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HOME RULE IN 1689,

WHEN a serious proposition has been made by an
English Prime Minister to establish an mdependent
Irish Parliament it is only right that historians
should endeavour to ascertain how a similar Parlia-
ment acted indays gone by; for surely such action will
give some clue to what we may expect in the future.
Now, when we speak of Home Rule and its conse-
quences 1t 18 simply ridiculous to think of the action
of Grattan’s Parliament as it existed from 1782 to
1800, and that for one simple reason: Grattan’s
Parliament consisted of two Houses—Lords and
Commons—and these two Houses were composed of
Protestants alone, the descendants for the most part
of the settlers of Cromwell’s time. Their interests
were bound up with the English connexion and
with the DProtestant religion. In a Parliament
elected under the proposed regime none of those
counterbalancing elements would be found. There
would be no House of Lords ; the Protestant element
would be—if not entirely wanting—yet in such a
complete minority that it might be practically dis-
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regarded, while the interests, affections, and ideas,
of the majority would be completely hound up with
those of the most ignorant and most intolerant por-
tion of the population. T do not suppose that any-
one will question the Proposition that the majority
of the new Irish Parliament woulq Yor Hibipoile
Roman Catholic and anti-English. If, then, we can
point to a similar Parliament in the,past ’we may
very fairly argue from itg legislation to what we
may expect the legislation of the new Dl s st
be; for assuredly toleration ang political economy
and such like ideas haye not made m et .
the classes from which we ma
to be drawn. Now,
torical events.

November, 1688,

uch progress in
Y expect its members
let us mark the course of his-
James I, fled from England in

and took refy G % )
: ) ge 1 Ireland in the
early part of 1689, where he established hislcourt

in Dublin. He immediately Summoned g Parlia-
ment, which met early in May, 1689 s q i e 1‘1
its §ittings till June 29t} of th; samé r ?On_in;le.)f
d'urlng a period of six oy geyep week 3;9&1._1- ai _1;:
time 1t exhibited an unsurpassed 1, S" R 1
for ruming the Prosperity of %111 _0Wel and capaclt_}
ever. any country whatso-

Let us ohserve how
this direction. King Jg
together in the firgt we

apid was theip progress 1n
ues called his Parliament
first act was to repe: Je]-{ 'Of May, g her
repeal onnlngs’ Law of 1495, and

to de_g]are t]1e- Irish Parliament supreme i 10;1 d
and Ireland mdependent of anyppnj.; 5111: Cli;l;lf
inglis "ol -

Just as no power on carth coylq Prevent the new
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Irish Parliament doing the very same thing as soon
as it is established. Their next act was to pass a
Bill repealing the Act of Settlement and Explana-
tion, passed a quarter of a century before, under
which almost all the landlords of Ireland had pur-
chased or received their estates, and under which
King James II. himself owned at least 100,000
acres in Ireland. I am not now speaking of things
which cannot be verified. Anyone who pleases
can verify all I say by reference to contemporary
works. Avchbishop William King i1s one of the
most celebrated thinkers in the région of abstract
science. He wrote a work on the ¢ Origin of Evil”,
which a successor of his in the See of Dublin, Arch-
bishop Whately, thought so highly of as to republish
it, with notes of his own upon its theories. He was
a High Churchman, too, of the olden school; a fol-
lower of Laud, and Jeremy Taylor, and the Caro-
line Divines. THe wrote another book, about 1692,
styled ¢ The State of the Protestants of Ireland
under the late King James’s Government,” which
sets out at great length the facts which I can now
only briefly vecapitulate. Or, if my reader desires
a dry narrative of fact, apart from all conclusions
and deductions, which may perhaps be tainted
with individual prejudices, then he may rvefer to
a pamphlet which can be found in the British Mu-
seum, or in Trinity College Library (classed thus:
6. 1. 28, N7 3.), styled ¢ True Account of the whole
Proceedings of the Parliament in Ireland, beginning
March 29th, 1689, and ending June 29th following :
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London, 1689;” which sets forth at full length the
laws which passed the Parliament of King James II.
The first statutes of this Parliament, as T have said,
completely swept away the Acts of Settlement and
Explanation.  Let us hear Archbishop King on the
offect of this opening Law of Home Rule Parlia-
ment ; p. 175 he remarks:— The Agt of Repeal
took away the Acts of Settlement and Explanation
by virtue of which two-thirds of the Protestants o%

There is no con-

; and it jg to he 1 .
excep_t.ion to the proprietor, oy hfs 1;:22:51(&;?)5};??;
SRR betols C.)Ot' 32 1641; Upon w]ﬁt .lzc,cou;t
soever he lost it: though they themge] ) Cl'd ot
deny but many deserved +, lose thejy il
Sir Phelim O’Neal’s son, S SRR, ovio

the o
ca o T
]_‘ebelj was 11est0red’:|) =} t ]1111_1(161 Cr EL]JC].

James L., and Chayleg Imjl the time of Elizabeth,
L0 0 & Oreat sai :
e gy shelter in Englang ﬂiﬁﬁu 0? W]'lt(')m
th_e}* SAW comng upon Trelgy P he calamities
friends and relationg i, » and all of whom had

. the S]'_Ste AT
new Parliament dyevw out g Jigt olf 151&;11(1' So thg
attainted of high treason Persons thereby

; A i as bein abs s,
mel ) 18I0 temporary absence fl‘im i‘e-nlt Hhopt I.le..
sufficient proof of ]ligh i reland being

. : . eason
fiscation of estates :

b and dBSel‘Vinf‘r con-
; and th )

on, lest any Protestants
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should escape, they added to this list—which, as
given by King in an appendix, is a most interest-
ing record or census of the English settlers of that
day—another clause, whereby ““the estates of any
persons who dwelt in any place of the Three King-
doms which did not own King James’s power, or
corresponded with rebels, or were any ways aiding,
abetting, or assisting them from the Ist day of
August, 1688, were declared forfeited and vested in
IHis Majesty.” Now, the reader should mark how
cunningly this clause is drawn. It goes back to
August, 1688 but King James IT. was still reign-
mg at that date, and did not abandon England till
November, 1688—three months after. Yet this Act
made it high treason for any Protestant in Ireland
to have corresponded by letter with any of his
friends in England while King James was yet on
the throne, and confiscated their estates accord-
ingly. This was ex post fucto legislation with a
vengeance !

But this was not the only exploit of this Parlia-
ment, which is full of warning, showing how, under
the forms of law, the cruellest oppression and
robbery can be exercised. Thus, to take Church
matters, we all know that James II. was a devoted
Roman Catholic, whose zeal sometimes outran
his discretion, so much so that his enthusiasm
found by no means complete approval at the Court
of Rome. Now, James and his Parliament made
no attempt to formally disestablish and disendow
the reformed Church of Iveland. Nay, all the legal
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f(frms were duly complied with; and the Irish
blShOPi wexe duly summoned to sit in this Home
Rule Parliament of 1689, while four of them did

actually sit and vote, Vviz., the Bishops of Meath,

Ossory, Cork, and Limerick, Yet the Church was

ELOSt en?fectua.lly deprived of all its property—and
at without any compensation or regard for the

life interests of existing meumbents—by g Bill which
simply enacted that the tithes and other Church

properties hitherto paid to the
and Incumbents g the bishops, chapters,

Roman Catholi 1ontd be henceforth paid by
and clel‘O‘yC’ 'Llo,izs 1:;0 the Roman Catholic bishops
5y 40U, thus sweeping .
and transferring to theiy oépoie?;:ay ) e A
upon which the Protestant clergy and their families
Mogry anlljletely— dependent. This Act, of course
exﬁlﬂgumhed the Protestant Estab]ishn:ent ever \‘}
where, save i e : SVery-
' b o 4l cities and towns like
2;1){3;1{1:: :vh_?m there wag g sufficient mm.lbél, of Pio-
| Ii[‘l 4 10 Support the legal incumbents of parishes
he storv o, . 1Ls O arisnes.

. history of thig Parliament s P o
throw light on the neg elps again to

il onsg and_ 5t i
bolitical ec 7. Views concernin
I A% economy which woy]q find place in Coll eg

in College-

oreen : :
E Ilee ]Lllédel, the new regume.  The Roman Catholi
urel 1 e oy
b e(' k ) 0]*35 1ot favour Political econom, d i‘f;
herents have evey « L
study and ave ever shown themselyeg ]102;',1 3 to the
[ [ 4 & AT . . SULG T =
5 }’t tl]lt application of jq laws. This « (Jl fact
1es at the root o Tog " R R
The principle oF & great deal of g 111y o Tyeland.
. rinciples and idegg current .
atholics have ever 1oq them tq 4 e
e s G © the adoption of the
-and most empirical vemedies £, %51 lief of
: or the rehef 0O

s, the provision:
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present suffering, totally regardless of the fact that
the temporary remedy may be sowing the seeds of
permanent distress or ruin. Thus we hear at pre-
sent a great deal concerning the terrific distress in
the islands off the west coast of Ireland ; and heart-
rending appeals are daily appearing, asking for
assistance. But just the same appeals have been
made every five years since the year 1820; and
the Roman Catholic Church has perpetually set
itself against the only effective remedy, viz., the
encouragement of emigration and. the discourage-
ment of improvident marriages.

Now, the economical notions of the Parliament
of 1689 were of a similar character. They debased
the currency, coining money out of brass cannons,
and making the worthless coins so obtained legal
tenders in discharge of all obligations, commercial
or legal. The new Irish Assembly might easily bor-
yow an idea on this point from its predecessor. It
has been already proposed to give relief to Irish
landlords by legally reducing the rate of interest
they pay to mortgagees, Insurance Companies, and
such other obnoxious individuals. The plan of two
centuries ago would be even more effectual. James
II. in less than a year, coined something like a no-
minal million of brass money out of cannons, pots,
pans, and such other kitchen and cooking utensils.
The supply of such material in Ireland is much larger
now than it was then. An Act of the Irish Parlia-
ment could make such a debased coinage a legal
tender in Ireland, and then what remedy had the
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English incumbrancer ?

The brass mone
i T i was SO
used in King James’s da .

. . The La '
%?Pecmlly the Court of Cgancery, ungvef (%Ilil;bz;e?ﬁj
-1?‘5011, foreed trustees, mortgagees, &e., to recei
1t In payment (see King, p. 125) Thus, again, o
read in one of the works + :
how Lady
freed her
means.

1 Thus, again, we
OW]iChI]la,v. r p

Tyrconnel (the Lord Lieuten‘a;;f:&lrilg;
Efla“f“ihtef’s property from debt by its
- rai::;d ;ughter had married Lord Dillon,
Roger Moore ngl'tgage of £3000 from a Colonel
Mozre il :lSI ({a Y Tyxconnel sent for Colonel
make ’in the ‘m{e. hnn- W.ha‘t abatement would he
cash. He wasozﬁ?‘?gyfdliﬂ?s paid off at once in
S0 readv : b the prospect of seeing
cofseenitée?}fom;;]ley - Such-& time of }h-‘itl‘css 'b(:c; h(ga
his debt. L 2 22000, in complete discha’r ¢ of
i b ady TerOHnel . ace

ade him come pted

; next day with the
mised then to pay the Hlo}lrlev s
true to his appointment, ”

the terms, and
: deeds, and pro-
The colonel arrived

St e g ) ‘.5111-1»ende1-ed his deeds,
8¢, and then was shown

into the next roon
i 1, where he f
covered with pj ound a lone table
to recei\rleh E?COS of brass money, which t’he had
o reseive i dschango of  gupy o
W > realm.
T}h fut 1)5110 [_)E"I'h&m@”t of 1689 did not stop 1
1ey adopted ¢ A ) Ot stop here.

advgcafoa)l:le}i ]i CU{-H:SB which finds ah’er’*dyp mla;)’

Heh re and. T h e

Pl n . e'y Wel‘ k b
boyootm?g E['ﬂlghsh Productions eﬂ_not content with
bade their introduction. 1 Wﬂi 'y f-Ol‘malIy for-
amble to an Ac now give the pre-

t passed in ;
Passed in ity ghopt session which
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might be prefixed to a series of Acts which would
find ready acceptance in the new Irish assembly.
The adoption of it would save trouble in hunting
up reasons for their legislation. The title of the
Act sufficiently declares its purpose: “An Act pro-
hibiting the importation of English, Welsh, or
Scotch coals into this kingdom.” The preamble
then proceeds to justify the prohibition. ¢ Where-
as it is evident that nothing could occasion the
great searcity of money now in this kingdom but
the extraordinary industry that was used by per-
sons not well affected to the Government to trans-
port considerable sums of money into England,
Holland, and other remote parts; and whereas 1t is
likewise manifest that the great quantity of English,
Scotch, and Welsh coals heretofore imported into
this kingdom hath not only hindered the industry
of several poor people and labourers of this land,
who might have employed themselves and their
horses in supplying the city of Dublin and other
places within this kingdom with fuel, but hath
likewise given opportunity to the persons importing
the said coals to see the said places ruined for want
of fireing when they pleased, or at Jeast to raise the
price of coals so high that the poor should never be
able to buy, by means whereof the said colherg
raised considerable fortunes to themselves, and
carried vast sums of money yearly out of the king-
dom, to the lessening His Majesty’s revenue, the ruin
of several poor people, and the general loss to the
inhabitants of his kingdom.” After which intelli-
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%;;tfge;mble this Bill, in order to secure cheap

s e boor; proposes to prohibit the importa-
of any English, Welsh, or Scotch coal Pd

penalty of confiscation of the coals so i als under a

the vessels carrying the same, © tmported and

But then a difg
. culty struck the
| A se ¢ 1c
::;ej;res].. %16131.1{1 has coal-fields of its o?r:lownil'call
gk 1:} 1H{1ted '1‘11 extent ; and Perhaps the ’cc:]];lc.
aise the price of the lgeg) article. S thels
le. So they

added a clause deriv

: § red from that

: t sumptuar i
lation of Rf)man and Mediseya] timeSmP;“‘f‘aly legis-
proved so ineffectual :-— A L

: “A
prietors of the coal-pity * the owners and pro-

3 . of Kj :
coal-mines in this kingdom mlglkemly, s
3 Ty

- 1 -
E}iietglsfﬁx?} enhance and rajge the lf)gi th(; e
ered o el s 6 o1
el em’;:ldg the ends purposed herehy, 1e 'zot?ls “
,'] nacted that no owner op pro ¥» B8 1t there-
coal-pits, or seller of eoals gt k. prietor of such

r it o v it v 1
at any time hereafter receive or} 1 il ko
y demand more than

ninepence for each
or them.” delivered by him

The works to whj '
- ; vhich T am pafore:
ill‘ustr_a,tlons L}ljon the state 0;02?311:111;5- are l‘iCh_in
prevailed during the Home Rule P,ﬁal omler which
arliament of 1689.

King James himse]f, partis
” z alLlSan s
fied at its action. an as he was, was horri-

Archbishop King’s state
James, and were intendeg
and his friends for taline th
As such they were chaﬁen
celebrated Rev. C‘ha.rles.

barrel of coals

ments bear hard on Kine
as a defence of himsel?
¢ oaths to King William.
Lglefl by a non-juror, the

eslie, the author of the
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“ Short and Easy Method with the Deists”, and the
founder of a well-known Tory family in Treland.
But Leslie does not challenge King’s facts, for they
were patent to all men. He merely denies James's
responsibility for or connexion with them. He tells
us that James was opposed to the Bill of Attainder
against Irish Protestants, and in proof of his opposi-
tion tells how Lord Granard went and called upon
him to exercise his power of vetoing it. ¢ What can
I do ?” replied the poor king. «T am fallen into the

1o ram that and many other

hands of a people wi
things down my throat.” Lord Granard then asked
to command the

Duke Powis to get the king

Roman Catholic peers to oppose the Act, when the
Duke told Lord Granard, with an oath,  that the
king durst not let them know that he had a mind to

have the Act stopped.” Again, further, Leslie tells
us, in defence of the king, but in equal condem-
Lation of the Parliament, that on the Monday before
the Battle of the Boyne, June 26th, 1690, Major-
General Maxwell, one of James's generals, ex-
plained to a Scoteh clergyman in his army, who
had been finding fault with the king: ¢ 8Sir, if
you did but kmow the circumstances the king 1is
and the hardships the Irish put upon him,
him with tears instead of

what would you have him do ?
He is in their hands, and Le must please them.”

And now as to the state of social order which
prevailed then and which shocked James himself, -
King’s work gives us ample details in Chapter 111.,

under,
you would bemoan
blaming him. But
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section 18, and in his Appendices, which should be
carefully studied as being all of them official docu-
ments. While, again, a letter, dated Dublin, June
12th, 1689, and prefixed to the “True Accgunt-”
E?tzidyl ??eriti;n]:d} gives a lively pen-and-ink sketch

e life le 8 loyal minori ; 3
i g;t loyal mmority under a purely
The Protestant Churches were seized, as in the
case of Wexford and Christ Church, fbublin or
else -they were attacked, windows smashed s:eats
pulpl.ts » and Communion-tahles destroyed—a r’(-maarl‘:i
able instance of which he gives (Appendix 27)in the
;ased .of St. Patrick’s, Tyim, « In some churches in
tﬁg Ltjlcgie of Dublin they hung up a black sheep in
i 1}3 . pi @nd put Some part of the Bible before it.”
rotestants were forbidden to g0 outside their
parishes, and then prohibited from atteﬁd' - £l bl_l‘
churches, while finally, on June ISt]:llng 161;81
] J

more than five Prote
estants were forh:
together on pain of death. orbidden to meet

prevails now. T wigh I could hel;
Protestants or Roman C 1

roze atholics. P - 4
?mthm the last few monthg of a Board]?f tér‘le at(itl -l
in Wexford, who forced g Protest s5n Bk
mto the Workhouse to ¢
Roman Catholic, and

eve it, either about

: ompel her to become a
; Ol a priest and Board of
gua:zldjcans bat -GBfIWaYJ Who refused to allow a
: 12]188 limt urial in a graveyard hitherto heloneino
o the Protestant Incumbent; because, ag the )?ies?:
said, he was determined ng heretic= shouldl ever
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again lie there, does not seem as if this roseate
picture were true. It may well be asked, If they
do these things in a green tree, what will be
done in the dry? But perhaps the best picture of
the social order which prevailed when this Parlia-
ment was sitting only twenty miles away will be
found in King’s Appendix, p. 57, where the reader
will see “An account how Mr. Thomas Corker’s
house was burned by the Irish, 5th of May, 1689.”
Let me just quote it, because it shows that many of
the devices and tricks which flourish under the
National and Land Leagues were only imitated from
the conduct of two centuries ago:—* As one of the
thousand instances that may be given of the natural
antipathy the Irish have to the English, and Pro-
testants in general (let the obligations of neighbour-
hood conversation and other endearments be ever
so great), Mr. Thomas Corker’s usage by them is
remarkable. He lived at Donaghmore, within a
mile of Navan, in the county of Meath; and observ-
ing, about- All Saints, 1688, that the English and
Protestants began to remove and fly, he freely
asked the Irish gentlemen in his neighbourhood what
advice they would give him as to his remove, having
a great family, who answered, ¢ Oh, dear sir, do not
this; for if the world were on fire you have no
reason to fear; for you have been so obliging to us,
your neighbours, and to all sorts, that none will harm
you, but rather protect you. Yet, immediately they
fell upon his stock without doors, and took part of it
away. He then removed with his family to Dublin,
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leaving his haggard and most of his household goods
behind him, and sometimes (about once a month)
went down to thresh part of his corn for hig own
use, during which time they took away all his stock
of sheep, black cattle, and horses ; and the soldiers
under Capt. Farrel, from Navan, fetched away ali
his corn and hay. Some of his Irish servants telline
him it was not safe for him to come down or lie iE
his own house, he lay in a neighbour’s house. This
was on a Friday night; and the next day he went
to Dublin. On Sunday night, May 5th, 1689, the
came and set fire to his house in severa] places’ anzlr
burned it down and all his goods, believing ]1:3 was
m the house, afterwards giving out that he had
ordered his own servants to burn it (an old Land
League trick). And soon after came up one William
Carton, his shepherd, who told him that the friars
and priests at Navan were very angry with him
and threatened him because he did not countenancé
that report, and also own that his servantg burnt
his house by his order.”

I have selected this instance from King’s Appen-
dix, not because it is the strongest for my purpose
but because it shows how social order was preservec‘i
towards a man who was evidently most popular in
his neighbourhood. If I had chosen the most suit-
able to illustrate how little support social order wil]
gain from a partisan Parliament I would have
selected the presentment of the Tipperary Grand
Jury against the Protestants who took refuge in the
aity of Cashel merely for doing so. Mr. Gladstone’s
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Aect proposes to hand over the Judicial Bench to
the control of the Irish Parliament. Archbishop -
King’s book, chap. iv., sec. 3, gives us most striking
warnings what we may, in that case, expect under
partisan judges. To save appearances, one Protes-
tant judge was left in each Court—King’s Bench,
Common Pleas, and Exchequer—while the majority
were of a different hue. The natural result fol-
lowed, and the partisan majority lent themselves to
the designs of the Parliament. They ran ¢ coaches-
and-six,” as one of them boasted, through every
law which protected either landlords or Protestants,
and violated, in their zeal, even the miserable pro-
tection and privilege left to these classes by the
Statutes of the Parliament then sitting, anticipating
the dates fixed for the operation of the Act of
Repeal, and dispossessing the landlords before the
appointed time. The treatment experienced by the
University of Dublin, under the rule of this Parlia-
ment, forms an interesting story, too long, however,
for these pages. It will be found told at full length
in the work whence I have taken my facts. I may
sum it up thus:—The Provost and Fellows were
expelled, the Chapel Library and plate seized, and
the College itself turned into a barrack for soldiers;
5o that Archbishop Walsh’s vision was more than
fulfilled (see Appendix). I have given enough of
extracts, however, to show that Archbishop King’s
book and the Parliamentary proceedings of 1689
will afford profitable reading for those who have
eyes to read and minds to appreciate the lessons of
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Trish history. Ample opportunity, too, will shortly
be afforded for doing so, as that work, now long

out of print, will soon be republished by the Loyal
and Patriotic Union.

APPENDIX.

On Thursday, J anuary 14th, 1886, Archbishop
Walsh spoke thus at Thurles, referring to Trinity
College . —

“As long as that central foriress of the Bducation that is not
Catholic is allowed to stand, as it has now =o long stood, in the
very foremost position, and to occupy the most glovious site in
our Catholic city of Dublin, so long will it be impossible for any
Statesman, be he English or be he Tvish, to deal with this great
question on the only ground on which University reform in
Ireland can be regarded as satisfactory, or even as entitled to
acquiescence.” —See Freeman’s Jowrnal, J anuary 15th.

DTURLIN @ PRINTEDR AT THE UNIVENSITY Pulss.



PUBLICATIONS

OF THE

sy Fopul anv Putviotic Tron,

P e

PAMPELETS.

Price 2d. each.

IRELAND No. 1. ., .+ ‘*The Truth about the Irish Elections.”
By the Defeated Candidates.
IRELAND No. 2. .. .. “What the Irish ‘National’ Movement

Really Means.” By Mr, 0. S. Parnell
—Being Extracts from hia Speeches.

IRELAﬁ D No. 3. .. .. “A Guide to the Eighty-Six, chiefly con-
tributed by themselves.’’

IRELAND No. 4. “ Resistance to Evictions.”

IRELAND No. b. “ Union or Separation P*»

IRELAND No. 6. “ The National League and Qutrages.!

IRELAND No. 7. “The Way we Live now in Ireland.”

IRELAND No. 8. Part I.— *f Liberal Ministers on Home
Rule.” Part IT.—*¢ Liberal Ministerial
Promises.”

IRDCLAND No. 9. .. .+ ‘‘Legislative Independence.” .

IRELAND No. 10, .. .. ‘““The Real Dangers of Home Rule.!’ ,i

IRELAND No.11. .. .. ‘Irish Nationalism illustrated by
Speeches of Parnellite IM.P,'s."’

IRELAND No. 12. .. .. ‘"The Sources of the Parnellite Income.’

IRELAND No. 13. .. .. ‘"The Liberal Party and Home Rule.”

IRELAND No. 14. .. ... ‘““The Repeal of the Union.”—S8peech by
Lord Macaulay,

IRELAND No. 16. .. .. ‘"Bpeech of the Right Hon. John, Earl
of Clare, in the House of Lords of
Ireland.”

IRELAND No. 16. .. .. ‘“Home Rule and What Next.”

SOCIAL ORDER, .. .. [ Statement submitted to Prime Min-

ister.” Parts I,, IL, III,



