmounced his intention to frame bills on the land
end \miversit;y Questions; the party ngreed also to ¢moentr te
upon the issues of the Irish fr:mchise, toxation, amnesty,
coereion, smnd grand jury reform. On Butt's suggestion s central
tenant right ecommitiee wes set up to advise the party upon the
defeets of the land nct.(z}rhe meeting coneluded, e.o:lrding to
the Hation, nfter five hours of 'perfeot wmenimity'.  Bu
& fortnight leter Purnell reminded & meeting of the lesrgue that
not only the people but also the membere of perlisment must

(4)
show themselves to be in erymest on home rule.

The session opened on 8 Februnry in just sueh =n
etmosphere of resolution, On the address in reply to the Qqueen's

Speceh Hemry, Romsyne, Word -nd Prrnell rose to protest ag inst

' Hation, 8 Jon. 1876,
2 1ibid,

3 1ivia.

4 1bvia., 230sn.




4yo

(1)
the omission of any reference to Irish legislation.

Imediately afterwsrds the Irish members retired to their King
Street offleer for consuldstion, returmming to their plages inm
e body to give notiee, one after the other, of thirteem bills,
govering the topiecs of lend, frrnghise, mmicipal, grend jury,
end Judieial reform, fisharies, theﬂreolm.a tion of waste lands,
and the oare of ment-l dehctins.(‘,ho deys later ¢ bill to
regalnte union roting wrs ad(lod,(})aml Butt and O'Sheughnessy

finslly gave notiee of bills upon the subjects of univers ity

and intermediate eduestion, "nd of = resclution, to be moved
soon after Iaster, o:lling for:

2 seleot comnittee te induire into snd report npon the nature
end grounds of the demnd mede by & lerge proportion of the
Irish people for the restorsation to Ireland of sn Irish
parliament, with power t0 control the Intermal affairs of thet
eountry. (4)

The Irish members were lucky in the ballot and were
able to appropr iate most of the Wednesdays in the sessiom, the

———

o

1 Megssard, >rd scries, oexxvii, 109-14, Fernell dwelt mainly
upon the cuestion of au:msw, 0 'topic to which he wes devot ing
most of his attention ~% this time,

3 1b1‘o » 1’ 7-2‘.
3 4bid., 201, There wes =180 » Iandlord rné Tenant ( Ireland)

Aeg Amendment Bill, in the nams of the Ulster tenant-right
represent-tives, which rimed =t cmend the 13870 set.

4 The significance of the warding of this motion is discussed
below, pp. 4SS, Tt wrs obviously rimed «f vttresting the support
of sympsthetie "mglish liberals, whose number had been late
ineressed by the return of Joeon Bright in Menchester and Rylands
in Burnley, both pledged to support Butt's motien,
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days troditionslly reserved for the business of private nnbcr&‘.
In Mareh the terms of Butt's lsnd bill were published. An
elaporate effort t compromise, 1t consiste! of three seetions.
The first sought to c¢xtend the provisione of the 1870 set to
ferms held under the Ulster custom; the eecond proposed to
emend the act so r8 to remove the loopholewhieh enabled &
lendlord,by the imposition of a new lemse,either to compel the
tenant to contraet ocut of the protection of the agt or, more
simply, by brecking the continuity of his tensnay, reduse his
claim for compensction under the sot in the event of his

evglotion. The third and most radicrl scotion broke mew groumd:
1% proposed to allow - tenant, eligible for prot:ction under the
1870 rot, to demand instend o 'decleration of ten-ney' which
would provide for the valuztion of his holding by arbitration
and which would give him security of tenure ot the agreed remst.
No =ppenl from erbitr-tion w's provided for except in eases
where freud was established, but oeonerssions were malle to
landlord opinion in the provision for revaluation of rent smnd

for the ejeetment of a temant, through legrl =etion, upon the

(2)
ground of waste.

The bill sroused little enthusissm, Deuumt thought

(2)
that 1t gznve the tenants 'far too mugh'; the tenants thought

1 , 19 Feb. 1876,

2 1‘ ‘.. 4 P‘rl
3 Dount Jowrnal, - Mar,, I8 2041; Dount to Henry, 23 Feb., Butt
m. 101 1“. m ut



(1) .
it gove them too little. TYvery ome amperrs to have thought it |

toc complicsted; Dr Neagee, F;P. Stradbelly, e2lled it 'en
P

Apoeslypse in 3 elouses?!, 'nd Fo Go Devse M.P, admitted theat
(Z} |
& more Slmple bill would have been better.  But Hemry dismissed

Daunt's fesrs by reminding him that there wos not "the lenst
poss ibility of its passing in sny fﬂrll',(4)nnﬂ the temant
representétives, for the ir part, eniorsed the bill with some
misgivings st their privately-held lsnd oonference in hreh.(”
At Westminster the long proeess of argument
reesommenced, Nol=n's Bill for grand Jury reform wes introdnced
on 23 Fobruary, debated, and voted down by 18l votes to 153,
These were not disgraceful figures, but of the minority emly
24 were home rule members; the rema inder were liberals, A full
home rule purty vote would have brought the figures almost
level, The O'Conor Don spoke epnd voted ageinst the bill; Freneh,
Morris, D. M. O'Conor, Sheil, =nd Strepocle were in the house bu

did not vote.(“ On 1 Moxreh J0'Corman's bill to reform the Irish

(7)
mmnieipal frenchise succumbed by :g& votes to 148, Thirty-t
of the minority were home rulers,

By this time the attendanee figures of the home rule

!

18 Mar, 1876; '@ Club resolutions, 18 Jine 1976, 1n
» - O'Erien MSS.
¥, Cohill to R, Ielor, 21 Jen. 1378, Ialor MSS, 8566,
1‘“- 1
Henry to Deunt, 1 lcgy 1876, Butt M55, wol 1ii, MS 982.

n '1831!11'.1‘?70
%, ird series, ceoxxvii, 765-88d Hetion, 4 Map,

mn. 7rd series, ooxxvii, 1164~
, 4 Mor,

GO TN AV ey -
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members were being published easch week in the Hation, 'nd their

 laxity aroused so much ~dverse corwent thet Butt had to0 iscue

& speeisl eircular to the perty urging a grester devotiem %o
lm-“} At the same time the fire+ number of the Paplismenterv
&reen Dogk, compiled by the secrectary of the league, J. P,
MeAlister, was published, showing the attendanee figures of
eagh of the home rule members in the divicions of the previous
sesslon. On 28 Mereh Meldon's resolutian for the equilisation
of the borough franchise of the two islepis was Gefen ted hy
179 votes to 1665 & govermment m jority of 13} 45 howe rule
members voted, On 27 Mareh Butt moved his land bill, for
which he had =zeoured the Swpport of the Ulster presbyterien
Smyth. After the first speekers on ctcoh side had been heaxd, the
debate was ad:o-umeﬁ,(’z )to be resumed three months later, On
22 Meroh Ward's Cosst and Deep Sea Fisheries (Ireland) Bill wes
disposed of hf‘ﬂS votes to 121; the minority ineluded 46 home
rule members,

The Taster recese coused a temporary cegsetion in
this aetivity. The Notian wes full ef praise for the energy of
the party: 'mever before wes Ireland so well served by her

representatives in the British parliament’. Certeinly the

——

! Nekden, 11 Mer. 1676, |
2 Jenpsrd, 3rd series, eexxviii, J(B-66.

ibid, T=5 9,
: fhia, . 2% 355,

5 Eaddan, 15 dpeal.,
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ergumentetive policy of Butt wrs at lust being energe tically ﬂ;
put Into prastice., But trouble was never far rway, At best,

these tretloe offered no hope of immdiate success, It wes
queetion~dle if populer interest could swrvive the monotonous
repetition of diseussion and defes4. Furthermore, the notorious
rbeenteeism of the right-wing members of the party was throwing
into sharp relief the determinction of their advunced
comnferparte, The first part of the session hnd not passed
without its ocus tomery incidents, On 6 Mapch the omission of any

home rule representative from the committee of referees on |
private bills 'nd sroused sharp resentment in the Irish members, |
‘and Sullivan, lnlaa‘. snd other members divyided the house as =
repris=1l upon ench name in the conmittee, After the tenth

division Sullivin grve up #nd asked Nolsn to do the seme, but

the latter with Paynell, 0'Gorman rnd & ?:.?ﬂ.ful of supporters
divided the house & further seven tiwes,

In Dublin the average populer reugtion was expressed
by Professor Galbr-ith, by instinet sm smiable end omservative
person, in the Home Rule League, Relsting his remarks to last

year's goercion struggles he 8nid:

for his part, he was ashamed of any Irishmsn who would sit in
the house amd allow :uch merswres to pass ¥ithout ih’i every
opposit ion even emounting to obstruetiom. To » poliey
obetruetion for the mere purpose of ennoyince or delay he would
be no party, but wrs he to be told that the Irish mabers, whose
business it was to defend the rights of thelr country, were not
to use =1l the cons titution 1 forms of thp house - were not to

——

1 Japgerd, 3rd series, eexxvil, 1495; Notion, 11 Mer, 1876,
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divide sgain apd agein to defest or mitigete coerciom for the
people?
At the scme time he sharply oritieised the absentees ond warned
them that there would be a day of reekoning ~t the next genersl

(v)
eleetion,

For John Daly snd his insorruptibles, however, the

new-found energy hed come too late, A gr:nd Taster demonstration

for home rule in Limeriek was attucked by forty or £1fty young
men armed with bludgeons, This time, however, the historie
triumph of 1869 wee not to be repested; the weight of numbers
prevalled, snd Da],! and his bhrother found themse lves in gaol
the next lming.(‘)Bui immediately afterwards the del ionte
relantionship hetween the home rule movement and the fenisns
suffered a serious blow with the sudden denth after a railway
aceldent of Joseph Romsyme , member for Cork City since 1872,
In many respeets an unobtrusive member, his personal influence
With the advanced men had mevertheless been of great assistanee
to the party; in this respeet Sullivan had rated him, just
before he died, 2as of even more importance o0 the e2uge thon
Butt himself, -

At the same time Butt was exveriencing his oustomery

1 HEetion, 1@ Mar, 137,

€ 1bid,, 27 Apr. Doly explained thet he hed no objegtion to the
hold of a demonstration in honour of Butt himgelf, whom he
Gcdmired; he eould not tolerate one im honour of the party. So
the ourious smbivalence of 1869 st1ll persisted, cnd even &8s they
drew mway from his movement the allveneged men for the moment
retiined their prersonel affection for 1ts lesder.

3 BSulliven to Daunt, 10 Fed, 1876, Hiekey MSS,
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diffioulty in elleying the distrust of the entholic clergy. In
March Butt's bill to resolve the vexed queetion of eathol ie

miversity education wss published, It Proposed emongst other
things %o establish the exipting cstholic university as &
emetitoent college of Dublin University under the neme of

8t Patrick's College, The eathelie hierarehy, s & 'gomuittee of
founders', were to have final emtrol over issues of falth amd

morals snd were $o have the power of appointing the reector,
vige-rector, end professors of divinity; 11 the other professers |
end officlals were to be appointed by » eollege council, subjeet
to the apnroval of +the hiahops.“ )Ilht- tever the merits of this
scheme , the clergy were unethusiastle; Dr Conroy, bishop of
Ardegh, objeated t0 1t am having toc liberal a2 gamstitution with
too much ley and not enough episcopel power, “nd in this view
Cardincl @ullen =pprer s to heve oonaurred.("

In Mey the parlismentary struggle wss resumed., On
32 Msy Henry's Reglsitration of Voters (Irelamd) Bill wes benten
bm votes to 163, of whom 35 were home mlers.(um 16 Moy
Butt wes given leave to introduee his waiversiy bill, but the

ebsence of the entire Libveral prriy rbow the gangway rugured

(4)
badly for its chanees of suecess. The scme month gove fwrther

evidence of the disunity within the ranks of the home rule porty.

e I ——— a—
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The Irish memwbers hnd got up = petition, sigmed by over a
hundred members of parliament, including & large number of
Liberals, ~sking the queen, in celebretion of the cres-tion for
her by Disraell of the title of ¥Ympress of India, to gr-nt
elemency: $0 the politieal prisomers, Disrveli’s reiegtion of ¢

plea on 22 M-y produced amother sceme, O'Connor Powsr at onece
moved the adjourmment, supported by Bigegor and Frrnell, Parnell,
Butt, snd C:llen spoke in defence of Michael Devitt emd of the
mén imprizoned in commeoctiom with the Menchester shooting. But
Biggnr onused uproar by deseribing Disrasell as 'alien in race
end rellgion to the reople of Tngland', Brooks disowned Bigzar,
end two English Liberals , Briggs and Waddy, withirew their
signatures from the petition beeause of ite inelusion of the

(1)
Manghester men, and because of the language of 146 supporters,

If the left wing had shown its impetuosity, the
right wing had shown = few days further ite equal eapaeity for
taking independent action when it felt so inelined. The proposal
to confer the inperial title upon the queen had aroused in Buts
an instinetive repugnonce much out of shoraecter with that pieture
of him ap » matural tory whieh wase perpe tuated by his
gcontemporsries -nd so often agcepted by later commentstors,

He set his fase against eny home rule support for the bill, evem
a8 » bargnin for the concession of ssmesiy; such = gourse, he helf

pro-m—— —— e —_— e i+
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would alienate English democratie opinion, smd in particular ' l'
antagonise the redieals suoh as Cowen whose support hed been 50 I\
valusble in this session. For his pert, he would heve preferred |
openly to oppose the b:l.ll‘?a; & party, but he was prepared to r
eompromise on abstention, But if the wishes of the home rule
lesder enrried litile weight on Irish questions, they ecarried
none whatever upon nspeets of EFnglish or imperial legislatiom, | |
In the debate on the bill Butt announeed his intemtion to
abstain, and at the division wilked out of the house with
nineteen followers, ineluding, to their oredit, those like
Biggar snd Parnell who were most frequently rooused of
indiscipline and who had most to gain n'_thu instae from a
bargsin with the government om muv,(“mt twenty-three
members of Lidérsl sympe thies reme ined and voted with the

(3)
oppos ition, and three voted with the govermments.

1 Butt to Sulliven, undated, Butt MSS, vol i, M8 $1, The
division figures quoted in this chapter show how correet Butt
was in relying upon the support of these redieals, So large,
indeed, d41d Libersal votes bulk in the aminer ity upom Irish
uums that Butt had repecstedly to deny soocus-tions tha¢ he
had adopted & formal allisnce with the Liberals, ( , 18 Mom)
But the oppsotion of his radiesl friemds to his most ortant
messures - those on the land, eduestion, and home rule itself -
mekes it quite clear that in suprorting his other propossls they
were in fret merely implementing thel own democrstiec prineiples. !
2 Biggsr, 0'Sullivan, Sulliven, 0'Shaugmessy, 0'C, Power, Word,|
Lewin, O'Clery, MeKemnn , Brooks, R, Pgwer, Prmell, Fay, Collins,
Kirk, Fanis, Callan, and Brady.
% ,Je, O'Cnufghfn O'Byrne, O'Keeffe, Nolen, O'Loghlen,
owning, C m, Meldon, Martin, Rcdlond Dunbar, opoolo.
Moore, Shvrlook Blennerhassett, Eurphy. O'Rcu]:, 'Err:llfl
l-ta‘l, 0'Comor Dom, 0'Camor, smd O'Eriem rgainst the bil
Morris, O'Gorman, =nd Bowyer for it, O'Conor Don, Morris, and
linhr- though not tesimieally members of the home rule party,

were urually listed smong its camp-followers.




There were further dagreements upon the
- ministerial judieature bHill omn 27 June. An Irish emendment
having been deferted, 0'Comnor Power in reis-liction moved the

edjournment, Hieks Beseh for the govermment appealed to him mot
t0 persist, as the morning had alrealy been spent in disoussing |

the amendment. Butt joimed his voice to Beseh's "not
unreasonsble' nppeal, but Power refused to withdrew, and found
seven members to“g; into the lobby with him in defianece of their
leader's wishes,

At the end of June Butt's eompsign culmineted in &
last effort upon the two most vital issues of the land and home
rule itself., The party whips, Nolan sad Richard Power, issued
a l)uui whip enlling the members $o their plages for the two
uuu-;(z)m 29 June the disouss ion upon the second reading of
Butt's l=nd bill wes resumed efter cn sdjourmment of three
months duration, The bill wes nttacked &5 sudversive of
property by two Irish eomserwvetives, Knvamsgh ond Flunket, one
Irish liberal, Law, two eamp-followers of the home rule party,
Moyris snd the 0'Conor Don, snd one of its members, M. W.
O'Reilly, It wes supported by Butt, Downing, snd Professor
Smyth, and, in = speech of exceptionsl violenee, by O0'Connor
Power, Hertington for the opposition declinmed to have aaything
t0 40 with 1%, »nd none of Butt's redical rllies were to be

this time with him in the lobbies, The bill wes overwhelmed by

1. Henserd, rd series, eexxx, 36L~S .
2 Hesian, 17 Jun. 10%.




290 votes to 56, (413)01' the nminority were Irish members, 45 of
them home rulers. Seven home rulers were abeent; ome member |
of the party, French, and three eamp-followers, Morris, O'Conor il
Don, #nd Fsmonde, voted with the government. |
The following dny the long-awaited debate on Butt's |
home rile motion wee opened before » house whioh was alrendy
sated with Irish glemu; It weg the first time in two years
thet the demand for legislative independence had been brought
i.tor? the house, but in that time vn important change had
taken rlaee in Butt's parlismentsry tacties., Realising t)e
hopelessness of earrying home rule in the lifetime of the
existing perliament, end hoping to profit from the Fnglish
rediosl swport which had roved so useful in this session, he
framed his motion to read: 6 P 579
That & seleot comuittee be appointed to inquire into and report
B0 Javge srepiriiem of 14 Irish Posyis far 416 Feeometitn

%0 Ireland of an Irish parlisment, with power to control the
internal afrfairs of that ecountry.

Butt made no segret of the fagt that he had so framed his
motion in order that it might obtein 'the suppart of honerable
menbers who were not prepared to give any assent to the
prineiple of home rule for Ireleand', He demanded &an enqQuiry
begauss & majority of the Irish representation had been

retuwrned in favour of home rule

—— ———
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It was not his intention to go into the genersl questiom of the %
lismenteary reclations between Inglend and Irelmd.... Bo had |
in several parliaments, :nd he said cmsistently and
pineerely th t he never sat in & house in which Irish affrirs
were reeeived with so much fairness and stiention as they had
in thnt, But that 4id not alter his opiniom of t)r absolute
neeess ity of 0hl.n¢1n§ the wmion errangemsnt.... Give them the
esommittee , however, That was cll they esked., Let them bring
the plan he proposed to the test of resson, to the test of
eross-exemination, thet wes »11 he asked, end then the people
of England and the members of that house would probably see thet
their proposals were mot of so formidable & character ss they
had supposed, But let them not shut the door in thelr fages,
and eontent themeelves with saying that they mesnt to rule
Ireland force as heretofore - that their principle was to
be v : . They might
in their attempt now, but it would be resumed next year.,
t them grant the committes, however, rnd let them seleot =
Z men of charscter like the right honor«ble gentleman the member
. feor Oxfordshire, who had vigur enough of intelleoct to preside
over it, »nd who would inspire eonfldence in sll ies by his
senge, let them wnfold their case before him, let them show
their "velled rebellion" wes what 1t haed been odlled.
But they would bring thelr rebellion without its vell; smd,
believing in the thorough justice of their ctuse, he #ls0
believed that Ireland would come out triumphent,

Butt's speceh wo e generally ngcepted o have been » mesterpleece
8t 1ts level of quiet persuasion, and,in its ruthless
orientation towsrds the stated aim of the motion, gresatly
superior 40 his effort in ' 374, Unfortumetely, the teoties of
Butt sa$ ungonfortadbly upoen the shoulders of his more fiery
eollergues , who questioned the wisdom of this dilution of the

perty demand, The motian's chances of evemn o relative suecess
depended upon the striet adherence to 1ts terms of «1l the
subsequent speckers; an irate word could destroy the del leate
balance of Putt's plerding, The home rule leader must have
renliced this, yet, socording to the Hatlon, upon the conelusion
of his own speeoh he left the chamber aml the house and made no



ol 4s L
effort to eontrol the subsequent course of the de'hato.“) In his |
absence , any hope that his followers might retein o self-sontrol
whose very utility they doubted wrs cuickly dissipated by the
provoestive intervention of P, J. Smyth. Two yeers ago Smyth
had gilvem « silent vote in feyowr of the proposel to go intoe
comnittee of the whole house to consider the home rule plen,
but upon this occnsion he rose immediately after Butt to
propose an apendnent to the effeegt that in the opiniom of the
house home rule wns understood by a large proportion of the
Irish people 0 me'n the restor-tion of the 172 parlisment.

He went on to deliver, to the delight of the ministerialists,

& superbly vieious attack upon the federal plan, Why was Butt
afraid to bring inm » home rule bill, he asked? What, indeed,
414 home ruls me.n? It appeared to neoess itate the ereation of
fowr parliaments:

At certain fixed periods Ireland will pour 105 imperial
representatives into the ¥nglish local parlisment, snd forthwith,
a8 if by magle, the domestle institution becomes transformed

into the imperial, intemal gives wsy to extermal, amd all is
turned inside out,

But how would this scheme provide for the loesl interests of

Weles? OFf protestant Ulster? What were intermal affairs - would
gsoercion, for example, be left in the power of the imperial

perliament ?

a—

— e o
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Tr eny test thet elther imperial statesmanship or Irish
nggoki!l om 8pply - imperial wunity or natiomel independence ,

oomstitutionsl prineiple or Irish right - pre ccdent, suthority,
expedienay, or fensibility - Irish home rule stands oondemmed, |
It i1s not restorntion, it is immow<tiom; it is not unity, it
is dismenmberment; it is not nationzl independence, it is
netionnl ennihilstion; it surrenders the eonstitution of one

- eountry, snd subverts thet of snother, in order to ereot with
the fragments o model lodging-house, in whieh the family would

merge in the homsehold, »nd the personal freedom of every ﬂ

oceupont would be at the meroy of » eomposite najority. It
esn never be realised till Fngland renocunces her mission to
be great, smd Irelsnd relinquishes her title to be free. (1)

After Smyth's interventlon moderation went by the boerd,
0'Comnor Power, Nolsn, and Kirk =11 spoke upon the merits of

(2)
the home rule »lsn, Hicks Beach mide mueh of the differences

i

|

in interpretation inside the party:

Some time ago last sutum the hon, member for lenth made » spech |
in whigh he said thet home rule end repeal me:nt the same thing.§

Mr Parmell: What I snid wes that home rule would
neces=arily entail repesl of the uaion,

Sir Miehrel Hicks Beagh: I think I quoted the hom.
member pretty correetly; but the hon, =nd learned member for
Limerick (Mr Butt) repudiates sny wish to repeal the union and
return to the old state of things. (Mr Butt: Hear, hesr,)

The suecess of Butt's efforts, s~1d4 Beash, would be the
immediate signal for 'the revolt fram his control of & perty,
who even now give him some troudle - the matiomn list perty', As
for 0'Connor Power's reference to smmesty:

of nll the extraordinary delusimms which are commeoted with the
Subjeot the most stronge $0 me sppe-rs the idesa, that home rule
oan have the effeet of liberating the fenirn prisoners, the

Manchester murderers (No! FNol!) « I r;fet to hear thet there is
Ay hon., member in this house who will apologise for murder.

1 JHepgerd, 3rd series, oexxx, 751-67.
2 1bid., 767-83¢.
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Mr Parnell : The right hen. gentleman looked at me
80 direotly when he seid thet he regretted that any member of = |
this house should apologise for murder, thet I wish to say a8 |
publiely and as direetly as I eam that I do not believe, and N
never shall believe, thet any murder wss committed st
Manchester,

Beach concluded his speech to elmost eontinual interruptions |

(1 :
from Permell , 0'Comnor Power, snd O'Gorman, ) Il

The debate was wound up for the Irish by Sdllivem,.n |
Spesking, spparently, sgainst his will, he made mno effort to
revive the teetiocs of Butt whioch had been buried so quieckly in
serimony : .'|
They declined omce snd for all to diseuss this question from the |
low level of » mere bill before the house, This wss mo murmur I
from discontented Issex or Northumberland, This wes no |
diesatisfeetion in o county; this was the voice, the complaint,
of & nation, That wes the pretest of & kingdom foully robbed of
4ll the attributes of neationhood - of » kingdom which had never
condoned that erime, and whioh now in blood snd in turbulence,
now in olvil comnotion, now by ome mesms or snother, legitimste
or illegitimate, had protested omd would, while there wes
minhood in its people, protest to the bitter end. (2)
The house divided, and the motion wns defemted by 291 votes to
61, Despite the eareful wording of the motim, only éleven of
it supporters were Tnglish; s116f a left-wing Liberal order,
they included sueh old allies of the Irish =& Cowen, C, F.
Himmond , Jagoh Bright, smd Burt. Of the 52 ' Irish members who
supported the motion four, Fsmonde , Morris, Murphy, snd the

O'Conor Don, were not officially members of the perty. As the

-—
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perty strength wes now 52 there "ﬁ )thu only four absentees, g
Brysn, Synsn, Redmond, snd Montegu., The perty eould elso ]’.
boast that the hostile vote hed frllen from 450 in 1874 40 291,

The debete, however, wes on the whole 2 failure, l-l'
As in the past 1t wes uncoordincted snd und iseiplined, and the
best speckers in the party were in many osses silent. The l

division figures proved .goin thet without the mressure of i

some extrs-parlismentery estaelysm, the Fnglish member of
porlicment was not 2s yet willing to support even the most
diluted expressiom of sympethy with the home rule pPropossl,
The extremists in the home rule party were irked by the
mildness of the motion, and by ite undignified introduetion ss
an smendment on going into lnpply;(“ the purpose of Butt's
eomoilingory policy had, oen the other hand, been lost by his
followers in the debate,

Before econsidering the mamer in which these

oriticisms bectme at last openly sriieulated, the remainder of
the session's Irish business omm.be Quickly disposed of. As
perlismentary interest became centred increesingly upom the
developing wer situation in the esst, the attention given to

1 After the debate an wrote to Butt:
% 'S inae tgy last home rule debate, the conelusion has

oree u me , that the "federal scheme " is utterly

Ln:ngf::lgmpaxnnmi gny, that in my mind, the speech of P. J.
Smyth 1s both unanswered and unenswerable - Holding these views ,
Zgu will see, that there can be but onme honourable gourse open t0
me, and thet is, to lay my views before my oonstituents with as
little delay as possible . )(BujanE (Suth |27 Dkis \B7(, fus).
There is no reeord of Brysn's having publiely’ done so0, possibly
because his we k health at this time kept him lorgely out of
polittes, He » [ think, however, be regarded from this letter

R Pl e il i
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Irish business dwindled, In Ausust O'GMn(or)Po-er's emnesty | I
1 1l
motion wes voted down by 117 votes to 51, On 7 August

Disraeli smmownced that in vi-w of the presswre of bus iness he '

———— g

proposed to move thetigovernment messures should take precedence |
on 2ll the remaining Tuesdays end Wednesdeys of the session. The
protests of Butt agrninst this step, which effectively disposed
of the remsining Irish bills, inecluding the wniversity bill, |
were overruled by 99 votes to 45.(2) One erumd remained to the | |
Irish members, On 7 August the Municipel Privileges ( Irelemd) .|
Bill, whieh proposed wainly to rllow Irish corpor=¢ions to elecot |
their own sheriffs, and to eonfer the freedom of their boroughs |
upon distinguished citizens, was given 1ts third readiu.(} )03

15 August, after the triduletions of three sessions, it received

the royal as:ent and became law, The ssme doy parlisment wos
prorogued. For » whole session Butt and his followers had, for
the first time, applied the poligy of argument upom a broad
front snd with unprecedented energy and persistence. This wes
the ome prize thet they could earry baeck with them to Dublin as
a justifieation of their labowrs,

- ——

1 , 3m series, coxxxi, 285-}1 8. It produced, however, the
a on from John Bright th t the fiuq of the three
-ldultor men had been = list-ko ccccsimed by politiesl feeling.
2 ibid,, 704-11, |
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CHAPTER XVI
The obstruction controverey, 1877-8,
(a) The debate in the recess, 1876-7.

The reeess of 1876-7 ie in every way a
watereshed in the hietory of the parlismentary home rule
moveément. The futllity of the policy of Butt, even when
energetically preseed, seemed obvioue now to a wide and
representative sectlon of the national movement. Even
before the session ended the Nation, which had so firmly
defended Butt's tactice agoinet the violence of Blggar in
1874, made clear, in & succeseion of editorials, ite
convliction of the neceseity for a new approach:

To us it appeare that the rejection of the
series of measures brought forward in the house by the
home rule party affords full jJustification for a much
etronger line of actlon than any which they have hitherto
adopted.

It was all very well, and quite right, up to
the present time, to try the effect of conciliatory
conduct and fair argument for the working out of Irish
reforme, &nd we fully believe that the endeavours made in
that way have not been altogether wasted ..... But,
granting all that, we would put it s#e & matter for
conelderation to the home rule members whe ther the time
hée not come when it ies advisable to do eomething more
than merely travel elowly again over the ground that has

been so lately trodden. (1)
Theese eriticiems were developed ln an edltorial on 15 July,

and in & series of letters which commenced in the same

1 Nation, 8 July 1876.




(1)
papéer on that date. The Kerry vindiestor, the Kllkenny

Journal, and the Clare fdvertiser by the beginning of iugust
2

had sdded their volcee to the orltlcn.( ’ The sdvsnced

party wakeé outepokenly of the same view; a Glasgow

demonstrstion preelded over by Fergueon paesed resolutlons
urging the need for bolder sction and éspeclally commending
'thoee Irieh members who were eo regulsr in attendance when
Irieh questionse were dlecussed in the Houee, and who etood
80 boldly for the Irieh people - particulsrly J. G. Bigger
and Charles Paracll'.(B) In Captlebar in Ceptember
O'Connor Power went one better in outspokennese. He
expreseed his personal loyalty and gratitude to the home
rule leader, but aes to his tactles; 'Twelve monthe ago he
eald he had faith in Mr Butt's pollitical sagselty; but

he condemned then and now the timid polley he had pursued
in the preeence of the enemies of Ireland.'(‘) In October

the publication of the second Parlismentary Green Book of

1 Nation, 22 July 1876. The change in the attitude of the
a was probably csueed by the increseing aesumption of
control of the pasper by T. D. Sulliven, by whom all

these articles were apparently writtean (Nstiom, 21 April
1877). é. M. Sullivan finslly qualified for the Engliskbar
in November, &nd moved to London, formally handing over the

editorehip and proprietorehip to nie brother. T.D.'s
nationaliem eceme to have besn conelderably more advanced

g brother; to Daunt he expreseed hile
;2::.:?::0°£021tnn lapargtlat idesl, and hies bellef that
federaliem would ultimately lead to it. (T. D. Sulllvan
to Daunt, 25 July (no year), Hickey wWSs.)

2 quoted im Natlon, 22 July, 5 fug: 1876.
3 8 » 19 hug.
‘ 1 d.. 2’ ﬁept-




i
|

4]

the league redoubled the diesatiefaction of the eritics
of the party; party attendance in the divieiones wae shown
to have dropped appreciably, and fifteen hnome rule membere
were recorded se having voted in lese than ten of the
twenty-five party divieions. ! Meanwhile the tenant-
formers were no more 8atiefied with their epokeemeén; the
nationsl lend conference at the Rotunds 1in October wae
only restrsined by Butt's pereonsl lntervention from

passing & vote of ceneure upon those of the home rule

meémbers who had opposed Butt's lsnd bill in the late

(2)
eeéeelon.

These eriticlems were recelved with consldcrnblo £
vexation by the lesdere of the party. Ill-feeling wae '
unfortunantely heightened by an unhappy conjunction of the
editoriasls in the Natiom with the appearance in Dubllin of
& eeriees of articles on '"The Irish home rule movement'

writtem by 4. M. Sullivan for the jyew York Catholle World.

In the firet of these articles reference waes made totg?tt'u

early fall into 'debt, difficulty, and dissipation’,
and further exprescione of eriticlem followed. ﬁulnnn(r)u |
accused of conepliring to replsce Butt in the leaderenip,

and & speclal meeting of the party, attended by twenty-one

1 Netion, 7 Oet. 1876.
2 .y 28 Oot.

rinted in Nation, 22 July.
: ;2 0'Donoghue to . J. Emyth, 11 July 1876, Emyth
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members, passesed two resolutions confirming the eoncurrence
of the members in the form adopted by Butt for the
introduetion of the home rule motlon, 2nd expreesing their
'unalterable confidence' in hie 1eaderah1p.(l, The
Freeman's Journsal jolned in the eriticisms of Sullivan and

the expreeelons of loyalty to Butt, and st the same time
(2)
Sullivan wrote to the Timee denylng ény disloyal intent.

In Bristol in fuguet Butt:

appealed to Iriehmen to be united. He found no fault with
adnyoneé who diesented from him. He blomed no one, but he
did ssy that the man who created disunion in the ranke of
the Irieh nation without the etrongest ressone incurred a
véry serloue responsibllity. He bellieved the chances of
gétting home rule were now better then ever. They had a
larger number of Irieh members in parlisment supporting
homeé rule than ever voted for repeal in the days of
0'Connell, in epite of the surpriee by whlch Mr Gladstone
took them at the last electlon. The energy and deep feeling
of the Irieh people eent up fifty-nine membere pledged to
support a change in the arrsngement of Iriesh government;
end in the modifled form in which he proposed to bring
forward hie motion he believed that he would have the
gupport of a much larger anumber of Englieh members. There
wag on€ thing that hile countrymen, as & rule, lacked, 1in
epite of their exeellent guslities, and that was the hablt
of steady and persietent pereeversnce. No great guestion
wap ever settled iln & yeoar, and what they needed was to
comeé back ln vigour from every freeh defest. He belleved
thet Af he lived, and if the Irlen people would be patient
and give nlm thelir eonfidence in the etruggle, that before
meny yesre were paseed he should enter College-green as a
member of the Irish parliament. He belleved a great many
Englieh membere of parlisment were béglnnlng to see that
unlese they made friends with the homeé rulers they would

not be members of parliament..... (3)

tion, 15 July 1876.
%%im.lbid-, 22 July.
ation, 26 Auge
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#nd in the league he added;

He would like to say Just a few worde about the last
ee€eclon. It wae true they were defestod in their home
rule motion. Well, he never expected saything eélee, anpd
the man who egent them into parlisment expeoting that they
would carry, even ln & modified form, a motion for hnome
rule in the faee of the influenee by which they were met
in the present parliament, and within two éeeelone, must
have had a very Btrange notion of the influences that
gulde politicul events.

4/ volce: Hurrah for Roesa.

Mr Butt: If hle countrymen were not poesseseed
of that firet of all qualities - the quallty of not knowing
wheén they were beaten —they would never achleve gelf-
government in Ireland. They muet have patience, they must
rise ageilnet defeat. Defeat after defeat, AIf 1t wepre
neécepsery, muet make them only the more determined that
they would persevere to the lagt..... (1)

Sxprescione of loyalty to Butt's lssderenlp were made by

Ward, O0'Byrne, 0'Rellly, #nd Laus,(z) snd in October the
corporatlone of Dublin and Cork with much éclat exercised
for the first time the privileges won for them in the late

geeaion by oonfarflng the freedom of thelr citlee upon the
3)
home rule lesder.

Such expreeelons of loyalty mo longer, however,
reeolved the underlylng differencee in the movement.
Oriticieme of psrty inactivity hud been mesde in previous
receeece. 4 new development, however, had taken plsce.
For the firet time the critles were united in offering anm
alternstive poliey to the persussive tactics of Butt. 4s

26 fug. 1876.
% B -..22 July, 23 ept., 2 Deec.
3 4ibid., 9 Sept., 7, 21 Oot.
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early se 8 July the Hation hed written:-

The time sppeare to ue to be favoursble for a more

eouree of setion. The busineee of “nglish lagislatigzoi:tg
now very much at the merey of the Irien mémbers; they can
block it, stop it, 8nd turn 1t into & maee of inextricable
gonfuelon Lf they choose. again, Sngland 1e &t this moment
involved in & meze of delicate diplomstic negotistions with
forelgn powere; the Irlsh members can, if they chooee, avail
of the sltustion to render the discontent of their country
formlidable to the minlster . Such & courese of action would,
no doubt, be denounced in the English parllsment snd the
Englleh press ae "unpstriotic™ - unpstriotic forsooth! -
#nd some of the more tender-hesrted of our membere mlght
decline to adopt Lt; but we feel convineed that without
heving recowee occasionally to etrong meseuree, and faelng
gomé rough work, the Irlsh csuse caunot be pushed to a
successful lseue in the houee of commons. (1)

The followlng week the eame paper uneguivoecally adopted the
préevelling name for the taectlce which it proposed;

We therefore recommend to the conelderstion of the Irish
membere of parliasment and of the Irieh people thie "policy
of obetruction”. What is the English perliament to us but
& huge machinery of obstruction? It 1s obstructing our
national life, obstructing the prosperity of our country,
obetructing our liberties; sad, in ehort, obstructing ue
of f the faece of the earth. The subetance of such objectiones
&8s we have geen urged agalnet the plun of actlon we have
indieated 1s elmply thie - that 1t would make Englieh
mémbers very angry. But we think there will have to be
gome anger in thie businese before 1t ls eettled. We would
gay let the polliecy we have supported be tried, not blindly,
but ekilfully and wilsely; and if, lndeed, lawe be made to
deprive [rieh membere of the ordlnary righte snd privileges
of the British parllament, then let » conference of the
Irish netion be called to declde what is the next etep to
be teken in the furtherance of the National Cause. (2)

O'Neill Deunt wrote to the Uleter EZxsminer in full eympathy

with thls suggestion; 'ae the foe hec deprived ue of our

1 Nation, 8 July 1876.
2 .y 15 Jill’-




native parlisment, 1t is indeed = Bmall reprisal to bloek
up fugllsh legielation to uhatez;g éxtent may be necessary
for our own rightful purposee.’ It would be intolerable,
wrote the Kerry Vimdlestor, to have ‘even one other seseion |
of mild and gentle appeals to t?;} rother shadowy entity }
ealled the British conescience.' f
The element whleh wae sbove all outepokenly
identifled with the proposed poliey wse that which mlght be
looeely termed fenlan. There were thoee, like John Daly,

who hed now, &t the end of the 1876 eesslon, totally and

Arrevocably dissociated themeelvee from conetitutionaliem.
# league meetlng ln August was Llnterrupted by €. G. Doran
with & resolution, which wae heavily voted down, eallling
for the absndonment of parllannntarlanlln,(3) and & lecture
by O'Connor Power ln Mancheeter wae broken up by extremists
in & riotous scene ln the course of waich the chnu'naS
Blgger, esustained » head wound whiech bled proru-ely.(‘
#t the eame time Denle Dowling Muleshy, snother lrreconcilabls,

coanlecced with P. J. Smyth 1ln & sérieée of anti-nomé rule
(5) -

lecturee in Irelsnd and England.
Bltterneee againet O'Connor Power wae perhaps

-4t |

1l gquoted iln Nation, 22 July. 1876.
2 quoted, lb!!. J

4 <, 16 Sept. The subject of the proposed lecture was |
'‘Irieh wit end humour'. w.l
§ 1ibid., 30 Sept., 21 Oet., 4 Nov. Muleshy to Smyth,4 Aug. |
1876, smyth uss, 8215.
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3 1
the most coneietent festure of these ccmruot-.‘ ; Fenianiem

as & whole doee not seem to have taken eidee in the home rule

iséue. John O'Lesry wrote to the Sunday Cltizen of New York

sympathieing with the attitude of thoee who felt moved to

| 2
breésak up home rule meetinge, but deprecating their tacuuf )

3
and 1n private Klckham expressed the some view to Dovoy.( ;

The attltude of the advanced men intlde the conestitutional

movement wse expreseed by the annual conventlon of the English

Homé Rule Confederstlion, whlech, meeting in Dublin for the
first time in fuguet 1876, unmietskably identifled itself
with the polliey of obetruetion.

The Englieh Home Rule Confederstion wae eet up
in 1B873. It was the outcome in the firest inestance of a
conference, »~1%ed4 in Mancheeter by the home rule association
of that area,  with 1te purpose 'to teke etepe towards
properly orgsnlelng the electoral power of the Irish in
Englend’'. \ Butt preslded, eand the secretary wae the fenlan

1 The efforte of O'Connor Power to anticlpate the new
departure seem only to heve sroused the moet violent
antipathy smonget hle old colleagues of the I.R.B., who
regarded him for eome resson with the deepest eusplclion as
early a¢ 1874. (0'Brien and Ryan, Devoy's Post , vol 4,
F.P. O'Shea to Devoy, 17 dug. 1874, pp. 71l-4; O'Leary to
Devoy, 13 oet. 1875, pp. 121-2.) Blggsr snd Power were, of
ecourse, membere of the Supreme Councll of the I.R.B. until
they left it in 1877 rather than obeéy an order to withdraw

from perllamentary life.
2 quoted in Natlon, 11 Nov. 1876. :
3 Kickham to O ry, 29 spril 1876, Devoy's Poet Bag,

vol i, pp. 163-5.
4 - to Butt, 27 Dee. 1872, Butt MSS; Nation, 11 Jan. 1873.
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John Deavir. It wae sgreed to form & union, which Butt
l'iﬂ!lﬁ?gjd €hould be on the limee of the Anti-Corn Law
League . The coaference adjourned, and mee ting again 1n
Nanchesier a¢ the end of February, estsblished the Englien
Home Rule Confederstion, to conelst of five dietrict counclls
for Englend, Manchecter, Blrmingham, Newcastle, Bristol,

and London, together with Glaegow as the Seottish centre,
subdivided into town brenchee, whose members were entitled
to send delegatees to the annual convention &t which policy
decislone were taken and the governing executive chouon.(z)

A third conference iln Auguet, the firet annual convention of
the oconfederation, confirmed this arrsngement and elected an
executive committee. Two hundred delegstee s ttended, and
Butt presided over their dollberatlann.(s) By the time of
the eecond annual convention in June 1874 the confederstion
numbered 64 branches. 37 belonged to the Hanchester dietriet,
which remsined continually the strongest, 13 to Birmingham,

(4)
and 14 to Glaegow. The other districte langulshed; London

in particular was paralysed for seversl yesre by the disputes
between the more moderste section and the working-clses home

rulere, who were strongly talated by soclallet and

¢ ation, 18 Jsn. 1873.
2 —’) Mar. 1873.

3 ibid., 30 fug. 1573; Deunt Journal, 21 /uge
4 mation, 20 June 1874.




(1)
internationsliet prineiples. The emergence of these

groupinge within the confederation in turn threw up
key-flguree in the English movement: moat prominent amongst
theése were Dr Commins and John Barry, cosirman and eecre tary
of the Manchester counecil, aad John Fergueon, president of
the Glacgow counclil. Commine wes eleotied preesldent of the
confederstion im 1874 and 1875, snd Ferguson and Barry
viee-preeldent and honorary seeretary raspecunlq-(a) By

Januury 1876 the confederation could number 95 functlioning

(3)
branches.

By this time, however, the ingliesh home rulers
had begun to chafe bitterly sgeinst the frustrstions of
Butt'e parliamentary poliey. /e early se July 1875 the
official organ of the confederstion, the Unlted Iriehman,

was prcuxng( the adoption of an obetructive polley at

4)
Weetmlineter, and in the samé month the Larkhall branch

(%)
pagsed a reeolution to the same effect. '"The fact 1le,

your polliey of parllementary a.lt?g}on ie dylaog out', wrote

Fergueon to Butt in January 1876, snd ln June he expressed

1 Netion, 5 4pr., 8 Nov. 1873; E. O'Osvanagh to Butt 16 Oet., |’
T. nooney'to Butt.: 8 Nov. 1873; J. Barry to Butt, 1 Jan.1874; |
J. Goulding to Butt 3 Dee.,

Commine to Butt, 30 Nov.
2’: Henry to Butt, i6 Deec . 1575, and other letters,in Butt MSS.

2 HNation, 3 July 1875.

’ L 29 J.u. 1“"
4 1bid., 3 July 1875. /t the eame time 1ts manager, Denvir,

spd Lte eponsore were appealing to the [rish home rule members
for funde to enable 1t to contlaue in existence. (Ferguson to
Butt, 14 Jan., Barry to Butt, 18 June 1876, Butt ¥85.)

, 3 July 1875.
2 argggon to Bu’itt. 14 Jan. 1876, Butt M.
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the opi?ie;n thet the Irish people had lost felith in the
lesgue .

In 1876 the confeder=tion recolved to mske &0
eepeclal effort to foree tne Irish wing of the movement to
take more resolute scticn. Oaptsin Klrwen, the paid
gecretary of the confederstion, wrote to deAllieter, his
gounterpart in.the lesgue, expressing the desire of his
executive for a jolnt conference of the two bodies im Dublin
to conslder the state of the agluuon.{m Thie propoesal,
however, wos not enthusiastically recelved. The lesders of
the party nad always fesred the proletarisn extravagancee
of the Knglleh movement. 'I don't value wmuch the English
sgitation snd don't expect muoh permanént recult from 1t',
wrote Shew to Dasunt in 1873,(3) and Martin wede Lt elear to
Daunt thst Lt wne the deliberate policy of Butt whicu had
kept the confederstion altogetner distinet from the Irish
Iweﬂnt-(d’ Mitehell Henry in 1875 eeant Kirwan & chegue
for fifty pounde for the confederation tunds,(m but he
refuecd to agree to Butt's suggeetlion that he should aect ae
league reprecsentstive on the councll of the English

orgenisstion - 'I heve eome mistruet of them snd their

—

20 June 18‘;6, Buthgaﬁ. -
geilister to Bubt, 27 épr., 5 dey 1070, Butt NS5,
snaw to Deunt, 2 Sept. 1873, Dsunt wse, 8047.
gartin to Daunt, 2 fpr. 1874, Daunt WEE, 8047 .

m 18 gept. 1875,

Fergueon to Butt,

VB o -
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(1)
republiecsn sllies’. hecueed of republicsnlsm, Ferguson

and hie friende mede no effort to deny tae cnsrge, but
retorted by orgmailsing =g a républican demonetr:«tion the

4 July meeting in Harold's Croee which diepateched o'Connor
Power tnd Purmell to the United Etates wlith = eongratulstory
addrese on the centenary of the /merlcen rOpublle.(a)

This persistent adoption of an Andependent snd

extremiet line by the eonfederation, &t the coame time as 1t
conetantly esought flaeneisl =14 from the Irish organlsationfjj
éntagonleed snd frightened the lesdep: of the party.

A4 resgolutlon wue poesed by the counclil of tae lesgue, and
conveyed to the executive of the eonfeder:tlon, recognielng
the good intentlione benind tihe propoeal for a Joint
conference, but expressing the oplalon that 'the holding

of such & conference would be conlrary to the constitution of
the league and & violatlon of the primciples on whiah(z? Wi B
founded at the national eonference of November 1873.°'

'T. Do Sulliven Jumped at the ldes of a confersnce', wrote

Meidlieter to Bautt, 'and wee trylng to push sn lastaat
(5)
ageeptunce of thé propoesl.’

Tawarted Ln thelr originmal inteation, the Laglish

home rulere decided to progeed with tasir plens for & Dublin

enry to Butt, 14 Deec. 1875, aleo 10 Dec., Butt MSS.
go:gisou to l&tt, 12 July 1616, Butt usl.

Capt. Klrwan to Butt, 5 Jul,& 12 Jaly 1876, Butt uss.
geilistor to Butt, 2 way 1876, Butt uec.

ibid.

s i -
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(1)
convention. The proposal aroueed slmoet equal Jealousy

and suspicion in the Irish leadere, and Butt at first
refused even to attend the publie me6 ting arranged for the
evening of the firet day of the convention, but gave way
under pressure .(2) Ferguson wrote to him:

I am horrified to hear that you do not intend being at the
meeting 1n Dublin on 3 July! Before I agreed at all to the

affair I had your etatement to tell évéryone you were for 1it.

More than once had you not acted ae Barry and I
wanted you you would have regretted it ..... take our adviece
thie time. You will eee far more serious evlils arise 1if you
are not &t the meetlng ....., than you ilmsglne.

The confederation will I do think discolve and
give resecne that will be popular with the I[rish peupls -
['1l eend you @2 long letter from Barry whem I have replied
t0 1t that 18 more eerioue than Daly or duleahy! .....

I have been in Ireland two weeke. My opinlon 1e
the people have glven up all falth in the league. You are
etlll popular. We are now about to divide at laet whig home
rulers one way resl home rulere the othsr way. The people
made Iemae Butt. I hope he will not deeert them for

"respectabllity " and "shopboylem". (3)
The conventlon of the confederstion met in the
Rotunda,sfter several poetponemente, on 21 and 22 Auguet
1876, under the chalrmanechlp of ite preeldent, Dr Comalns.
4 large part of lte work was devoted to &n overhaul of the

Engllieh orgenisestion. It wae agroed thet the executive
eouncll wae to number in future fifteen pereone, ten elected

by the genersl councll, three by theee ten, a#nd two appointed

by the league. The counell in future wee to be elected on

e

1 It wss, of course, able to do thle because unlike the

it wae
:“g:;suson to Butt, 30 Jume 1876, Butt MsE.

3 pFergueon to Butt, ibid.

immune from the provieslione of the convention act.
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the baels of one repreesentative for esch #esoclation of
lees than 100 members, two for those of 100200 members,
and three for those of over 200 membére, and ite headgquarters

wae transferred to London se being more centrally n.tmud(.”

A8 & mark of respect to the home rule leader, he was
nominated Lo the presideney of the seroclstion to fill the
vaganey caueed by the retirement of Ur Commine, who hed
held the office for the preceding two years. But at the
same time the number of vice-presldents waeg inoressed to
five, and parnell, Biggaur, and O'Donnell were brought on
with Bernard MelZnulty of Newcastle to sccompany Ferguson.
Another notable appolntment wue that of O'D onnell to the
honorary seecretaryshlp, in place of Barry, who signified
hie desire to withdraw owing to prescsure of work. The
appointment of O 'Ponnell a& both honorary seeretary and a
vice-pregldent gave him & key positloun in the confederation,
which he signalised a few weeke later by the publication
over hies name and thet of Kirwan as pald secretary of a
flerce brosdelide upon the insctivity of the party-(m in
thie context & eignificant provieion was that which
egtablished the quorum for the executive as low ae three.
The delegatee paesed a resolution assuring Butt of their

econfidence in nis ‘'genius and determination' and of their

1 Donal Sullivan to Dsunt, 28 fug. 1876, Daunt MSE, 8048.
2 Nation, 7 Oet. 1877.
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continued slleglance to his authority. But the erucial
résolution wae number eleven:

That in the opinion of thie mée ting, before adopting a
gouree of sction that may become necessary - namely,
withdrawal - 1t will be expedient for the Irish members
to adopt & mueh more determined attitude in the house of
commons upon all questionse in which Irelsnd is econcerned,
60 that the British people may be induced to adopt the
principle of divielon of labour in government. (1)

The convention, and the attitude for which 1t
etood, seeme to have left & marked lmpression upon the more
reslistic of the home rule members. By the end of iugust
Heary wae writing:

For my part I think the confederation are doing excellent
work, perhape the only good work now in progrese relative
to home rule - The league ie in & state of euepended
anime tion ..... (2)

The parlismentary poliey whiech they proposed might still be
distasteful to the moderates in the party, but even Shaw
eould see at the end of the last frultleses seselon:=-

Af there 1e not great wisdom, coherence and decleion 1t will
bé lmposelible to convinee the country that we sre not playing
with the home rule guestion. We muet remember that there is
& conelderable number of ourselvee snd & very large party in
the country who are wateching for an opportunity of dropping
back again ilnto whiggéry..... I feel strongly that we are st
& eritical turning-point and that we nmust take especial care
in every step not only to keep the party together, but to
keep it at all. No knowing when a general election may take
plage, and very little would eo disguet the constituencles

that they would let the majority of ue go to the right &
Ibﬁﬂt T B )

Report in latlog. 26 tug. 1676.

3 ghaw to Butt, 12 July 1876, Butt MSS.
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Perhape resolution in the next seeeion could
avert disaster, &nd check the growing diseension in the
party. But the debate on parliamentary tactice wae
revealing a deep divergence in attitude between the two
winge of the party, aerose whieh the sctive moderatee like
Henry mailntained a precarious balance. The Epectator
commented that three policlee had been ralsed at the
convention: the 'parliamentary tactice' of Butt, the
‘obstruction’' of Sullivan and those who agreed with him,
and the complete withdrawal suggeeted by the fenlane. Of
these three, 1t concluded, the conventlion, while endoreing
Butt's leadership, had accepted obstruction and merely
postponed uthdranl.(” It wae agalnet the background of
theee now open divieslone that Butt on 6 January 1877 iesued

hile cireular for the fourth snnual pre-seselonal conference
of the Irish home rule party.
(b) The parlismentary seesion of 1877

The Nation, now under the edltorship and full
control of T. D. Sullivan, devoted an outepoken editorial

to the impendlng conference. The country, 1t eald, demanded

more aggreselon from ite representatives:
They were not sent to utter occasional proteste againet the

misgovernment of Ireland, or to claim in two or three debates

1 quoud in m. 2 Gept. 1876.

— g —
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& restoration of her rights and then to mceept with a good i
gréce the refueal of their demands. Tney were not eent to ”H

makeé & struggle for Irish bills, or to let pagss unused the
opportunities which offer for punishing those by whom sueh
bille are unjuetly and contemptuously re jected. OQur reading
of the matter is that they were sent to =trive for Ireland
and to strike for her; to be & hoetile element in the house,
& bar to businees, and a danger to the empire, until
Ireland's claim to a restoration of her plundered righte is
conceded by the English government ..... Thie parliamentary
etruggle for Ireland can no more be won without anger and I
unpleasantness than a battle in the field can be won vithout

bloodeshed. i3 (1) |
Thirty-two membere obeyed Butt'e eummons, |

fifteen gave adequate reasone for their abunoc.u) The

remainder were absent without explanauon.(d) 0'Shaughne esy

resigned the secretaryehip of the party, and Meldon and
Ward were elected ae honorary secretariee for the coming
seselon. Nolan and Richard Power were elected whipe.

4 new commlttee was chosen, conseisting of Butt, Henry,

1l Nation, 6 Jan. 1877.

e ar, Brooke, Butt, Callan, Collins, Dease, Delahunty,
Downing, Eanle, Fay, Frenech, Heary, Kirk, naocarth.y,' Martin,
Meldon, Moore, Nolan, O'Beirnme, O'Brien, 0'0191;:, 0'Gorman,
0'Leary, O'Loghlen, O0'Rellly, O'Shaughneesy, 0'Sulllvan,
Parnell, R. Power, Redmond, Sulllvan, Werd. Theee lncluded
two new members, Delahunty and 0'Beirne, who replaced

Sir J. Bemonde (liberal, Waterford Go) sad W. Qrmsby Gore
(Cons., Leltrim) respectively. 4 third eeat wae won for the
party at the beglnning of 1877 by E.R. King Harman, who won
the Sligo seat left vacant by the death of the coneervative
R.3. Booth. Harman wae never a very loyal party member, but
technically theee three victorlee brought the party strength

© 55.
onyagham, Dunbar, Harmsn, ¥eKenna, Montagu
L ng“:r,‘h;t;cpooh, and Shaw sent lp'o].ql.n; 3 'Gonnor

go.zz:.;;donot yeét returned from Amerlea, where Errington aleo
found himself. Synan, Brysn, and Brady were 1ll.

0'Callaghsn
l.ﬂﬂ.!‘h’ll.tt, Browne, Digby, Lewis, O .
3'[201’1’0. gherlock, &nd thelil.
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0'Shaughnessy, Downing, Brooks, Callan, Shaw, MeKenna, and
Parnell. The proceedinge opened with a review by Butt of
the work of the party. A formal vote of confidence and
alleglence to Butt wae next moved by Sulliven and 0 'Loghlen

and adopted with acelamation. The possiblility of a erisis
over the sltuation in the east was discueeed. The Nation
professed iteelf satisfied with the independent nationalist
tone adopted by moet of the members with regard to the
imperial guecztlon, but no firm declslon =e to party poliey
wig takens

£e8 to thelr sction in emergencles that may st any moment
ariee, they deemed 1t inexpedient to determine beforehand

what course they would adopt, and resclved to maintailn an
attitude of recserve and observation.

This avoidance of controiersy typiflied the
decieion of the conference, which virtually parslleled those
of the three preceding eeeslone. [t wae declded to bring N
another home rule motion, if posesible early in the sesslon.
Réeponelbllity was taken by different membere for the
introductlon of bille upon the familliar iseues of the land,
univerelty education, intermediste education, the franchise,

registration, county boarde, sea Ifleheries, and other topics,

togetner wita another amnésty mollon. Upon the eruclal 1ssue

of parlismentary tectles, ao formal declsion wae taken, and

previoug yeare for individual

the way wae left open &8 in T

apathy or individusl setion.

1 Thie report 1s based on Nationm, % Feb. LB7T7, supplemented
py the leading dallles.
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& few deye lster the league guve o banqguet to
Butt, &t which he developed hie view of the proper Irish
poliey a2t Weetmineter in & ferveat and moving addrese:

fhat we ought to do, and whaet [ sdvieed is - let ue make an
assault upon the whole eyetem of Inglish zlsgovernment in
thle country. Let ue sek of the Englien libersle to Joln ue
1a demolishing every psrt of the Eyetem opposed to their own
princlples. If we esrry ang mengure ln tole wey, we huave
senleved o great triumph =nd can énjoy 1te fruite. If we
fell, we nsve eupplied snother, &nd sna uncneéwerable argument
to Europe, to the Irien and Engllen natlcne, to show that
nothing but self-leglelation ¢zn ever recoaclle us or
resliee our seplratione.

Thies polloy had been feollowed in the luet ceeclon; 1t would
bé pureued again ia the next. The frenchice would be the
firet teet - the Irieh eould have won on thls issue lset time
if 811 the members of the purty had been preeent. Hortington,
s&ld Butt, h»d refueed to put out ¢ whip for the division,
but he himeelf upon hie own initistive had circularised a
1.?30 number of the Liberale, and meny come down and voted
with the party.(l’ ‘Snglien opinion woee moving increselingly
towsrde the provielon of locsl bosrds for Irelsnd, snd theee
would reprecent an importent etep towsrde the prineiple of
homeé rule; however, Butt =dded:

B ot It  attary s, seed St Seuts sovir et

we were waiving, or abendoning, or modifylag the great demand
of the [rieh people for eelf-government.

galling for the conetant sttendance of the members, he

R ——————

1 over onée hundred, in fect, 4ld so.
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sdmitted theat in the conference they had eriticlsed each other |
vioclently in the sbeence of tne Preee; yet ne believed that ‘
8 resl community of purpose existed. Hé tppealed for a united
netlonal effort to suetein them; 1f Ireland rose with one
gligentle effort st the next €lection, and sent them &

s jorlty - sn @lmoet unenimoue natiocnsl declsrs tion - of

ninety members, ho(n; rale would be att=ined before the
J
eentensry of 1782.

Woving thile appeal wae, but reduced to ecsentials
1t eeemed to the more enmergetic epirite to lmply only the
eame endless round of defest &nd fruetrstion. Thelr eriticsl
resction wee #lmost 56 mueh emoticnal se rationsl; the same

dsy O'Gormsn snld in the lesgue:

he beguged to etate, with 81l due deference to Mr Butt, snd
with very grest love for tnelr lllustrioue lecder, that he
thought him & 1little too eoft ..... He wee far too eivil
with theee Englleh fellowe ..... he wee condtantly erylag
"iesr, heésr!" when he ehould esy "No, no!", =nd he encoursged
them to go ON with thet which wee not dietssteful to them -
the mansgemcnt of thie country. There wie only one way of
getting hold of John Bull, &nd that wae by etopping hie
pereentsgees - that 1e, by etopping the estims tes, Now in
commlttee every aember wse entitled, he thought, to four
votes - he would look into Sir Erskine May'e book on the
mitter - on an item of estimates. If elght or nlne of them
were to comblne theéy could wage war on them.

O'Gormen wie known 28 &n extremist. But now elgnificantly

the moderate Mitchell Henry roee to concur in nle general

1 Netloa, 10 Feb. 1B877.
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attitude;:
Shekion of seriscems 14 Fouti s Diotr s 12, the sex
bold ecourse. He wae not in favour of ehaklng hande sl1 roung
nt thenkfulneee for emsll mercies. #nat they wanted wae th-L;
natlonsl righte, and they would be friendes with those men who
would ®eelet them to galn theee rigaote; they would not be
friende with thoee who resisted them. (1)
Othere nsd come to thie sttitude before Henry.
In previoue eessloné thelr efforte hsd been reetrained by the
opinion of their colleagueée, and by the toctlesl sathorlty
of Butt. Indifference and sbeenteelem Lo €0 mény of ite
membere had weskened the morsl influence of perty censure,
and recurrlog defest hod brought open eriticlem of Butt's
lesderenlp. The party conference had reeolved, in effect,
t0 lgnore e & party the demsnd for new tsctlce, but the
hletoric indiecipline of the party which permitted wilful
absenteelsm could permit equally & flerce energy. Lsstly,
in the receee & large and lmportsnt sectlon of home rule
opinion had given ®“n unmistaksble mandate for & more active
poliecy. Upon thie mendete Parmell and Blggsr had resolved
to act.(aj The polley which hed been esuggeeted, and which

they now propoeed to sdopt, hsd been loosely deflned ae

obetructive. [t wes & word which, ln populsr usage, poeeeesed

# connotstion more emotionaslly than retionally expreseed.

Ite preclee meaning wae Llndeflneble, pernspe, except la pract&enlfl

il

—

1 HNetion, 10 Feb. 1877.
e .y 2l July.




illusetration. Thie Lllustration the seselon of 1877 was
strikingly to provide, snd ae obetruction #nd the response
to 1t 1o Irelsnd were to be the moet decieive festuree of
the lset yesre of Butt'e party, it ie Eppropriste thot in
the context of thie seselon we snould exsmlne in more detell
the nature of the perlicmentsry toctice which were generally
grouped under 1te hesdlng.

“ubsequent commentators have tended to think of
obstructlion @#¢ the attempt, by the minority of Irish
reprecentatives, to delay the pasesge of legilelsation wahlch

posseeced the approval of the grest msjority, by the deliberste ||

énd coldblooded exploitation of parlismentary libertlee.
Theee l1libertles were conceded in order to preeerve that
freedom of epesch which wse enshrined lan the etruggle for
conetitutional governmént; they were €o prized that rsather
then qualify them by written restrletions, the membere were
prepared to unite in & gentleman'e agreecment not to explolt
them; Parnell, Blggar, and their followere alone refueed to
honour thie compsct, #nd in 8o dolng cut themeelvee off from

the lesdersnlp of Iessc Butt and from the traditions of

parlismentery government. Hence, we are told, arose the

obetruction crieie.
This plcoture 1€ true in many of ite essentlale;

Parnell snd Bigger did differ from Butt ln thelr attlitude to
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parlisment; they did dectroy eome of the liberties of
parliament by exploiting them. But like most oversimplificstione :
it hae ite inherent dangere; 1t doee not explain precisely |
what Parnell and Blggar did, snd it lmplles that whstever 1t
wis, 1t wae born direetly from tnelr unprecedented noetllity
towarde thne British parlicment.

Thls theory ctn be qualifled at once Ln & nuaber
of very obvicus waye. Definlaog obetruction in 1ts broadeet
eense, thet ile, the attempt of & wlnority to delay legielation |
which 1t cannot hope to defeat, Lt wee 2n sccepted part of |
parlismentary toactice long before tne emergence of Blggar and
Parnell, the uee of whilch eepeclally la committee even
commanded the respect of thoee againet whose messures it woe
practised, provided, of couree, 1t wee used wlthln the
unwritten limite preseribed by the parllasmentery gome. It
would, however, be ridlculous to euggeet thet there wse no
novelty in the tactlce of Blggar &nd Parnell.

In snelyelng these tsectlce Lt 1e necesssary to

remember, in the firet plsce, the lmpact of the first home

rule party &t Westmlneter. In & EBGnes, all parlismentary

oppoeltion is obetruction; the exiestence of any government

implies lte poseeeslion of & parlismentary me jority, snd

coneequently, #t least la the case of moet modern governments,

establiehes the fate of itse mesneuree long before any dlvielon



ie¢ tékén upon them. Thie bssie truth, which tende to reduce
the whole technlque of parlismentary debste to an empty
ritusl, hee become lncreselagly true with the development of
party dieclipline., It w»aé not €0 true in the parllament

of the 1370'®s, when the distimction beétween the members of
different peartlec weae lese clear snd party discipline lees
preclee, with the reesult that it wae etlll more than
theoretically poeelble for the couree of a debate to alter
the fate of & meseure or even of & minletry. The eudden
emergence \n 1874 of & parllamentary third force, witn
nelther the suthority of her mejeety's government nor the .
complementery mandate of her majeesty's oppoeltlon, had
produced &« ms jor chungé in the perllamentary belance of
forcee. The Irleh psrty not merely crltieiced aad oppoeed
minieterial mesaeures from &n ilndependent and salien point of
view; 1t slsc, se hee been contlnuslly streseed sbove,
unlike the oppoeition, deliberately set sbout lnltiating
legislatlion #nd policy motlons of ite own, moetly in the
time and through the machlinery hitherto sllocated to

the individusl snd relatively ianfreguent sctivitlee of the

privete membeér.
fne effeet of thie new development can qulckly be

appree lsted when 1t 1e recelled thet by the time of ite
emergence the 1nabllity of parliament to cope with all ite




responsibllities wse slready beilng foreced apon the minds of
ité members. rarlisment wee =t tols perlod in session for
only £1lx monthe of the yesur. Businese of & logcel or tectional
piture wie fraguently tsken lste st night, of ten after
midalght, e2nd the peessge of mueh routine leglelation
depended upon the tuelt co-operstion of the oppoelition. Tuls
wee perhepe relatively esey to obtein when there was little

of Victorlsn Englend hed forced ite way lato the psrlismentery
@phere. 5Sut wlth the ilrrevoesble recognlitlion by Gledetone of
the exletencs of a«n (rieh problsm, the lnerensing preoccupation
of parlisment with the extenslon of the frencniee, and the
reluctsnt sceeptonce by successive governments of wider &nd
wider eoclisl responelbllities, the tize and the mechinery
shich ned sufficed to runm the emplre 1o the age of Palmerston
were no longer eégusrl to the demende pleced upon them.

The inteneificstion of thie problem through the
emsrgeance of an [rieh perty wee not, of course, merely
sgcoidentel; 1t wee, 5& hne been obeserved sbove, & metiler of
deliberate poliey to the I[rish leaders. If the porty could
demonstrste thet the united purlisment wie un€qusl to the
task of leglelsting for the united klogdom 1t would obviously
h". goored s tremendoue triumph ln the battle for nome rule.
It started ite work in 1874 witi the inltlal sdventsge that
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had slresdy been conceded by many parliamentary leaders,
notébly Gludetoné nlmeelf, whose guarded acceptance of the
neceEElty for eome kind of lmperial devolution and ite
#ccompinylng erop of echemes from the Irisn liberale for
prlnn(eﬁ.hry ¢ommittees and locsl bosarde have tlready been
guoted . Lt wae the alm of Butt, in nie poliecy of fighting
upon the brosad froat of Irleh grievances, 'to prese upon the
Britien psrllement the leglelstion which we belleve the
préegéelng wante of our country need.'

In some inetenceés we may - I belleve we will - succeed in
obtalning, 1t mey be, partial redrese for the grievancees of
whion we complain. Lvery time we do 80 we goin &ome strengta
énd vigour for the natlonsl 11fe. But I know of no means by
whioh weé csn better advence the couse of home rule than

by making honéet and intelligent Eanglishmen reslise to
themeelvee the deflclenclee of thelr Irisu government and

Irish leglelation. (2)
Thie psrllsmentsary polliey had, however, the eecond Lndirect

but importsnt effeet of overlosding the psrlismentery order-
book with Irlen busilnese, The precence of sn active Irish
party st Weetmineter, comblning to bring in ites own bllle,
wse ln iteelf an cobetruction teo government buslnese. Home
rule members, it will be recalled, gsve notlee of sixteen
‘bille in 1876; 1o 1877 they géve notlee of fifteen, =nd in
both secelone they were 2ble to appropriste the majority of

-—

1 #iddrees to the electors of Greenwich, 24 Jan. 1874, and
above, Chapter XI, pp.91-q, Y.
@ Nation, 29 sy 1875.
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the time allowed for the bills of Private membere. Butt haa
no eeruples sbout the légltimey of arguing esch of theee
Bille home to 1t& inevitable defest. The Irieh poliey
contributed very largely to tae produetion of a eltuation
that Lo 1875 Butt could esy 'I never remember a seseion when
the order book of tn?lt)wune of commone wae so early and so
hopelessly blocked', énd ot the end of the 1876 eeeglon
Plersell could make very mueh the eome complal.nt..m’

In sddition to this policy, Butt wse prepsred to
offer & determined reesietsnce to leglslstion hoetile to Irish
lnterects. On the eecond resding of the Expiring Lawe
Continusnee Bill In 1874 Butt hed led &n oppoeltion of eeven
houre durstion, including three divieione; he had concluded
with & warning to the goverament of hie intention, unless
Gértain conceselone were granted, moet reesolutely to 'obetruct’
thelr messuree. On the committee stuge of the ssme bill the
home rule membére had continued the etruggle until 3.45 &.m.,
dividing the houee elght timee upon =#mendmente snd motlone to
#djourn, &nd & third night hed been nececesry to esrry the
bill. 35 The same kind of opposition, it will be remembered,
had been offered to the equlvalent mesneure ln tne following

B8eelon, when two deys were needed for the second resding,

1 HNat 29 yay 187S.
2 ﬁﬁ, 3rd eseries, coxxxi, 704.
3 ‘®ee above, Chapter XV, pp.
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81x for the commlttee etsge, sad one for the report nt.ago.(lj

Thile setivity brought down écousations of nbs:.;n)zouoa upon
thé Irien, s chsarge whlen tney wormly denmled. But their
behaviour ia these lnétances, s8 we nave E€e¢n, won the
@pproval of the notlonsliete in [reland & great desl more
thén thelr moet pailnstaking efforte in pursult of the
princlpal &ilme of the party.

There were, nowever, limlte beyond which Butt
wa€ not prepared to go. The Irish membere were accused of
obetruction for their delibercte persletence in smendmente
which hed no hope of eucceee. They could nowever argue that
these efforte were genuinely bent towsrde the improvement of
legielatlon. Butt's poliey thue had thle coneietent theme.
It lavolved, ln theory, on the poeitlve cside, the energetic
reiteration of demande for reform through bille snd motions
iniltisted and eupported st length by the [rieh members ond
on the negative silde, & determined opposlition to minleterial
Irieh meseuree by volce and voté in the debatee in the house
#nd by repested efforte st =mendment 1ln commlttee. Backed by
& etrong #nd energetic pesrty, thle pollicy mlght have produced
gome effect; but Lte mein drewbsck wee that 1t wee only in

foot energetically practieed by & minmorlity of the Irieh

P

- sbove, Chepter Xv, pp.hit-i. | )
; ;::lgg. 18 Mar. lmﬁim‘“m,cuxhloaa.
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membere - the remsinder seldom €xerglng from somnolence.
Thie defect wee not the fault of Butt'e lesderehip, &1lthough
hé could be pasrtially blamed for i1t; it sroce directly from
the fellure of the home rule movement to E€Cure the control
of the constltuencles ln the 1874 elsction.

The policy of what might loosely be culled
obetructlion by srgumeat hsd, however, otuer sdditionsl
weakneeeee. Not merely wae the government uanmoved by
ergumént: 1t begen slec to develop & techalque for mitigs ting
the delaye coneequent upon the unwelcomeé preecnce of taie
Irieh psrty. ulalsterisl epeskere cesped to bother to reply
to Irlen srgumente; succeecslive Irieh meabere would be
lietened to with & formal Andifference by & houee of minlmum
elze, snd thelr bllle or wotlone voted down by overwhelming
ms jorltlee brought la from loungee @#nd emoklng roome by the
divielon bell. £ epeaker in the Nortn London branch of
the Home hule Confeder=tion reported to nie fellow membere

upon hie vielit to tne nouee of commone for tne debstée on the

fisheriee bill of the Irleh perty lo dércn 1876. He left

the nouee, he enid,

more couvinced then ever of the corelecencss evinced by the

Britisn nouee of commone 1n the affsire of Irelasnd. The
membere ecemed to have 80 little intercst in the flshery blill,
nd while the diecusesion wae

€y did not even stte
“2.:2155, apd 1t wee not until the conlef eecretary wae
throagh hle epeech that they begen to come in. But

: -5
.MI: t,ng divieion bill rang, there wie & m(ﬁm the
IMI.. 8 & o=

1 Nef, | Ay BT,




g A

B

1iet of bille on the order paper in esch seselon, by 1876
they were experlencing the frustrstion of seeing tne majority

of them dleeppesr without even belng dlecussed under the

dore importunt £t111, the eo-cnlled helf waet twelve rule

»
firet introduced se s geeelonvl order in 1871 sand dropped in
1874, wse relntroduced se o pegulur mewne of kllllng Irien
bille. Thie rule leuld down that:
except for » money bill, no order of the dsy or notice of
motion be token sfter half-paet twelve of the clook &t nlghnt
with reepect to whieh order or notice of motlon & notlice of |
Oppoeltlon or smeéndment eholl have been printed on the notloe
paper, or 1f euch notiee of motion ehsll only have been glven
the next previoue dsy of eltting, vnd objection ehall be
tekén when such notlce i1e esalled. (1)
The time for private membeére' bille belng extremely limited,
snd mueh of 1t in faet belng token in the emsll houre of tae
morning, the effect of thie rule wss droetloslly to curtsil

the opportunlitlee avalilable to [rish membere to bring on

thelr own leglslation. Captain Nolsn, the party whip,
complained that the effect of the rule ia 1875 wese 'pruoslcalLy;I
to put & stop to the bllle of private membere st that hour, |
without elmllarly sffecting thé government bille', snd Butt
compluined that in the ssme yesr & blll of his wee obstructed
by # member who put & notice of opposition on t?g)order paper
snd then went to I[relend for & month's hollday. o

slthough the Irieh, ae we have seen, énteéred &n lmpreselve

- | Egg.ard, 3rd serles, cexxxii, 332.

2 1pid., 333-4.
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prescure of government buelnese. 4nd the determination to
flght &1l minleterisl Irieh meseurce wee us€leee in dealing
with & mianletry whilen hsd none.

The futllity of these tactice nad, ae we have
feéen, lmpreeeed iteelf esrly in the life of the parliament
upon & eection of the [rieh membere, notsbly Joeeph Blggsr,
#nd csueed them toc conelder the PoEElblllity of edopting
other mesne to foree the distlnctivenese of tne Irish party
Jdpon the Englisn mind. There were precedente for two very
obviouse kinde of obstructlon. The firet of these wae the
maklng of lnteérmlneble epeeches, or n=& we know it,

filibuetering. Gludetone nimeelf hsd adopted these tactics

to reslet the divorce bill la 1857. uorley records that on

opne dey 1ln the committee etsge of thie bill, Perlisment eat
for 10 houre in conelderstion of & £lngle clause. Durlng
thle time 'Including queetlone, explsenstlons, and
ilnterlocutory euggeetionse, Mr Gladstone made nine-and-twenty
speechee, some of them of coneldersable 1cn5w5.(1, Thie wee

& teohnioue which could be used on any etsge of & bill. The
second more properly belonged to the committee etage, that

is to eay, the etage followlng upon the pssesge of the cecond
resding of @ mespure, st wnleh thée entire nouee constituted

1teelf = committee to conslder the mesasure ln detall, clause

—

1 Life of w. &. Gladetons, (1903), vol i, p. 571.
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by elasuee. In thile Elage each member could 8pesk ve of ten
8¢ hé wlehed - in debate he could of courece epesk only once;
hé could moreover FPépeatedly move the adjournment of the
commlttee, 1n the form of & motion that the ohsirmen ehould
leave the chalr or should report progreee to the Epesker of
the houee. There hsd been mény precedente for thie kind

of obetruction se well; in 1670, notably in the debates on

the oocercion bill, in the words of & conservative member,

'‘alternative motione of the #d Journment of the house and of
the debate kept them marcning around the lobblee half the

(1)
nlght on more th&én one oceselon.’ In 1831 in the reform

bill debatee Llr Ohsarlee Wethersll had képt the house
dividing on the adjournment until & &.m.; obstruction on

the bill had been methodieally orgsnised by & commlttee led
by Peel, and on the committee stuge between 12 and 27 July
1831, Sugden epoke 18 timee, Praed 22 times, Pelham 28 (t;n):u,
Peel 48 times, Croker 57 tlmee, &nd wethnerall S8 times.

The technique wae ueed ae late ae 1876 by the Englieh radlcale
led by Forster, Dilke, Fawcett, snd Hercourt on the commlttee
etage of the Elementary iducsation 3111; in order to thwart an
amendment which tended to denominsationslism, introduced by
Lord Robert montagu sand accepted by the governament, they

divided the comzittee on the adjournment from 10.30 p.m. until

lﬁ Frederick Heygate la Heansard, 3rd eerlee, coxxxili, 335.
Quoted in Natlon, 7 Apr. lﬁ‘-(.
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(1)
4.30 a .m.

Blggar's firet devietion from his party wae not,
then, 1o the invention of these tsctlce but in their deliberate .

@pplication to the usee of the [rieh cauee., 48 early as

30 July 1874, the firet eeselon of the home rule party, he
repestedly moved the adjouranment in the commlttee on the
eoerclon blll, and wse flnslly prevelled upon to deelst only
by the appesls of Butt-ta) In the esme debate in the
following year he spoke for nesrly four hours in 8 celebra ted
plece of fllibusterlng,(a) in sdditicn to introdueing motions
to adjourn whenever he felt that the discuselon had gone on
long enough. GSometimés he wue jJolned by other I[rieh members
in thie polley; on 6 March 1876 Parnell wee snother of &
handful of membeérse who divided the houee seventeen timee 1n
protest agrinet the excluslon of sny nome rule representative
from the committee of refereee on private bllls.(" Genersally,
however, Blggar followed & lone couree without consulting his
golleagues, &and although Butt himself made no eecret of

hie dietaste for & polley of dellberate delay divorced from
retionsl argument, there wae no orieie of party diselpline

80 long && the devistione of Blgger end hle oeccaelonsl allles

seemed only individusl acte of lrresponeibllity.

——

3rd eeriee, cexxxi, 476-96.

gard,
ipbid., ccxxi, 1025.

1
g' ibid., cexxiil, 1451-8.
4 1ibid., cexxvil, 1495.
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The secelon of 1877, nowever, esw this eristie
develop. /4mple precedente exleted for the kind of obetruction
whieh h&d been practieed by Bigger; the novelty of hie and
Parnell’'s tasctlee in 1877 lay sbove all la thelr attitude to
parlisment. Thelr methode had been ueed in the paet, but
8lwaye by @ minority to reslet the pscssage of legislsation to
vhich 1t objected on eome etrongly held principle. By Parnell

8nd Blggsar obetruction wae ueed to thwart legislation in which
they had no etrong claes or denomlnationsal interest, but
eimply ln retalistlon for the defest of thelr own messures.

In other worde, what hed in the pset been the last refuge of
oppoeltion to @ particulsrly losathed mespure, in the hande

of Parnell snd Blgger became & cslculated attempt &t reprieal.
Thie chunge of sttitude exprecseed iteelf Iln what wee the moet
etriking lanovation of Psarnell snd Blggar - thelr declelon to
intervene ln the discuselon of legislation of purely Englieh

import traditionsally left alons by Irlien members. This etep

|

m

had been herslded by the frequent, @ltnough not obetructive,

I
intervention of Siggar in fEnglleh debstes like t?s)tgrieultural |
B |

Holdlnge (Scotland) Bill ln the seselon of 1876.
The aggreesive and retelintory nature of the new

policy wae gulekly demonetrated in the 1877 seeelon. On
13 Februsry the government secured the re-ensctment of the

——

I Haneurd, 3prd geries, ccxxx, 1127. !
t |
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12.30 rule; Bigger's cheerful attempt to delay the passage

of the motion by the lntroduction of 0 smendment to extend
lte prov:.;;.ona to money bllle wae tawarted by the intervention |
of Butt. b few daye later, nowever, the commons found to
ite fury that by an operstion without precedent, wrote the
Newe, ln the nlstory of Britieh leglelatlon, notice of
oppositlon had been entered in the names of Yarnell and
Blgger to ?:?ry important fSngllen snd Lcottlsn bill then on
the table. Inle niztorie step initisted what has been
ealled the poliicy of obstruction, but what mlght better be
known &#& the polliey of retalistion. On 28 febrausry Blggsr
talked out Cheplin'e Threenlng Mechinee Bill, » messure in
which he had no luterest what.aosverz antil 12.30 wee resched
&nd 1t could not be continued with; #: on 26 Februsary Parnell
had done the same with several government bllls.u) un
5 March Parnell moved the @djournmeént on theé commlttee etege
of the army estimates on the ground thaet nis 21'1%101!:: were
not belng lietened to with propser attenuon;(’) on 8 warcn he
moved the &djournment of the valustlon blll on the ground
that the government wee forcing too msny bllle upon the

(€)
houee ; on 12 March he sud Blggsr moved the sdjournment of

Henesrg, 3rd series, ocxxngnlr%-?.
guoted in Not 24 Feb. 1

uanurd, 3ra :.eri.oa, cexxxil, 1195-G.
1bld-. 1070"‘10

ibid., 1439-42.

1_b1dt. 1634-7.
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the marine mutlay blll because it nsd not been prlntld.(l,

Theee were efforte of a directly obetructive &ind; hile
inl'ndncntn ln the commlttee of the prisone Clll, on the other
bend, between 21 Merch &nd 5 4pril, wers legltios tely
drgumentatlve by tune stenderds of Butt.

ithe struggle which took plece on the commlttee

8tage of the wmutiny blll showed thle dletlnctlion very clearly.
Botn metnode tended to delsy the peaessge of goverament

legielution, but one Ald so0 indirectly, wnile the other wae

open a#eesult. Ion the mutiny pill commlittee on 12 fpril
Parnell =nd Nolan moved four amendmente to mitlgate the penal
power of courte martial. £11 were withdrswn or defested.
The interventlon of Irien membere in the discusslon of tals
kind of messure wae an laonovation, but resl obstructlion only
begen when Blggar, pleadlng the lateneee of the hour, moved
to report progrees sfter the pssesge of cleute 55, at 1.15 a.m,
He wse eupported by Parnell, who wanted time to conelder ule |

own smendwents, of whien, he explelped, clrecumetsnees beyond

his control ned prevented hlm giviong notlee. This woee too

much for Butt, wino returned to the house to make & violent

proteet:

& nour of the night, sny member reéslly wished to
:l";pg:e t:u“”o“ smendment, fn (dr Butt) would support the
motlon to report progrese = #nd 80, #lefo, he thought, would
the seoretary for war. But when there was no smendment to

1 Hensard, 3rd seriee, cexxxii, 2018.
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& oumber of clauses, ne muet expreee nle dlesporovul of
gouree taken by the honorsble member for ueatgf It wae :m:Lur.g,
of obetruction - &and one sgslnet whlen ne must eanter nis
proteet. He was not responeible for the nonorsble member for
Meatn, &nd could not control nlm. He, nowever, nsd s duty to
dlechsrge to the great netlon of Irelund, snd he thought he
should dlecherge 1t beet when he e=ld ne dleapproved entirely
of the conduct of the honorable member for Mesth. If the
honorable gentlemsn really hod cmendmente to propoee, he would
gupport nlm; but he would not eupport nlm when he threw out
vague Euggestlione that 1t wee poselble on some future day he
might have smendmente to propose. (1)

Thue publlely reproved by thelr lesder, rPsrnell snd Bilggsr
for the moment geve way. Oa the committee etuge of thle and

the morline mutiny bill, however, Parnell continued hle couree

of moving smendménte, but the devlice of the adjournment wos
not used agsin uatll 1 Mey, and tale tiwe on en Irlsh L-nuoia)
on 4 June Parnell oppoeed the cecond resding of the Blehoprice
Bill snd the Companles /cte /mendmente B1ll on prinelple
becsuee of the latenese of the hour, but give way without a
dlvlllautD)On the prisone bill committee purnell sleo moved
repes ted amendmente, but thle wee & bill of etrong Irish
interest, snd eeversl othner Irien mcnh:::, focluding Butt
hlmself, took port iln the dlsecuselons. On 19 June Blggar
with Parnell snd Werd talked out the Irien judice ture bill

se a repriesl for the omiselon of the espenker to sllow
(5)

Blggar'e smendmente, but there were no sll-nlght battles,

) 88 3pd serles, ccxxxili, 1042-50.
2 !Eld., cexxxiv, 183-204.
3 ipld., 1292.
4 ibld., 1309, ets.
§ 1bid., cexxxv, 32
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becsuee bueinece woe ot e &« rule presced on agalnst
Pernell's wiehes. In way the houee €4t only twenty houre
after midnight in a fourteenp day eeesion und ln June oaly
twenty-one noure in & tventy-one day aeeslonotl)

Lyetemstle obetructlon Oy mesne of repested
motlone to sdjourn wee not &pplied to &n Lnglish messure
antll 2 July, lan the commlttee Etege of the srmy eetimetes.
Blggsr wee not involved in thle debate, but & new reerult
for the =dveaced wing ned been gdlned with the election of
O'Donnell for Dumgerven. Shortly sfter widnlght O'Connor
Power moved the sdjournment on the ground that ‘'he objected
to votlng swéy public money &t thet hour'. Pernell,
O'Connor power, Richsrd Power, Nolsn, O'Lonnell snd U'Gorman,
with the eupport of the Englich meuber whalley, kept the
houee in contlinuous =nd unproductive ecceion until 7.15 8.0,
in the couree of wnien seventeen dlvielone were taken, nine
on the motlon to report progrese, snd elght thet the chalrmsn
Ehould lesve the chalr, before the Irien gave *bi-(a) Later

in July the eame toctlce were repested, thie time on the

(3)
golicltore' examinatione blll. In the ssme month Parnell

give notice of oppoeltion to filve more Lngllieh bille.
Throughout &ll thle time parpell repesatedly denied

——

L feturo of tho dusber of Siye tal hour oo _wnieh tne nouse
o0 LAV

B , O
;'%agnrd! 3rd serles, ooxxxv. 623-662.
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smendmente on the priecne bill.

Las.

that he had sny intention dellberately to obetruct tae
bueinsées of the houee. On 6 July 1877 he eald in the house:

He bad alwséye publiely #md privetely, in ireland &
England, repudiated “ny intention or'obctruct.lng t;t':i:d::g
of publlic buelneeé. Any obstruction which he might seem e f
the house to have commltted had hspoened ofter nalf oaet I
twelve, when he thought buelneee of lumportence ehould ceaee.(l)

His moving of emendmente on the pricone vnd mutiny bille, if
uawelcomeé in &n Irleh member, wee quite legltimate, and
several Englleh meémbere praleed nim warmly for the work which
he had done 1n drswing attention to the barbaric nature of
penal leglelstlon. kor these smendmente, lncidentslly, he
hsd token the step, unprecedented la & private home rule
membér, of leeulng @ whlip on nie own aooount.(e) In enort,
the only fluagrant obetructlon of wnicih he had eo far been
gullty lay in nle notlce of opposition Lo fnglieh bille in
retallstlion for the ueeé of the 12.30 rule agalnet Irlsh bille,

and hie uee of the right to move the sdjournment ia order to

of the rules of the house, snd the wotion of J. H. Puleeton
(Devonport) to apply to commiiiee buslneee thé rule followed
in debete of the house, permittlog each member to move the

—

. 8 3rd series, ccxxxv, 887.

} 8 ord'u rpr. 187‘?. Butt'niuelr wrote to Callsng 'The
tru ws & obetruction hae nothing om esrth to do with the

They (the obetructivee)

onduc ted tnemeelvee most properly on thie.' (Butt to Callanm,
:6.2091'.. 1877, Butt 485, vol 11, S 831.)
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ad jourament onlfl?noe °n 8ny gueetlon, wae not sccepted by
toe goicrnmnnt. Parnell did not, however, dilscount the
poselibllity thsat obetruction euould be deliberately used as
an Irleh weapony ln Menchester he esld:

;tthhelolgse of the laet seeslon he snd ur
letermined to ehow by what two men could do how m

be done by elxty if they would sct independently ::2 i
bravely ..... They hsd not however, done one teanth part

of wasat tney wlght have done during the present seselon if
thelr hande had not been tled ..... He did not fesr the
charge ol obetruction, and he thought the timé would come

&nd had come, when the Irieh people would have to oonalde;
whether thelr representstives should not next eession enter
upon & dellberate pereletent course of obetruction of Englisnh
weasuree €0 long ae Nnglleh etateemen s«nd Epglieh meseures
continued to obetruet and nullify sll thcir efforte on behalf

of Ireland ..... (2)
In July 1877 the nececselty of the government to

Blgger had

push through eome lmporteant plecee of leglelstion provoked

the inevitable conflict. The introduction of the oontroverslal' 

&outh #Irloa Blll wae preceded by the sppropristion on the

part of the government of most of private bucsinces time for

the remasinder of the seselon. Parnell and hle alllee

retallsted by delaying the paseage of the blll through
commlttee with repested samendmente =nd motione to adjourn.

The etorm broke on 25 July while Parnell wae epesking on &

motion of O'Donnell'e to report progreee;

The hon. member, wno epoke amid much confuelon, &nd who wae
twice eslled to order by the chalrmen, wae underetood to ssy -
46 it wae with Irelsnd, €0 it wee with the Louth /#frlcan

Hanesrd, 3rd serice, coxxxv, 824.

1
2 Nation, 2l July 1877.
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policlee. Tnerefore, ae an I[rishman coming fr
om
which hed experienced to the fullest'extentsthe re:u:::n:;’
Bnglieh interference in 1te sffsirs agd the consequences
:2 :::::::lgzu:::yt;nd :{ran:g; he felt & epeclal eatlsfaction
wartin late
Bttt e sta t g ations of the government

To the minleterialiets these last worde seemed to offer the
long-awalited opportunity for retribution. Horthoote, the 1

chancellor of the @xchequer, lesped to nie feet snd moved

that the worde be taken down with & view to the entry of a
ehargée of contempt. 4t the esme time ne snnounced that the
patience of the government wse flonlly exnsueted, and that
on the Friday following smendments to the Etanding orders of
the house would be introduced to prevent & repetition of
thece scenee. Parnell celaly resumed, and with hile allliee

prolonged the debate, ult?fut permitting the peeesge of any
)
bueineee, until 5.45 & .m.

In the event, Northecote fsiled in both his

zﬂqz;tum“ parnell eselly esnowed that to seek to thwart

the intentlione of the government wae very different from the

delibersate obetruction of public bueinese. The new rules

were equelly ineffective. They were two in number:

!ilt when & member, aftsr belng twice declsred out of order,

ehall be pronounced by Mr Spesker, or by the chairman of
committees, to be dieregerdlng the authority of the chair,

the debaste cshall be at once suspended; and, on & motion

P ———_—

© 1 Henespd, 3rd series, ccxxxv, 1797-1833.
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beilng made, in the house, thst the member be

_ no

the remalader of the debste, or during the sittfuﬁ'ﬁ§dtg§’1“8
gommittee, eueh motlon, after the member complained of has
::;:tgoard in explanation, ehsll be put without further

That in committee of the whole house, no member ensll have
power Lo move more than once, during the debste on the g&me
question, elther that the chalrmen do report progress or
that the chalrman do lesve the chair, nor to Speak more than
onge to esch separxzte motlon, and that no member wao has
made one of these motlone have power to make the other on
the same question. (1)

Parnell did not vote on elther of these motione,
but took the opportunity of the debste to make a very clesr
explanstlon of hie policy. He denied any intentlion to obstruct
prior to the South #frlecs bllly the introduction of the 12.%
ruleé by the goverament, @#ad thelr use of their English
ma Jority to everwhelm Irlieh measuree, he said, had resulted
in the eiltuation that the only Irieh mezsure paesed by this
parliament had been 'one of comparatively little importsance,
which had been described as being & bill to enable ecertaln

Irish corporatlone to precent thelr freedom to the honorable

and lesarpned member for Limerilck.' He and Blggar had used the

12.30 rule preciesely as 1t had been used by the government:

their aim wae not obstructlon, but simply to show up the

tactice of the governméant. On the prisons and mutiny bille

he nad exercised hls rignt ae an Irish member to take 'that

part 1ln the debate on Engllen messures whieh Englieh members

frequently took, wlth dlsastrous effecte, in the debates on

¢

h_ 1 Hapssrd, 3rd series, coxxxvi, 13-82.
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Irieh meneuree.' 4t once, he esld, he was socused of
obetruction, but the truth wae thet ény member wno took

part in eny debate wae sn obstruetion, becsuse the house

wae overwnelmed with work. This explonstion Juetified nis
conduct on &ll bllle except the South 4frica Bill; it
involved, he said, 'eonstitutionsl principles of enormous
importance to the people of those colonles', and eshould have
been introduced earller, inetead of at the tail end of the
eeselon, when to etifle oppositlon @nd to get 1t through

quickly the government adopted 'coerclve proccedlnge' agalnsts

thoeé who, llke nhlmeelf, wilehed to eee that blill thoroughly
debsted, snd that houee hed almost been corried ilato the
commieslon of an set which it would laetingly have regretted
and which would certslnly have been & disgrsce to &
deliberstive sceembly. |

Parnell thue wse very oeareful to justify hie poliocy in the
terme 1n which it hsd slwaye hlstoricslly béen employed, 1.e.,
ée the defence by & mlnority of constitutiopal lioertles

which were being flouted by 2 majority corrupted by ite own

power. O'Counor Power in thie debate cet out to justify

blatant obetruction, but he wae not jolned in thle by any of

the other obstructlivee, lezet of all Parnell. The most

ghrewd obecrvation wae made by Edmund Dwyer Gray, proprietor

of the Freemsn's Journal, who wae elowly comling round to the
The persecution of two or three members

Parpnellite poeitlon:
in thie way, he warned, would only gein them eympathy: 'more

f.trlnl‘“t rules would have to be adopted for next secselon,
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for the porty of two or three would theén be lnereceed to
tptnt: or thirty, snd after o dieeolution would aumber, he
belleved, se msny @e Oxghty.‘(lj

Gray proved right 1a 211 nie propheclss. The
néw rules were completely laeffective, and the goverament
were only &ble to esrry the South 4frica 511l Dy & historie
eltting whicn lseted from 5.15 P+@s on Tuesdsy 31 July until
2.10 p.m. on Wedpeeday 1 t-uguat.(a) ~evén Irish membere,
parnell, Biggar, O'Donnell, O 'Goannor fower, Kirk, Nolsn, and
Gray were able to obetruet the bueilnesc of the house during
the whole of this time. The right of the Irich membere to
move amendmente, snd thelr sbility to make intermlasble
epecches were uneffected by the new rules, znd the restriction
upon the number of adjourameént motione sllowed to each member
proved ueeleee, elnce esch clsuee conetituted s separste
question; the seven Irlen membére mlgnt move the adjournment
geven timee on one clause, epesklng &t length on each motlong
divide the houee eseven timeey divide 1t on an smendment; dlvide
it on the clause Llteelfy and then etart (ne whole procese over

&galn on the next clauee. [ttempte to employ the other new

rule ian ord;r to euepend the obetructives were defesnted by

honeyed withdrawals on the psrt of the [rieh. Abuee and

interruptione only prolonged the agony. Ine ctemins of the

Ry i .
1 Heneard, 3rd eerles, cexxxvi,\74-5.
' ., w-31°.
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Irieh wae, in ehort, the only limit upon thelr powere to

obetruet the houee in committee. The coneervativee resigned
themeelver to &am all-night #ltting. ‘drilled bonee, devilled
kldneye, snd epatcheocke' had besn 1alic o0 ln antiecipation of
the ordesal; the ministerisl Bupportere were marehslled to
ecome down in batehee every hour after 2.30 #.m. and relieve
thelr weary eolloagusa.(l The correepondent of the Irish
Times dlepatched » graphle pleture to Dublin.

fe 1 write the epesker hae gone to bed. The river terrsce

16 crowded with members, msny of whom are €leeplng on benches,
watoched over by conetebles walting to call them when thelr
relief may be required iln the chamber &0 &c to prevent the
poeeiblility of & count out ..... (2)
By mldday on 1 Auguet the stomina of the herole eeven wae
finally belng worn down; the sixty-threce clsusce were agreed
to, and the bill wee reported 'amid loud nnd contlnuous
ehcerlng'(j’ 6t 2.10 pom. It wae obviouc thot etronger
meseuree would be needed to deanl with ecucu perszietent
obstruction, but parliament wee prorogued @& foew daye later
without further incident or further chesngee ln the rulee.

In July the nouse hsd sst 51 thTa after nldnlight compared

with 21 in the previous monta.
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The hisetorie conflicts of this seeelon had
naturally convuleed in eontroveresy both the party and the

gountry. The conelderation of thie controverey hae delibers tely
been deferred in order that it mey beé coneldered in relation |
to the evente of the eecesion && & whole. Before doing so,
however, it 1e neceessry to glanee buck briefly at the

eporsdic efforte of the party leadere upon the well-worn

trock leld down in previoue sesslone . Notlee hsd been given

a8 before of a large number of Iricsh bilis, flfteen in nll.(n
But few of these thrived even se far se the dlsouesion Btage .
Grand Jury reform wse voted down by 62 votee to 15 on

(2)
18 March; the abeence of two-thirde of the nome rule

méembere did not paes unnoticed in Ireland.u’ Butt'e land
blll perished by 323 votes to 84 on Z1 werch, the home ru].-“)
leader himeelf belng too eick to eay more than a few worde.
0'Shaughnesey brought in & etrongly worded motion on education
on 16 March, but in the middle of the debate hile lesder
decided that 1t wae unwleée, ond preveiled upon him to withdresw

“.(5) 4 further example of the disunity which prevalled

even in the moderate wing of the party wae glven in the
committee on the prieone bill on 23 March; Callsn sttacked

Henry in langusge which compelled the interveation of the

anesa 3rd serliee, cexxxil, 152-60.
1d., cexxxiil, B7-89.

at , 24 Mar.1877.

ansord, Jrd seriee, ooxxxill, 241-306.
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ehslr, anﬂ on the motlion to adJourn elxteen hnome rulers

voted for tne goverumeat snd five agaiaat.(l) Following

upon the fseter recess the motlon for a select committee on
home rule wee moved agsin by thaw on 24 #pril, seconded 'with
éome diffidence’ by Harman, and rejected by 417 votes to

67, the minority includlog 13 Englisn liberble.(a, Butt's
Voters (Irelsnd) Bill, which Bought to regulste Irieh prectice

in relation to regletration st €lections, wae defested by

(3)
125 votes to 99 on 9 May; O'Loghlen'es Poor Law Guardiags
(Ireland) Bill wae dlspatch:d wlth eguul expedition by
4)
174 votes to 109 on 16 May, @énd Heary's reeolutlon on

(5)
Irleh texstion wae rejected by 152 votes to 34 on 5 June .

Oa 1l June BuLt moved & recolution eplling for the appolutment
of & reegponelble minletser to preslde over the Irleh loecal
government bosrde, only to find himeelf critlcleed not only
by Blggsr snd Parnell but by Henry, who 'objected to the
patehing up of thile snomsloue #nd gbjectionsble syetem of
5cverulnnt in order to wesken the clelm of the Irleh poof

to menage thelr own effailrs.' The motlon woe withdrawn.

The beet Irieh divielon wee on Meldon's motlon to sesimilate
the borough franchiee of the two islande, whlch fell by

© 3rd serles, coxxxill, 395-497.
E%fa., 1742-1046.

ibld., cexxxiv, 611.
ibid., 1030-8.

ib 1‘ .y 1352’5"
ibid., 15"'”’
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(1)
279 voter to 165 on 15 June. O' Sullivan'e Union

Jueticee (Ireland) Bill, on the other btnd, could mueter
only 36 votes on 4 Jllll.].‘2 The etruggles on the South
éfries B1l) virtually coneumed the rome ipdep of the seecion;
Butt'e univereity bill wue teken on 26 July snd voted down
by 200 votee to 55,(3) 8nd the home rule lerder emerged

from thie eecelon with nothing geined but the ececond resding
of the Parlismentery Regletrstion (Irelond) B1ll, sllowed to
paee by Plunket for the government on toe underetanding that
he reserved the right "to oppose whst he concldered &
miechisvous bill in ite future atagea'.‘4) It woe, perhsps,
én even more eterile eeeclon than ueusl: ite eterility weae
on thies ocezelon, however, to be yet cnotner of the dlsssters
sgoribed by Butt to the tactles of nie recsleitrant followere
the *sbetructives®, upon whoee tsetics the Irish people were

now cslled upon to pronounce.

S —— e e
& 3rd eeriee, cexxxiv, 1881-1917.
., COXxxv, T52.

1

2

3 zbld ‘s 153'19}4 .

4 1bld., cexxxiv, 1716-34.




505.

Chrapter XVI, contd.
(e) Irish publie opinion and the siruggle for the league

The first efforts of Purnell snd Bigger in the
session of 1877 grnined, on the whole, un appreeintive
reception from the bulk of the Irish motiom~list press, The
Ireawn's Jowmel denled the oharge of & correspondent in the
2ines that a group of Irish meabers were endeavouring to bring
about sn 'cbsolute stopprge' of business, snd it pointed to |
Parnell's comstructive schievoments in relation to the risms
bill, But it drew the s:=me distinetion which has alrendy beem
drawn in this ghapter between what might be onlled the
traditimal use of delaying teaoties by = minority, smnd a
deliberate effart to bring parlismentary business as a whole
to & stendstill,

Neither home rule nor rny other good cause oem be grined by

any such madeap sdventures as & stopiage of parliamentery
business by sbusing the forms of the house.... Soomer or lauter
the house should proteet itself from assessinstion, and this |
it could do enly f; fettering debutes within wh{n linits., |
Sugh » ghange would have the worst effeets upan the house 1
itself, but it would especinlly weigh upon minorities, for as
minorities trust for sdvaneing their views to srgument =lonme,

- 4% 1= to them that unrestricted debote is the btresth of life...
Obstruetion is » keemn, double-edged, snd most delicate weapom;
it ought only to0 be used on very rire occasions snd by the mest
skilled hands, Any attempt to press such a wespem into everyday
use would result in a:enl;a‘:};:og for ; time mey smuse the
thoughtless, snd possib or » few unwise men & poss
po;:fnriw.'m would in the end terminste in eslami l:a ing
disester, snd defent. (1

There Secems to have been at first an impression in Ireland

— - T

1 Freemen's Jouwrnal, 3 Apr. 1377,
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that the tmoties of Biggar and Parnell might insugurate & new
attitude in the party =6 & whole, and, more importsmt, thet
the oritieisms of Butt were direeoted not so mugh st the
obetruetive volicy ag nt the fallure of its adherents to
go=ordinate it with offieisl party strategy. This belief mede
it pessible for momy Irish home rulers throughout 1877 to give
a qualified aprrowl to the obstruetiw poliey amd a4 the il
same time %0 retain thelr loyanlty to Butt himself, It wes only
a8 the home rule lecder mpde obvious his refusal under say |
eircumstances to use the weapon of obstruction thet he finally M
destroyed his own persemsl suthority in Irelsnd. 31
The first blow in this coniroversy was struck with

Butt 's condemmation of Paormell on the conmittee stage of the :
mutiny bill early in the morming of 13 April, Butt seems to |
have been provoked to this setion by the unexpeeted pmutuulﬂ |
of Bigsar snd Prumell in the fage of his privetely-expressed |
disapproval of their astivities, A% the degimning of April he '
hni menti med t0 Hemry his intention towrlite privetely teo

Biggars |

I feel very confident that it will have the effeot of putting sx
end (at lenst <5 fur o8 Biggar is ooncermed) to ell of which we |
have any right to comploin,..., I hope and am persusded that no
appeal to the public will ever be neeessary but the publieation '
of my letter would I think be & heavy blow and = great

' disgoursgement to Bigar amd Pernell....

I hope I do not exsggerate the influence I have with
the eoun when I bel leve it strong enough to put down and
gontrol =11 these evil influeneces, If I have it, it 1s & trust
which every obligetion binds me to use, (%)

e — - - e e

1 Butt to Hemry, Faster Sundsy 1877, Butt MSS, vol 1ii, M5 &2,
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| (1)
He did, spparently, write privetely to Biggar, put without

result, snd his reluetent deeision publiely 4o denounce the ‘
obstruetives, insterd of, as he obviously expescted, |
\

fnme dintely putiing an end to the rebellion, sparked off a ¥
gontrovergy whieh mounted in the months that followed, On ‘
|

the same day, 13 April, Parnell wrote to him privately: |
Dear Sir, |
Is it true thet in your conel remarks this

in the house, { u expressed your belief or opinion |

that amendments , which I had intimted my intention of
moving on the mutinmy Hir1, hed no existence. (2) 1

Butt replied plreatingly. He had mo reocolleetion of using
that phrase , nlthough there wss little evidemoe for the
existenoce of ~mendments whiech had not been plaeed upon the "

order peper or even steted verbally to the houses A

If however I muy essume that in the question you heve put to ||
me you mesm %o nsk, whether I sald thet yowr Jintention to mol |
the ~mendments hed no existense, I oun &% once assure you {
that I neither said this nor anything thet could bear such 1
& meoning.... 1t newer could have entered my mind to meke |
such a suggestimm of n gentlemsn who I say nnhuit:thaiy is §
of =11 the men I know exaetly the one th %t I gould say is the |
most incapsble of resorting to rnything like pretemee. (3) ;.'

If Butt hoped thus to close the question, he wes

to be disappointed. The Frecmen's Jowmal of 14 April esrried
an editorirl om the ineident. It reomlled its praise of l
Parnell md Biggar, duoted sbove, but condemed the conduet '

of the former on the previous Thursdey night as "mere

| P
arnell to 3 Apr. 1877, Bubt

Butt to Parmell, 13 Apr. (uw). nu.
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wontomess and folly'; waprepared to move his amendments, "he
evideatly lost his temper, wos eslled $o order, smnd compelled l.
%o apologise to the comuittee', It concluded by expressing il.;
the hope that he would prove his wisdom by 'resuming that l
line of hm(oﬁ'r ble loyalty which boumnd him 4o his leader emd J,-,
his periy’. ||

This eamments provoked immedinte retalistion in i‘ii
the shape of letters from O'Comnor Power snd Permell, Power Ii
neatly turned against But! ome of his own most cherished !
prineiples; ‘by what right, he rsked, did the home rule f
leader interwvene in regird to the sction of sn Irish member |1
on Fnglish or imperial gquestioms? His emduot, wrote rgm-. “l
struck at "the very princirle by which men differing widely |
on these questions have been wnited on the Guestion of home

J
|
(zl}x h
rule', furnell on the other hond meticulously reviewed the
events of the preceding Fridey night, He nsserted the l
genuineness of his smendmenis and demied either that he h=d :

lost his temper or that he had been compelled o apolegise; N
he haed 'cheerfully' withdrswn = reference to the 'disorderly
t'olluorﬂ' of the govexmuent, on the suggestion of the
chairman thet the phrase 'wos mot strietly parlismentary’.
Mesnwhile Mr Butt, who ~ppears to have been “bsent during the
evening, srrived, »nd sided with the government, sdopting, I

I regret to say, the linec taken by the secretary for wer as
%0 my proposed smendment - vis,, that it could met be & real

e —

1 Ereemsn's Jowrnal, 14 Apr. 1877,
2 ibid., 16 Apr,
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oneé becsuce it wse not om the notles paper. In explsns

{::- Ur Butt'e strsnge ccnduct on tale oecaelon, l:pu r::::
t I ehould point out, that owlng to his not baving

followed tne couree of the debste during tne evening he

doee not e<¢em to have been sware st none of my smendments .

were on the notlee paper. when [ rose to explela the

::lltton of saffaire to Mr Sutt I woe “gein refuesed & hesring
the cosaittee, snd, mEny people tulnk, wse interrupted in

& moEt unfsir ménner by the chairmen.

The letter concluded witn & pithy Euzmery of Purnell's
attitude to tne inglien psrllsment.

You esy that I may have "suffered dlesppolatacnt™ Lia the
defest of ay propoeed smendments. Now, to be diseppointed
8% defeat 1n the present house of commone would be very
foellen, and certalnly I had ano euen feelling .....

#lth regerd to wnat sppesre to you to be “the
horee-laugnter™ of the London journale, | for one ehsll not
@llow myeelf to be diverted from my duty by the laughter of
any Engllsnmen, whether 1t procecds frum tue rignt or wrong
glde of nie mouth. The lnetinet of enobbery, wnleh eeeme to
compel eomeé [rishmen Lo worshlp &t the carine of Englien
prejudlice, and to bow down béfore the volee and censure of
the Engllen preee wlll never galn anything for irelend, and
will only seoure for such psanderere the secret contempt of

Engliehmen,

' England reepects notulng but power, snd 1t ie
gertaln that the Irleh party, compricing, a¢ 1t does, go
sany men of talent snd &bllity, wmlght heve that power, which
&ttentlion to buelnese, method and energy slwaye glve, if 1t

would only exhlbit these quallitlee.
20 long as [ contiaoue to follow J4r Butt as my

leader Ain regord to 2ll meseuree upoa walehn the Irisn party
are agreed Lo aet se a party, there could be no foundation
for the charge that [ have devieted from that line of
honoursble loyslty whieh binds me Lo my lesder snd my perty,
becsuse I, ian common with every otner acmber of the party,
reserve for myself full iandividusl llbsrty of setion upon all
matters sficotiong Znglend and the emplre i largs. (L)

The dlstincticn between [rlien and lmperisl
business st Nestmineter wae 1O be made sguln repeatedly by

g tg.lgg"l Jourasl, 17 Apr. 1877.
v P or.
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the eupportere of Parnell in the controverey which followed.
It wee lndeed the only expedient by which they could ignore

the refussl of the psrty as & whole &t the outset of the

1877 seeeslon to countensnce sn obetructive poliey. For

the moment the effect of Butt'e publie condemns tion of
Parnell «nd Parnell's publlc retort wse to lnsugurate a

natlonal debate upon the iseus. 2 m€eting ln Glasgow

undér the chsirmsnshlp of Fergueon paeced resolutione
ealling for & polley of 'deliberste snd svowed obetruction’,
eupporting Pernell and Blgger, snd regretting Butt's

condemns tion of Parnell. 4t the ssme time Ferguson would
@llow no ceneure of Butt, snd three cheeres were 'heartily
given' for 'our respected load-r'.(l) The next lesue of the
Natlon sdopted & similar tone; Butt'e intervention had caused

‘s feellng of pain' smong the msee of home rulers:

Thet ur Butt dld not gulte spprove of the conduct in questlon
wie well known before he made the comewhat impsseioned protest
to whicn we have referred; thet he wse not prepered to lesd
the Irish perty in @ "policy of obetruction" - just yet -

WHE generslly underetood; but it wae not expected thst he
loalg.publlcly, in the houee of commone, reprove thoee
gentlemen, for whoee «ctlon he wae not reeponeible, and one
result of whoee proceedlnge hae been to show to the minleter
ond to Englend how powerful & weapon of parliamentsry warfare
the leader of the Irish perty nolds ln nle hend resdy for use
whenever he msy deem thst & fltting oceselon hae arisen.

It €till retained the hope that the persletent rejection of
his bille would bring Butt round to the retaliatory policy.

(2)

—
1 eemsn's a 20 Apr. 1877.
“
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of Belfacst, Glasgow, North London, #ancheeter, Dmﬂu,(m
Jarrow-on-Tyne, and Buu.u) Qther breanchee of the
confederstion followed eult. In Mey end June the Kerry
Yindicator, the loecommon Meessnger, #nd the Connsught
felegraph Jolaned the eupportere of Parnmell, sod the Galway

yindieator, wnlle opposing deliberste obetruction, contrested

the 'zeal and determlnation' of Parne%; and Blgegsr with the
' )
inertis of the majority of the party. In June tne

Irishmsn, bedevilled by Plgott's flnsnelsl commltmente to

every eection of the nstionsl porty, commltted lteelf so far

a8 to eppesl to Butt to abandon the 'shiglinge' snd adopt &n
5)

sgtive pollcy. tThe Cork Sxsminer, on the otasr hand,“)

urged Parnell and Blgger 0 follow the counsels of Butt,

and the 'London Correspondent' of the Freemen'e Journal not
only escribed to tne obstructives the reeponelbllity for thne
defest of the libersl Kay in Sslford, but also prophesied

thst the homs rule motlon of Shaw would now fall to get

seventy votes ilnetesd of the hunired or 4 hundred and twenly

A

qQuoted in jation, 21 Apr. 1877.
ibid.
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(1
whilen 1t would otherwiee hsve obte ined. ‘ He did not

elaborste upon the procese of reseoning by which he had
deduced that leet yesr's home rule vote might have been
éxpscted to double. Hle foreeset se to ite eventusl number
w66, of ocouree, sacurate. Hut the Netlon interpreted the

reeult of tnle divislon very differently;
T™e morsl we draw from the vote on 4r Butt'e motlon is& al
m
that & bolder and more vigorous line of parlismentor pollz;,
on the pert of the [rieh membere ie not only sdvieable put
abeolutely nececcsry for the furthersnce of the esuse . Pa‘c)
£% the end of May Butt eent to the Freeman's

dournel two lettere which he nad wrltten to Blgger snd Parasll

on 29 March and 21 April reepectively. In both letters he
elaborated the esme two srgumente. Obetructlon by the
repested moving of the adjournment wee s device to whien &
minority ought not to resort 'unless they could fairly say
thoat the msjorlty were unfairly snd tyrennleslly exercleling
theilr power'. In the second plsce, it deetroyed the influence

of the Iriesh party in the houee of commons.

I had very grest hopes of & good divielon on the motion for
& committéee on home rule. I hnave very little now. [ wae
perfectly confident of carrying the exteuelon of the borough
frenchiee ..... I &am not €0 aow. [ bellieve thsat the

unpopulerity whicn sttacnee to ue from the bellief thst we
have sadopted & polliey of generzl obatruction will prevent

msny Zoglien membere from glving ueé thelr votee .....
In the cseme lesue the editoriel diemiesesed Blgger'e denisls

thet he wae engaged in deliberste obetruction; both the

(-1) Prasa's Tk | AL A 1BTT.
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enemlee snd the eupportere (olr)me pollcy were under neo
illuelone o8 to 1te nature.

Butt'e determination ln seeriblng hie parliamentary
follure to the work of the obetructivee effectively dsehed
popule r hopee theat he would be converted by fruetretion to
the policy of Paronell. It snleo msde 1t inevitable that the
personsel affection in whieh he wee etlll held even by his
eritice would in time be dieelpeted. But thle hope and
sffection lingered on long after the juetificution for it
hed cessed, Parnell took up thie position at Glaegow:

There wee no queetion of lesdershlp. He would not undertake
to direct such & polloy. Ieasc Butt wie well able to do that. |
But the Irlsh peoplé would hove to induce Ur butt to do 1t,
Af he would not 4o 1t of hie own sccord. Mr Butt wee of a
gentle end smisble nuture thot shrenk from inflletlag injury
dpon saything or snyons. Thet wee one of the great rescone
he hed ehaped nle pollicy in euch & wey se to be utterly

uselées for any resl Irien work ..... Wse there ever & thing
they hed gealoned by soft words snd soft sctlone? No! (2)

Bltterneee only crept elowly into the controverey. parnell’s
letter to Butt of 14 April wse now publliened in the Fresman.
fgein he concentrsted upon the dietlnction between questlione

of Irieh and lamperisl poliey; he reminded Butt of the lneldent |

of the roysl tltles bill in the prévious secelon:

only occe=elon when you

_ gct theat upon the
You will reccll P follow you on & question of

suggested thet our perty ehould

——

1 e ‘s Journsl, 24 May 1877. Butt eseeme Lo have
II.M%_%LH thst Pernell’s conduct wse loelag
Englieh support whieh would otherwiee have been glven to the
purty; he developed 1t sleo privately to George Lelany

(unds ted, Hlckey ¥ES).

L 2 Freemsn's Journsl, 29 uay 1977.



Amperial poliey it wes, sfter long discuses d

each lndlividusl enould set for hlﬁselr, wlt:nihn.:::::t‘h.g
that one portion of the perty followea you out of the house
another portion followed the darquie of Hartington, while &’
third portion d1d not tske either of these courses. (1)

Parnell's laterpretation of the party pledge wse ridiculous,
replied Butt:

It would enoble any profecelng home rule member to intrigue
with any Englien perty to g1lve nle vote on sny imperial or
Engllieh cueetion to eerve tne late recte of the fuctlon of
shich he might be the minlon, snd to fulfll his pledge to
hie country by voting two or three timee & year on questlons
on which hie vote could not do his magtere any harm. (2)
'%11 theee thinge sre preclecly whet many homé rule members
6ré conetantly dolag', rejolned Parnmell, 'snd apparently
eéntlrely wlthout remonetronce or even attempt st restraint

by you.' 48 to Butt's reference to the recolutione of the

Engllen confederstion in support of an obetructive policy,
'I eannot control publie meetinge or dlctate to them the
resolutions they #re to pseel’' wWith regard to the alleged

lose of Englléh votee in parllament:

I recollect that lset scecslon you indulged in eimilar
éxpecta tione e to the large number of Englien membere who

were golng to vote for the home rule motion ..... Wur Bilggar
#nd I were not then svallsble a¢ scapegoate and I forget what
wae the preclee resgon assigned for the smallneee of the home

rule vote.
Now scld crept into the controversy se Parnell

reviewed Butt'e lesdership 1ln the sesslon.

d exhibited any energy a2t the commencement of the
::-.i::, and directed and availed yourself then of the

—

1 Freeman's Journsl, 26 Mey 1877.
2 .




opportunitice in the ballot which orgsnlestlon ca

for our psrty, you could without fall nave ucoureg :‘::;.tor
the unlverelity blll, and would not now find Jourselfl under the
nececelty of applylng to the government for s day for the
dlscuseion of that measure, or of throwing upon me the blame
for recelving @ refuesl to your reguest.

Parneéll cstegorioslly denled the sdoption of sny "new poliey",
'unleee euch 18 to be energetiec, eonetantly at one's poet,

and hostlle to legielatlon &t late houre'.

¥You will remember thet at the convention of delegstes of the

Home Rule Confedersation lset sutumn in Dublin & resolution | |

wa® unanimouely paesed, to wnleh you were & consenting party,

uwrging @ more energetic sand & bolder policy ..... The reeolution|

alluded to sbove, following =& 1t did luet ceseion, when some
real endeavoure had been moede to carry out thnie polley, meant,
Af it wae lntended to mean anything, snd Af you latended
anythlng by assenting to it, elther that your polley wes
insufflclent, or ehould be supplemented.

But 1n foct the organiestlion of the party in thie sesslon had
fallen off by comparleon with that of 1876:

It wae quite by accldent that you secured a day for the lsnd
bill. The other meseures were all of them thrown overboard
or abandoned. The grand jJury questlion wae neglected. No
attempt hee been mede to direct the attentlion of the house
to the munielpal franchiese. The aseimilation of the borough
franchiee, for which iMr Blgger secured a day, has not been
brought forward, becsuse, #& he telle me, you refused to
supply him with the dreft of the bill. Tahe unlverelty bill
I heve slresdy @lluded to, 2nd the flsheries blll, for which
@ day wae also obtalned, wae found not to be printed when
that day arrived. Fipslly, tne Church Lende Bill, for which
I secured & day, though dréwn 50th in the Dallot, &nd
which mlght have been easlly carried had our party msde any
exertione, wae lost, becsuee I utterly f=iled to interest
you in the gueetlion until too l=te. _
Nor hes the reet of the ceecion retrleved in sny
genee thie insuepiclous begloning. The attendance of Irish
members hae never been eo bed, eeldom at lste houre exceeding
The prieome bill, of the utmoét lmportance

- six.
::';r:{and, wse left to take care of iteelf, though for weeks
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in committee, during which time I urged you in valn until |
the lset duy to téke sny interest ln the eubject. 4t no time -""31
during the seselion have Jyou ehown that you hsd any polliey at | ’

@ll, much less that you were carrylong it out "boldly snd
astively". I enoculd have been only too pleaesed to follow
your lead 1In snything hsd you led 1in anythlng but in inactivity |
énd absence from the house. But I tnlnk it 18 eufficiently |

evident that no etepe have been taken b
roao!ution of the conventlon in which yﬁu’%go§°a°155313§‘ o !

part. I, on the other hand, am denounced becauee I have not
Jolned the majority in dolng nothing, in insctivity, in
abeenteelem - becnuse I have shown the country that they
have & power which they little knew of, to uee If they desire
for the enforcement of thelir JUet claime. I intended to do
nothing more than ehow that if two members can do eo much,
hampered sand restricted ss they muet be iln their cholce of
methode by the very fact of thelr belng only two, how vast
and powerful might be the influence of & powerful party of
Bixty, not necessarily #dopting one line of sctlion, but at
leset sttending to thelr duty and dieregarding the "feellng
of the houee" when thet feeling 1e wrong and opposeed to the
intereete of [reland.

#8 for Butt'e lecture on parliesmentsry procedure, it wase

dleposed of in & plthy eentence.

I csnnot sympsathlee with your conclueione se to my duty
towsrde tne houee¢ of commons. If “nglichmen inelet upon the
artificlsl msintenance of asn sntlgusted lnetltution whieh can
only perform & portion of ite functlone by the “econnivance
of those ilntereeted with lte working in the impsrfect and
defective performance of wmuch of even that portion - if the
eontinued working of tihles Llnetitutlion ile attended with much
wrong #nd hardshlp to my country, #e frequently it hae been
the eource of groeé cruelty and tyrsany - I eannot conelder
that it ie my duty to connive ln the 1mperfect performance
of theee functione, while I ehould certsinly not think of
obetructing any useful, eolld, or well-performed work. (1)

Of the perfect truth of & great part of thls

powerful indictment no active nome ruler could be unaware,

% % 'e¢ Journal, 28 May 1877. The iesue of 2 June
: 'r.:d nuathcr oiter from O'Connor Power whieh carried
:2211 further parnell's pereonsl criticleme of Butt.




and 1te flerce tone etruck home to the ¢motional nationalism
of the ordinary people. Butt confined hie reply on 4 June
to the question of the chureh lsnde ond county votere bill;

88 to0 the substunce of Parnell's letter he hed nothing to

(1)
add. But the Freemsn deplored Parnell's 'hard if not

offenslve lenguage'; hie clear duty wae to submit the issue
(2)
88 Dutt proposed to thne decleion of the perty. On thile

polat Blggar had somethlng to #dd in nie contribution of
4 June; Butt, he sald, had epoken of 'the oplnlonsof himeelf
snd the great body of the Irieh home rule membere';

If Mr Butt meéne the membere who esyetemstically neglect
thelr dutles, I suppoete he le right; but if he means
the membere who &ttend nesartlly to thelr dutlee, he

is lamentably aetray ..... I have alwaye been snd am still
anxious to follow Mr Butt, but lesdershlp ilmplles at least
the pretence of sction. I huve lavarliably in spesklng for
time poet eaid &all I could in fovour of the party sand ite
mémbere, from Wr Butt down, without eaylng snything of
their faulte; but the time ie coming when [ will 1ln justice
to the Irien people conelder 1t my duty to tell the whole

truth. (3)
¢ meeting of the party wss in faet held on 5 June
ta'ﬁxseusa the queetion. Oan 31 Msy Butt lssued & clrcular

eslling together tiheé membere of the party to conslder(:?o
newspsper correepondence between nimeelf snd Parnsll.
Only tweaty-four reeponded to thie eummons; eeveral of the

moet pereletent bsckelidere turnéd up to support Butt; one

| ———

1 ;rco-cg's Journsl, 4 Juone 1877.
B R

ibid. . .
2 In Butt uss, vol 111, Ms 832.
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of them, E. G. Deuve, wan compelled, however, to leave the
meeting before the iseue, whileh he had expected would be

taken first, came up for dllousuon.(“ varnell attended,
and also wrote formally to Butt proposing that the quecstion

should be submitted to 'those who have been your moet earnest

@aéslstante in the home rule movement by ealliug snother
uurtrcnu'-(a) The meeting adjourned to 16 June -ut.nout
réaching any declelon. When it resesembled teapere had
gooled slightly and the only sctlon tsken wae the pagelng of
& compromliee reeolutlon ealling for tae holding of more

frequent meetinge of the party with & view %o the pur;ult. of
)

& course of vigorous actlon under Butt's lesdership.
But hopee of compromise were chattecred by the events |

of July. The South #frica bill committee, besides producing
the moet violent ecenes of obetructlon, snowed a eteady
increase 1ln the numbers of the Parnellite wing. Seven members
toock part in the all-night eltting of 31 July - 1 August;

they were Parnell, Biggar, Nolan, Klrk, Power, and the

newly elected Edmund Dwyer Gray and rrank Hugh O'Donnell.

The moet eignificant of these recruites wae Gray. BEditor

and propriletor of the Freeman's Journsl claceé hle father's
death in 1875, he had condemned open obetruction in

3 June 1877, Butt uss.
} T ”935'3& X !
3 25 23 June .
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his peper, snd nie return for Tipperary to f11l1 the vaganecy

eaused by the desth of folonel 0'Csllaghan wa e eecured
with the(g?ll €upport of Butt snd only the neutrslity of
Parnell. Groy'e participetion in the South 4#fries bill

sontect dld not lesd to the immed 1= te endorsement of the

obstruetive polieies by him or by the Freemen's Journsl, but
there begsn & gredusl eoftening towarde Parmell in ite
eolumne untll by the middle of 1878 1t hed virtuslly aligned
iteelf with the Parnellite poesition.

Butt's reesponse to the Sfouth /fries bill Ecenes
weé finolly to demsnd decieive sction by the party. On
27 July ne appesre to have told a stormy psrty meeting that

he would r?gtgn if the obstruective toctice were not
)

abandoned. & meeting wue srrsnged for 6 Juguet to
(4)
conelder the queetion. Twenty membere were present; three,

1l Neither by-electlon produced & ch:inge, téchnically, in the
number of homé rulé repregentatives; although 1in practice two
ueelecss membere were replsced by two active membere.

2 Butt to Deleany, 13 Msy 1877, and undated, Hickey MES;
Freemen's Journsl, 12 wey. O'Domnell w=e 216o in the fleld,
and 6& & condltlion for hie withdrawal cleimed to have exacted
from Grey & promlee to eupport & more sctive polley in the

gmu. (dation, gtau)- T e Y e
pall e szette, cuoted 1n Nation Ug e« € Jleter

p o E%F; quoted 1b1&., refere to & or;y ecenes st a mee tlng
on uly. In general, nowever, the estorlee concur; a

meeting woe colled for 6 July. Tnrough some leakage the
Irien Timee correepondent obteined & full report of tnle
gecond meeting, from which the story of it below is largely
taken. (See Heary's lettser on tals subject in gijk%g, 25 iugs)e |
4 Butt, Blgger, Cellsn, Delshunty, Downing, Errington, Herman,
Lewis, weldon, Moore, Nolan, O'selrne, O'Sriem, O'Byrae, ..
0'Clery, O'Shsughnesey, Pernell, 0'C. Power, Redmond, &nd Shaw.
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Grey, Kirk, and O'Donnell, sabeented themselvee as @ protest
sgalnet the propoeed censure of the obstructivee; tem of the
bther tbeentees were ln London #nd etayed awsy irom the
méeting wilthout explanatlon.(l) By the time the meetlng
apsembled parnell and nle alliee had shown deecielvely ia the
@ll-nlgnot sitting of 31 July - 1 fuguet that they were not
prépared to bow to Butt's wishee. Butt therefore renewed
hle denunclatione, &nd Cownlog snd O'Byrne, two of the most
coneletent abeentees ln the party, proposed a resolution,
belleved to be lneplred by Butt, ceneurlng the conduct of
Parnell and Blggsr. /n smendment deferrlung sny decleion
untll sfter the holdlng of ® netional conference, wae proposed
by Shaw, in & epeech which wae concilistory in tone except
for & violent dénunclation of hls old bugbear, the Englieh
confederation. Unéble to eecure thie compromise, he left in
dieguet. The meeting then sbsndoned 1lteelf to vituperation.
0'Chaughnesey ssld that he would vote for the resolutlon,
but approved of the poliey of Parnell &nd Blggar up to a

gertuin point. Butt announcéd hie latention of reelgning

unlece nie advice were accepted. Callan eucceeded in killling

spother compromiee motiom by Nolen. Downlng sccueed Parnell,

Blggsr, &nd O'Connor Power of obetructing the meetlng;
Parnell snd Power on the one hsnd and Downing &and Callan on

1 Blennerusseett, Bowyer, Browne, Colline, Dunbsr, sontagu,
o'Conaor, Sheil, Sulllven, and ward.




the other slmost came to blowe. Power called Callap s walg

placehunter; Callun #ccueed Power of oresking nie fenlan ocath.

The ma?fina broke up ln disorder wlthout any vote hsving been

taken.

Jnity in the party eéffectively censed st that
mowent. The seselon conecluded

with the two factione equally
determined to sppesl to the people of Irelsnd. The obetructives
reeolved to pln thelr hopee upon the Summoning of a pnational
conference; thie propoesl Butt, who remsined, élck, in England
throughout the whole of the Sutumn, wee determined to reesiet;
he relled instead upon the 6bllity of hle published msnlfestoss
to produce & long-term resctlon cgalnst the policy of violence.
The battle for public opinlon occcupled the whole of the recess
which now followed.
Parnell etruck the firet blow with & public
demone tretion in the Hotunds on 22 fuguet. From London Butt
preesed Callsn contlnuously for reporte of the preparsatlons
for the meeting, bu