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Fntroduction.

D BLAKE may fall into

As this speech by th;OtI—I?iiyElz’::;&i i Cirmms-tan?f;
v hﬂnds' Uf_Some delivered, it is well to preface it wi
under which it was de 1:.((3m )
e “’Oi‘d_s o e'xpiaf}?ll ql.mte from the RePort hereafter

S vanoufstgmgjleven Commissioner's) “since the gas;
;-e'ferred . A:t of Legislative Union betwee?} trfhe
"‘ llgljgita?fi ;:c? Ireland, complaints ha;e E‘iincf;lisiie;awere
{ e
) ﬁﬂﬂﬂda:l arrangen;e?rfsa?:g:\;e;r?c; with the princiileg ?;
i Silifacflzrﬁm(; the resources of Ireland have ha
r ;hat C :ljdue R >se allegations have

“Tayuifies i the truth of thcs? bf the House

“ Inquiries into o for and Cofamittess o d‘ House
“ frequently been ca olt A Lk e 1: S,SS-
Mot COfnmons A pcial results which followe'd the }:;al
“investigate the i"mfau]l;J W Commltte{? 5
“ing of t?eczgr;tmz 3 “:(as appointed in 186.4{, :;h:;?o::ﬁc
Aboe o documenta
“ valuable evidenc?j, €gllf}:;€§e$uf§65. Nothing prac‘tiza],
’ ;i‘:'n: ?rr;f ;z{)lzz:zd 1frorn the REPO;t c":}; tha;fi?;::the{?
““ however, . 8 Vit ;
7o ComplaiﬂtSCS}:ZLITIIC‘;;Y;‘:HEFCEE Excheqyuer, consenteq
sy t}l:en inquiry should be made by another Com-
Mk EE—II t?se of Commons. The terms of reference
Kiiion 'tDtee comprised several points, a_nd amongst
Moot 1 ity of the financial relations in .regard tc:
ol tc})lfr:;lsmaid population of the Three Kingdoms
[T the res
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; 4
i i Blue Book, with acco
; fore Parliament in a : 24
was -Ialdt\:z volumes of evidence. Of the thlrtliendsug;\;rj
| e ners, eleven (The O’Cono.r Don, Lor Mr,
| .Commlsswl’b ,Mr Blake, Mr. Currie, Mr. Hunter, “r.
| Lord. s y,Red;-nond Mr. Sexton, Mr. Slattery, Mr.
1 ? Martin, Mr. ! 110\\,%'
ollows :(— )
We :.igﬂ,?ei?;t Britain and Ireland must, for . thf:
| iy “mLf 1’! inquiry, be considered as separate entities.
i purpose of this mquiry,

' . imposed upon Ireland a
© & ‘relations between - «11. That the Act of Union imp
'I.' Eg |

“ Commission.”

The Commissioners,

she was unable to bear.
' « purden which, as (?ve?;slsselu;\;eti’xation laid upon Ireland
appointed in May, 1804, were « III. That the mc86 was not justified by the then
The Right Hon, Hugh C, E. Childers (since deceased) ; ; « petween 1853 and 1860
Lovd Farrer, Tord Welby, The Right 1

{ « existing circumstances.

: . s of taxation does not
- Hamilton (since deceased); Sit Thomas | « V. T.hat. 1denF1ty igtyrz‘;eburden- \
h Sutherland KCMG, MP Sir David Bal‘boul', K.CS.I: f « necessarily mur:mlvc equ ke Irelzmd‘ ”
5 The Hon. Edward Blake, M.P. ; Bertram W, Currie Esq_f | « V. That whilst the Z t of Great Britain the relatl"-e
W. A Hunter, Esq., M.P-; Satin Martin, Esq ;)J-- E’ | « about One_elev.enth of tl a;ld Wi i hmallen. _and ,13
Redmond, Esq.,, M.P.; Thomas Sexton, Esq, M.P.. « taxable capacity of Irefa e g et e
Henry F. Slattery, Esq.; G. w. Woltibso e g, “not estimated by any ot us b e
.Th‘? following were the terms of reference .« ! The difference I:.etwk(:.ent e
“ mq.uu:e into the Finan cja] Relationsg between. Great twentieth amounts to abou )
“ Britain and Ireland, ang their relative taxable capamt‘ taxation. ade: jointly by The O'Conor
“and to report :—_. Upon what Principles of comparisoi ‘ Separate Reports *.vvel;[er i Elunter o ;.
“and _by the application of what Specific standards, ¢ ! Don, Mr. Redmon_ds_ ; 'by Lord Farrer, Lord \z?h.alby,
« relﬂtl‘.fe capacity of Great Britain apq Ireland tq ,b e ! Wolff {28 pages) ; Jomt},’_ Lord Welby (7 pages); Jomtly
(: taxation may pe most equitably determineq 2 Whear ‘ and Mr. Currie, (22 p%glzie; and Mr. Slattery (43 pageSJE
“s0 far as can be ascertained, is the true pl-opdrtiol; dat, | by Mr. Sexton, Mr. ages) ; Sir David Barbour (18 pagES);
the Principles and specific Standards g4 dete, U.rl Zr | Mr. Blake, Draft ;3 gafd (; o pages); and a Draft Repor
‘between the taxable SAPACitY of Great Brit rmine ! Sir Thomas Sgtciairman, Mr. Childers (62 pageS)-R nt
“Ireland, 3 Ty history of the FinaﬂCial llgm 'and ! by the decea};e L el R
“between Great Britain ang Irelang elations s All has been p
“ Legislative Uniou, the

C 9262, 1806] with two volumes of evidence [C 7720, 1895,
[C 820z,
“ Imperial Exchequer dyy;

s : in the
I and I1]. clusions are arrived at in t
10g that periog and : i eneral con s o Bl

* t e following g n :— Having
of Irish Taxation femainjng available fo, Conth'i atmou?t '11“11 and exhaustive Report of Mr. '?eﬁ‘olreland -
Imperia] expenditure : 414, the | ri ution to able d to the relative taxable capacity o s
“which it i considered e uitab] iy = Palinge o ¥ d of the Union, and (2) at the prese A
“tribyte quitable that Ireland should con- : “the perio

The Commission Teported late |

St year, and the result
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* Union, and the great re
“facturing industry,

““ famine, it does not g
“of Imperial revenue

duction of Irish population, manu-
and agricultural income since the
Ppear that Ireland’s fajr proportion

an average of 3 milljons per

1394, of about 28 millions,
“ The revenye actually raised in Irelang during the period

“of the separate exchequers and ‘contributed’ sipce then
“(according to Treasury computations) hag amounted to

570 millions, or an average apPproximately of 6 mjl.
“lions a year, being double the amount stated a5 the fair

“ proportion of Ireland in view of her relatjve capacity.”

witnesses, of which, said the Chairman, the Right Hon. The
O’Conor Don, «it would be impgac: me tog highly
“to speak.” « ¢ may, perhaps,” he added, “ he invidious.
“to mention any other name, but J feg S0

“we are much indebted ¢

“‘mission that | cannot

ix
INTRODUCTION.

inqui not covering the whole

P S tziezlnciltusl?nt:rsltion of appo.inting a fre-sh
ground_, a'nd ant?outerms of reference to which .would 11;-
CommlSSIOHa_t ; tion of Imperial expenditure in Irelant;
e CDHSlder:xcessive taxation, It, how?ver, ga!;rehalf
e ?ﬁ ffm;- debate ; and Mr. Blake, acting on be ,2(1
OpPOTtUmFYh c1)3arlia.tnen’tzn‘y Party, on 2¢gth Martfh, mov *
it Il'ls_ that will be found preﬁx_ed to his sp;e'ecci
thehresojil:;z’ndebate followed, The motion was negative
A three
by 317 m’tf:sltc(:1 I}?\ired by Mr. Blake on that occ?.siont:;as

O be a masterly and comprel:}enswe sOf -
generalzlletmt;h case; and as a mari}c tol; t}ls,zl:v?::sio i
ment o e 4 : 6
i e i L
Nationa i
unanimously resolved at a me

i ing the
Edward Blake in moving h
i by, the Hed, Britain and Ireland be
e thetl‘slpe%ci}rllfiiggc{fgmigns between Great
resolution on the 7

h Part}'-”
printed and published at the expense of the I have undertaken the
Party, :
equest of the ress and arranging
. fthe i; qthis speech through the 1131; has been to me a
task o seingation and distribution.
for its pu

congenial duty. refix an Index, and, with efﬁcuantt
I have \,ren'cugedotri)l epTab Jes illustrative of tltle ?I‘Igrlggsgrs
aSSISt.a r;:ce,bto ﬁgpesc’i that this broad staftem:zyowxm o
It is to be inds of m ;
= i tO the m 2 s . h
case will bring horir:; 4 the question, a ;egg1zatlz?ﬁ2£iige
i f?;?u:t};:emunder which Ireland has been
economic i

AW,

DuBLIN, May, 1897.
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OVER-TAXATION OF IRELAND.

HOUSE OF COMMONS, 20th MARCH, 1897

—_—

HoN. EDWARD BLAKE spoke as follows in support of
his motion—

* That in the opinion of this House the Report and Proceedings of
the Royal Commission on the Financial Relations of Great Britain and
Ireland establish the existence of an undue burthen of taxation on
Ireland, which constitutes a great grievance to all classes of the Irish
community, and makes it the duty of the Government to propose, atan
early day, remedial legislation.”

Mr. Speaker, I rise to draw attention to the Report of
the Royal Commission on the Financial Relations between
Great Britain and Ireland, and to state the nature of the
Irish case made out by that Report. I am glad to acknow-
ledge that it has been favourably regarded in influential
quarters on both sides of the House. But I am not insen-
sible to the fact that there exists on the part of some
members an indisposition, perhaps I might say an aversion
to the discussion of Irish grievances; some entertaining a
conviction that there is no use in spending more time over

Irish affairs, since, whatever is said or done, the people are
still unreasonably dissatisfied ; and others cherishing the
belief that Ireland is spoiled and favoured, rather than
wronged and neglected. I feel too that the argument must
be tedious, devoid of dramatic interest, full of wearisome
detail. And most of all am I deeply conscious of my own

inadequacy for the task which has been imposed upon me,
B
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2 HON. EDWARD BLAKE, AP

Therefore I very earnestl
of the House while I atte
I have given notice.

Sir, this differs from many former

there was not so muych as in this a united
Difference : : . o §
bebwers itis Irelat_nd. In those the domm?.tmg British de
and other  legation often assumed to be impartial Jjudges,

quleglfi[;ns_ disinterested persons, deciding between con-
The Chancellor of the

flicting Irish factions,
Exchequer said a while ago that in the discussion of this
Was essential.  And the yoices of

matter “3a judicial mind ”
the Irish Members are little regarded, because they are said
in the case,

to be parties, and therefore not fit judges

But who, may I ask, are the other parties? If we be the
plaintiffs, who are the defendants You, the British mem-
ful, and therefore

bers! But your position is more Power
even if happily ynited on

motre invidious, than ours, We,

this question here as much as in Ireland, would be only
one-seventh of thig magisterial bench, You can neutralise
us with near five hundred judges to Spare. Thusg, in the
decision, we are impotent; you all-powerfyl. You, then,
are zke judges ; and we must plead with oyr adversaries tq
give judgment against themselves, (p what then cap Wwe
depend ?  Whence cometh our hope? e can rest gp]
on the security declared in 1800 by a great Britis}

to be adequate, when, speaking of thig Very cor
he said-—

y supplicate the kind indulgence
mpt to sustain the motion of which

Irish questions. In those

;
1 Minister
tingency,

“But it has been said,
Performance of the conditions » If T were asked wk
necessary, withoyt hesitation 1 would answep ¢ t
the justice, the honour of the People of Greg
been found deficient,”

‘What seciyit ‘eland for the
at security were
ne." The liberality,
t Britain have never yet
It is for ¥ou who speak
Pitt’s words of a cent

Sir, T will limit to the utmost my
Your patience, There ar¢ numergyg
tussible g4 nasean, invo!vinq econ
Problems, exner inions, histor:
I S, expert Opinions, histor

for Britain to-da

¥ to malke good
ury ago,

large demand upon
Questions, readily dis-
Omical and statistical
cal and legal views;

ON OVER-TAXATION OF [RELAND. 3

: ilat-
ding all these, and by di
of figures. By expanding : i
?olumnin thi precise extent of the grievance and tf;r
s llzlfc kinds of redress, it would b'e easy to obscure )
P-OS?I ‘he issue. I would gladly aim, if pc?smble, rather a
Sml\d“ utli-ﬁes and general results, and in some m'?tters
br{:;a Oe‘pel’t authority ; but, after all, tedious details are
rely on €3
inev,l‘fabie't me ask the House to consider the :grawty of t‘he
e issue ; and let me emphasise it by a brief
W f some startling facts, new and
Economit  enymeration of s it S L
results of -ed by the Commission. or alm
Britain’s rule Old,COHeCLed } o D e e
since Union. century Britain has ru e e
Union. I ask British members to recall the led. They
1 . > - ; )
di;ons of the two islands—the ruh_ng andf l};i nlla?ut ]
should give pause before the dismissal o g‘nfol\.—es.a i,
" k - ulation. It is a great test, and1 vesa g /
Take pop : t of strength. At the bt?gmmng Ire-
. elemen illions against a little over ten
ik A 2id had live ! four and a-half millions
: i ‘itai has now fo ; ’
illions in Britain. She e
iyl oo oot o o 1 ey
]§b'tain has now thirty-four millions, tm I—Iid Tfelanfe.
rits ~ Tt
aq1e 8] Per ce ;
enty-four millions, or 24 e er sixteen
t\:ecfggd proportionately she would ha\cdhz.dhgf millions
Cred . i
: eleven an
illions ; her relative loss i3 : s Wi
ISnlixlilhaltd half as many : she has little dmzilzt?ang:fy h%lf a
5 T . is view 13 inade 4 ©
f Britain. But even this vie . = e
o 2 ‘eland had eicht and a half millions. She‘ 0s
i 11 db' rdirectly through the famine;
el 14 11 an 11 Tigls g
t\\c; n?ﬂ(i;ontrimin:zt jr;any more that, after ehmmatl}ilgdtllje
nd sin - f B
€'11’1tural increase, her population has actue?.ll?z dlmm};s iltely
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against us. It was reached substantlally'by M. Chﬂdelw, the
ﬁ?st chairman, a distinguished economist af}d financier, -an
ex-Chancellor of the Exchequer, a man 'ret?rcd fron.l P‘a.'ltj:':
politics, who devoted the last years Df_hl.s life to thli glea“
ublic service, in the discharge of which he died. i td\tf::,
reached by Lords Farrer and Welby, Wh(-) he;d . Crd c[
highest posts in the British Treasury, and in the Boaid o
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use, assessment of death duties, assessment of income tax,
other incomes and wages, yearly wealth, aggregate pro-
duction, capital, comparative progress of capacity, relative
elfects of fiscal policy, and so on, with statistical facts too
numerous to name,

It was reached after examination of the principles of

taxation and their application, including some
Ma‘i;“‘g“ 00 ywhich made a serious difference amongst us,
;I mainly because some of us thought that the

gross income was relatively smaller, and that a larger

application was needed of the principles of equality of
sacrifice, of deduction of a subsistence allowance, and of
the relative taxable weakness of a poor as compared with

a wealthy country. Some of us believed, and now believe,

that a just application of these principles would show the
Irish relative capacity much less, and her taxable surplus
almost exhausted, while the British is hardly touched.

We saw an Irish surplus over living allowance of perhaps
fifteen millions mainly abstracted by taxation, and a
British surplus of perhaps eleven hun_dred millions less
than tithed by taxation. We saw the Irish rel'a.ti\re taxable
capacity steadily diminishing. We thought, in accordance
with Sir Robert Giffen, that a far lower proportion would
be true, and also that a maximum contribution should be
fixed so as to meet the proved danger of excessively in-
creased expenditure. I quite agree that a rigorous appli-
cation of these figures and principles is not to be hoped
for yet. It still is true that—

“To him that hath shall be given, and he shall have more abun-
dantly ; and from him that hath not shall be taken away even that
which he hath.”

But a nearer approach should be made ; and I hope some
day to maintain this view in this place. Meantime, I ask
you to remember that this is stated only as a maximum.
Sir Edward Hamilton himself, towards the close of the in-
quiry, put the relation of resources as one twenty-second
apart, as I understand, from the question of subsistence
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objects of the Act was to ensure that Ireland should never be taxed
‘but in proportion as we tax ourselves.”
Viscount Castlereagh in the Irish House said

Castlereagh’s 10 same. He stated that the plan of
professions, 2
revision—

« Ireland the utmost possible security that she could fonbe
, eg%\;e ;?Jd N oty comparative ability, and the ratio of
ha; Congibution must ever correspond with her relative wealth and

prosperity.”’
He, however, suggested that if indiscriminate taxation
were adopted it would have this effect, saying that—

“ By no means whatsoever could the kingdoms be madelto con-
tribute so strictly according to their means as being subject to the same
taxes, equally bearing on the great objects of taxation in both coun-

tries.”’
Thus this suggestion was not to defeat but

Abatements  to majntain the principle of proportionate con-
2nd tribution of the two countries, and, therefore,

Exemptions. 4 % ;
it was coupled with appropriate security,

being made—
“ Subject to abatements and exemptions in Ireland and Scotland,
which circumstances might from time to time demand.
On this provision, Castlereagh said—
“ While Ireland is thus secured against any injustice in substituting
a system of common taxes in lieu of propertionate contribution, the
Union Parliament will always be able to make abatements in Ireland,
as the Parliament of Great Eritain has always done in Scotland sipce
the Union, when from local circumstances the high duty cannot be
levied without either rendering the revenue unproductive or pressing
too hard upon the poorer classes,”
Mark these words. They explode the idea that the com-
parative poverty of the poorer classes in
Ireland a 5 & ,
Separate Tax- Ireland is to be ignored. It is to be recog-
METAY . 'oved.  The individuality of the country,
always. o p 3 &
the separate entity, so to speak, is in this
respect, maintained. And indeed it is absurd to argue
that a country full of contrasts with Britain in all respects,
for which you are every day legislating separately, whose
whole body of law is different from yours, should be in thisg
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liament may think Necessary, And, to the
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The plan was proposed as the simplest means of dealing

: with the debt, and it is perfectly clear that
Nointention ef

actually levying  there was no intention at that time of actually
common taxes., - H = . i sl
Abatements levying indiscriminate taxation.
and exemp- tl‘a.l'y,
tions.

On the con-
Lord Liverpool, theq Prime Minister,
in contemplation of the measure, said in
1815 :(—

“He trusted that when the two Treasuries of Great Britain and
Ireland should be consolidated.

L, such a measure, arranged with due
caution, would be found exceedingly advantageous to all parties, and

that the Irish public would benefy by its operation, Care would, no
“doubt, be talen in regulating the taxation tq pay due regard to local
circumstances, and that the principle of the measure in contemplation
should be equally fair to Great Britain and Irelang »

And Mr, Vesey Fitzgerald,

the Irish Chancellor, said in
reference to the results of the

consolidation -—
I do not fear that P
Ireland to bear the ent
and resources of Engl
those considerations

arliament will ever decl
ire weight of that taxa
and enable her to suppor
upon which alone Irefap
from those burthens which are laid upon all
United Kingdom, The power of that exemptio
to Parliament by the Act of Union.»

are the Competency of
tion which the wealth
t, withoyg reference to
d should pq exempted
ot_her subjects of the
N 1s specially reserved

ries, on the rst July, 1816,
ing the debts and revenyes
in these Proceedings tyjce
ion Act Provision a5 tq
emptions. The cxtraordi-

the Bill consolidat
1816. became lay, But
Consolidation
T feappears the Uy
abatements and ex
nary declaration that_—

" The circumstances will admit

of indiscrimpte taxation,”
is itself made,

“subject to such particul

ar abatementg and exemnt; i
‘ I : Xemptig X
and Scotland as circumst o R

and
ances may from ¢
mand,”

ime to tiye appear to de-

; ients and exemptions
n the same terms. Thuys the Union Act provision has
fiever lost its force. It was long acted op substantially ; it
1S acted on to some extent to-day:,
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Sir, may I now briefly state the course of taxation from
1817 to 1860. There was, up to 1853, no sub-
Course of  stantial assimilation. Twenty millions of the
tasSiLoR C3E7 taxation of Britain was not imposed on Ireland.
e But though peace had been restored, and the
: : ited Kingdom enormously lessened,
expeIu‘(:.hltul‘tZELEE,Lf;ll;:;éy shtt;wn to be excessive, ‘was
::Fainlel;:whﬁe great remissions were made of the British
warlfaxe;l-icy of freeing the burdens on manufactures by
i abolishing the taxes on materials and on fillo_d
Free trade.  supplies was evolved and pro_sccutéed. "l;iwég
e o new end Peel, in 1842 and =4 Io45, re :
i the British income tax, originally a war ta}?t;
But it was not extended to Ireland, on the grouﬁ‘iiil?tf;r
had never existed there ; that there was nccl) n:i s fa}r i
its collection ; and that, as Britain x_vaulcl ];31‘1 fair}that e
greater advantage from the policy, it was }11 i
;hould bear the tax. In fact, five and a- aﬂ _rnremissmn
taxation thus imposed on Britain.enablecl lcd g
of twelve millions to Britain. This was a 1g00rec;cniti011
argument. But T ask the Housc_ to note t;'(;_-‘ons an e
of the separateness, and of the diverse con 1f1 éommon
the different effects on different countries Oda‘_ews o
system which it involves. I wish these sound vi e
continued to prevail. The general result was to 'mete
British burdens, directly and indirectly, and to Plxl:ealth
enormously her commerce and mam_lfactures, her
and population—in short, her tax-paying power. L
The policy as to free food supplies was, of course, p Ao
tated by the Irish famine, when_l.ler 1;@{ E:Jd
died of hunger, while large quantities o 0aL
were being exported from the country to p iV
rents. Ireland, whose manufactures had EELY
perished, and were decaying still, derived n'ofsgch %ail;lstiz
Britain, while she lost the advantage of pre echntciS i
British markets for her agricultural produce.

Free Trade:
Effect
on Ircland.
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gricultura] interest; and it is only

© grain, and a stil] shorter period,
as to meat, that it has experienced the full effects of the
change. The economic condition of Trelapng was very bad.

The great famine inflicted on her g frightfyy] blow, and thus
her relative inferiority was increased.

I must not enter into details; but fe

taxation were directly

dncome Tax | oo the tobacco taxe
imposcl :

onIreland.  Gladstone, in furtherance

w of the changes in her
very adverse to Ireland,
when Mr.

of Peel’s fiscal policy,
Proposed the extensign for a limiteq term of the
Income Tax to Ireland. :

Poverty of the masses,
CXempt the wealthy fro —an argument
valid as to the 58€s of the Irish
ut fallacious as a
As g set-off, he
I millions, two
€ Lords” Com.
mittee as Properly a grant,
was made Permanent, ang
outweighed the hogp,

A little later Mr.

Spirit D&ltifs an Irishman’s rights to
riise

in Ireland.  anp Eng]ishman. 1

how this worlks in

were raised at intervals,
Disraeli in 1850,

The result of these Operations wag to ]

taxation by more

show later on
The spirit dutes
nalised by Mr.

Practice,
and wera eq

Icrease the Trish

ehir an twg millions, or over
CHETS 5
e 40 pe.r cent. Thus, while the average revenue
Unjustifiable  of Britain wasg 1O more thay ¢
1I’]CL‘EQS(3-

uring the war at
her population
ud so hep taxation was

the beginufng of the

Century,
greatly increased, a
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much lightened. But the average revenuc of Il:ele_m_dl}}ag
ec rait;ed over a third, and it was borne‘ by a diminishing
2;?:11&&011 out of contracting means. -Th;s dreadlfulslha:g,:;
took place while Ireland was stagg_ermg under .t 1te tocxl- s
famine, the after effects of which were acc:cn ua e v
L 1,b rdens. The British rate of taxation through
the .add;; c;lmmodities was—in 1820, £2 Ss. 7d.; in 1860,
(ilit‘ffs_ 7d.: the Irish rate was 11s. and £1 .os.t,ls'd.din"fi};{_g
:ctwation of the wealthier country had. been gd: ea T};le iy
isl;ed, that of the poorer enormously increased.
Report finds that—

i ’ 18535 and 1860
“The increase of taxation laid upon Irelaiclnliit;}?en [ '
was not justified by the then existin g clrcumsts

: - It is this general
‘epor ractically agree. g
he separate reports prac > 7
;Ir-erdictlfvhich I ask the House to endorse and to effecty
Sl i hat has happened since.
st touch briefly upon wha
I must t Complete assimilation has not 3tet beiilll
se of  attempted. There are some exemptmnfs §t1 :
%0111;?&0?1 IP has been made about four millions
axd cr ¢ ‘

e Biug;ﬂ;fi taxation not imposed on Ireland.

O ¥ 1t -
i ition would not afiect the masses .Of that com

o i inly on wealth ; and its estnnated_ymld,

el A many, e only £150,000, or in the

if imposed on Ireland, would be only £150,000,

: ; >venth.

-oporti f one twenty-seven . .

Plo?mtli%go the chief change in Irish burdens has been
i in the increase of local rates. These stood
Trish local .o 1840 at £1,500,000, or 3s. a head ; in

e 18601, at £1,875,000, or 6s. 5d, a head ; in
893, at £3,700,000, or 13s. 8d. a head ; thus mcreasing

I 3 k] J ! 3 4 y

steiéily, notwithstanding certain grants

taxation in aid of local rates, to a present total of nearly

fo;1r millions. The spending authorities are mainly grand

juries and guardians—the one entirely and the otl‘;fr

largely composed of appointed members% e'md naturally

ex;‘waaance, mismanagement, and partiality are com-
L =3

plained of.

from Imperia]
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The general effect of the British
to abolish nearly all dy
and food, and substituti
income and Property,
three or four

fiscal policy has been
ties on raw materials
ng direct taxation on

and heavy duties on
articles of wide and

General eflact
f

°
fiscal policy.
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The total tax revenue of Ireland is now, including rates,

over eleven millions, while her yearly resources
Total Irish

Taxati are, as I conceive,much under seventy millions;
Taxalion: ; - = S
Burden out of which are to be paid, having regard t
beyond means.

the case of the masses—(1) taxation ; (2) agri-

: general
| COHSUI‘HPflOI’]. These are the articles most largely con-
sumed in Ireland ; while the articles freed were so freed 3
mainly for the benefit of Britain, U5 1 uovoe s oo
@ moment objecting to the adoption of Free Trade,. or
of any other policy advantageous ¢, the interest; of
. the great bulk of the United Kingdom . i 1 do

emphatically aver that the relative advantac,res and dis-
advantages ensuing to each Country, affecang as they

do the relative taxable power of each, muyst tiei con
sidered.

N

cultural rents, including the large economic ch:ain in favour
of absentee landlords and mortgagees; besides the first
charge of all—namely, the subsistence of the masses—say
nearly four and a-half millions of people. This makes
clearly a condition of extraordinary pressure on the means
of subsistence. Taxation must, in bad years, have more than
exhausted the surplus, and so the capital has diminished.
It is, as I have said, near double the maximum relative
; -
capacity. It has now beenshown to be beyond the reason
able actual capacity. And the contrast betwe_en Ireland _and
Britain, with her 1,400 millions of income, is t?o obvious
. | d restatement. That is true which Senior proved
; In 1820 ywag I4s. gd. to nee t o e g
e f 2 IOk i in 1364, that, considering capacity, ng o8
S % tein i ke | hilels land is the most heavily taxed of countries.
between oreat, at of Britain was, in } lier lightly, while Ireland is ! . : ‘
British and year, £3 10s, 24.: ; ’ 1e earlier .. Sl i
Tiish Taxation > &9 105 3d. 5 In the later One word on a cri

or nearly one-third Jess The ;: f?i t43. IO_d., not, as my motion asserts, a grievance to all
- i 4 2 Ota ax; 35 5 . . - -
In [reland, including rates, had largely Yy Trish Taxation  (Jasses of the Irish community. Sir, setting

3 |
Micreased j [ . :

and was then 41 per head ; in 1835 A2; in 1§ 1nf{)8580, . gllifrﬁ;: aside the feelings which should make it such,
1od.; now, £2 115, 11d, Her tax reven;e i no one who considers the material interests of
'{,7’0?4’000’ and the rate per head was £} the wealthy and their relations to the poor of Ireland can
highest yet. doubt that they are in the most substantial way damnified

But, Sir, the taxation op commodities re ith by this excessive burden on the poor, and that redress will
[ . 5 1
M greater relative a4 well as absl? s -Wl-t i help not one class only but all classes.

Contrast in olute severity

on Ireland, e the second great purpose to which the new
Taxation on rid IH.B“tam, the tax revenue on Noiw, s L
Commodities. Commodltfes; which alor

Ow, the tax revenue of Ireland

last year was
I58. 1d.—the

e affects th Commission is directed, though the ian-
: - allects the masses, < d - e 2
in 1820 was, per head, about 45 g . - 3 b piffoiz of  guage is condensed and oblique, is to chsput-e
it was about £t 4s., or half the old rate . aud t‘lj’ 1111‘ Id9'4 . New COlTlllmiS' the possibility of undue burdens through this
> dl 15 kKind 1s ion toallege 7, . i
now €_lb011t 53 per cent. of her total taxation, Th; Irish | ﬂ%ﬁyectTam- indirect taxation. The First Lord of the
taxation on commodities in 1320 was, per head, about 11s,: Lol
1n 1894 about £71 2s, i i

grievance, Treasury, dcaling with this SubjeCt f)n Hie
e 2 eve of the meeting of Parliament, insisted
Prises '76 per cent, of her tota] taxation; ang her rate, per that if the view of the Commission as to undue burdens
head, is now almost equal to that of Great Britain, théugh

being imposed under indirect taxation of this sort was
the Irisp consumption is considerably less
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sound as between countries, it must be sound as between
individuals, and becayse it has not been adopted ac
between individuals, it is, therefore, not good as between
countries,

But, in establishing your plan for taxing one common

Tedicet political or geographical area, possessing those
ndirec X y/ i ; 1
Taxation in o Clements of likeness in economic condition

single

e which }'cncTer possible or tolerable a common
plan, without exceptions, you are yet obliged

to acknowledge inevitable inequalities in its operation on
individuals, which you minimise so far ag you can by your
System, and bear the rest as you must,
Here the case wholly differs. You are dealing with two

Shanill coun_tries, whif:h your politic.al Union did not
two wholly  physically unite or economically assimilate ;
i‘g}f;ﬁgt two countries so different that when the Treaty

" was made provisions were included for con-
tinued separate consideration ; two countries so different

that even in other vital matters their

laws remain divergent.
Again,

such a consideration of taxation is, of course, much
casier between two countries, the inhabitants being dealt
with as one community, than it would be between each
unit of milljong of individuals.

The system may and does press also on the Very poor in
Britain.

Sstent Remedy it for the individual every-

oystem hayd : = PR

onpoor every.  Where if you please. Remedy it if you can,
where, 3 . =
Geners1 204 as far as you can, by changes in th
remedies,

general system of taxation. Any general

femedy you may apply will so far help to
meet the Irigh grievance.

But, in so fa, as you do not apply an efficient general
Bat Trelang ~ FMedy you cannot expect Ireland, on which
u;;nfﬁ{zlaor;.ste as a country in consequence of her djfferent
and rights, ~ ©COnomic conditions, and of the much larger

numbers and narrower means of her
the grievance presses with much greater
YOur answer that there is some

Very poor,
weight, to accept
inequality in Britain too.
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The right of separate treatment is r_ecognised by the 'Il'glue?:;
This argument therefore is one against thehTrfgaty_ b
are holding by the Treaty, and surely Umonl_StS ouil re
to depart from it. Unhappily the two countries h_aw‘mo >
1 more diverced in matters relevant to _taxatmn : an
and m cist with E’diff"ering and increasingly different taxable
the};c?t?elss and economic conditions. As the English Com-
?Izlliisioners have found :—

¢« The system of taxation which now exists in the United Kingdom,

Y -l a rich nation
. V]'.I.IIC 1t may not ])e unsuited to the leq'l.lllﬁnlelltS of a I

i i v rer
ilce Great Britain, presses hardly and inequitably onl alreltatlli‘tglcyul?;"ﬁt?l
i lik Irelai"nd ‘Where there is comparatively bat & Al
Cou'nniy H:d the main burden of taxation must of necesmt;i :levied
asrlttlleri(;nsﬁmcrs of dutiable commodities. The mnloit'lt‘;nt;?e e
b}) c‘ars to be in excess of what is required px}thc'oeﬁlle e
glfl?reland and heavier than the masses of the Irish peop g
called upon to bear.”

These things being so, Ireland has her 'Tl'csélbi’ ng:iir‘:g
have the circumstances recognised and weTghe’ in se b;
her burdens. After all, but an approxlmafxon Car;ries
reached ; an approximation bctwicen the two cf;nindi-,
leaving some inevitable discrepancu?s as betwelen ;efects_
vidual inhabitants of those countries. But these

will not justify a refusal to do what is possible, or an

attempt to keep an undue burden on Ireland’s shou_ldf:s. )
The First Lord thinks, and the proposed COII].IT].IF‘»::I?H is
in part designed to establish, tl‘fat the 111:_:111'&?

Mf,uzg‘t’:‘gs character of the taxation deprives Irelanldc‘:
e will any right to complain or to separate consider-
ation. But the main or only Irish taxes ex.—

isting at the Union were indirect, and still quota and
exemptions were provided. He complains that the Com;
missioners in determining the over-taxation of two anc
three-quarter millions proceeded “ by the simple method of
argument,” and he says the very simplicity of tI‘1e argul;r;zﬁct;
should have created suspicion, for great ﬁnanmlal quctshOds:
are not usually or easily seitled 'by su(fh“plam fm(ta K ‘i..
And he objects to “logic and arithmetic i as rz:: 5(2)11;l 111
the case. But he himself resorts to still mo ple



32 HON, EDWARD BLAKE, M.P.

arguments. He says our views do not apply at all to
indirect taxation, because, forsooth,

“There is an clement of free will in the matter. A man may con-
sume or not consume as he pleases. If he does not consume he does
not pay. It is surely folly to treat a case of that kind as you would
treat a case in which the tax-collector came and took so much money
out of his pocket whether he liked it or not,”

r Now, this in effect is saying that mere consumption, being
; Practically voluntary, is the best test of capacity, for 1‘16
i wrong is done because there is 1o compulsion to consume.
But, Sir, the compulsion comes in when, wanting to con-
Sume, craving to consume, needing to consume you are
obliged to pay the State for the power to con;umc. If
t?lis argument were correct, why any Provision for exemp-
I tions, abatements, or quota? It would be enough to
' Proyide that taxation should not be differential andb then
mfiu-ect taxation would take care of itself ; anf’:'[ since all
Trich taxation was then indirect, there would be n,othin@; to
take care of. Byt who would justify now a levelline U}) in
| 1800; and who justifies now the levelling up in th?: years
I éSSShISGO‘? Yet this argument is ample justification for
| 100\:?1;;‘ rii lrtl:;trelre ?orrect, why were the duties kept relatively

v yT}?irst)if vears after the- consolidation of the
[ but I admit .it does nz,t lsf}d@Ed, il S‘I'm'Ple Ferind ol
‘ Sin by the addition of « logic.”

The views of the Tnerl: e
| stated :—_ the English Commissioners are thus

| “It has, h
| . A9 Nowever, been ar i i
| Ties, at any rate supérﬂuin' gued that the arijcles are, if not luxu-
remaining after the hare i :
necessi i i

[l are unable to assent to this ar nent. e have been Bupplies e
[l of the masses must be tak - e thinl: that the el
| | they actually consurme ag ﬁrll'lztst%;\?hf? lci o e
il w _ at they find it pe y t 2
. tlllat, \f'lih_Out a total and almost 1nt:(:r1‘1t:ei*.fahlCESSFlly o consmﬂf, 1;'1‘.5

1€y ate unable to forego,” R

The same view

is :
Sexton — P xpanded in the report of P

“While e : ;
il incoi?jl ttaa\:\;i; ?E p;l_toperty abstract the same proportion only
3 %, ither - s o
Common tonsumpticn ope Uty equal taxes on articles

! fate without any regard to disparity of "
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come. In proportion to the actual consumption of articles of ordinary
use, the poorest country, under such a common system, has to pay as
much as the richest, at least to the extent to which the taxed articles
are consumed in proportion to population. Thus, the poorer country
surrenders a larger proportion of gross income, and a still higher pro-
portion of surplus income, even if the rates of consumption of the taxed
articles are alike in cach. Certain commodities, though taxed, may be
consumed in a poorer country almost as much as in a rich one, because
the rich has a choice of various articles, while the poor is practically
limited to two or three staples on which the_tax is laid. T!w con-
sumption of staples naturally tends to equality, the test being the
satisfaction of appetite, so far as the power to acquire exists, and
appetites not varying with incomes.”
Thus, a tax on articles of very general consumption
approximates to a poll-tax. In truth, Sir,
Tlﬁgﬁth it is difficult to treat this argument seriously.
TIndir_ect On what calculation do you lay such heavy
axation. s 2
taxes on tobacco, spirits, beer, and tea? Why
have you ventured to make these the only contribu-
tion of the masses to the public expenditure? How
do you dare to count, year after year, on the popula-
tion paying such sums as—for tea, nineteen and a-half
millions ; tobacco, twenty-five millions; spirits, fifty-four
and three-quarter millions; beer, ninety-five mzlh‘oqs—-
total, one hundred and ninety-four and a-quarter millions
—sixty millions more than the value of all your lfll]:DO-l’tCCi
foods!—one hundred and ninety-four and a-quarter millions,
out of which you derive a “voluntary revenue ” of forty-one
and a-half millions, on which you depend to pay the greater
part of the yearly charge of this empire? The rich you
force to pay ; the poor and the masses you do not! They
pay only voluntarily, as a matter of free-will! Will this
argument satisfy the Englishman when you propose to
increase the beer-tax ? No ; he will say, “ I must have my
beer,” and he will put out the politician who would “ rob a
poor man of his beer!” No, Sir; no! The Chancellor of
the Exchequer does not feel on this head much doubt or
anxiety. Well, he knows that practically the scttled‘ and
rooted habits of the people ; their tastes, wants, cravings;
their determination to have and use their tobacco, tea, or

liquor ; their need of these articles, are so strong that they
: D
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almost amoupt to must; and that it is, in any practxcaj
sense, a mockery to call the tax voluntary. ~Calmly re
builds his whole financial fabric on the cerfainty that %he
people must have, and, therefore, must pay. IHe goes ggflb,f,
©on his way, nor dreads any sudden outbrealk of  free-will
which shall seriously cut down his revenue.
It is saig, Sir, that it is the whiskey-tax of which we
e complain.  There is a serious grievance th
Complaint,  inequality to which I shall have to refer_. But,
apart from that, our complaint is of the exces- -
axes which are on more than whiskey—which are on
tea, tobacco, and beer as well, You will see by the evidence
as to the poorest districts—for example, Donegal—by the
poor little family budgets which have been presented, SO
affecting in the narrowness and bareness of the lives they
depict, that but little whiskey is drunk there; tea and
tobacco are the only relief. ;
Then it is said that the whiskey-tax is a tax on CXcCSS":
Whisleay;tags s 01 the drunkard. The right hon. mem?c;
My for Bodmin used the same argument, saylna
?;‘f;‘égt“ that if too much money comes from Irelan
it is because too much whiskey is drunk there
and that we must fix our attention on the individual who
pays the penalty of the indulgence of his taste ; and he
added that if he suffered a wrong, the wrong would be
doubled if the money were returned to his neighbour. The
First Lord takes 2 similar line of consideration of the
individual case.
To this whole line of reasoning I demur. The revenue
mainly comes—the efficiency, the productive-
T gohenal  ness of the tax depends upon its coming—from
masses; the masses, who generally take tea, tobacco
and liquor. The vast proportion of the con~
sumption of liquor is that of the great majority Who
are not drunkards. That is the virtue of the tax as &
productive. tax. The wideness of the area. of pressure
Is its strength as a fiscal device. The tax is mainly on

sive t
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normal, not on excessive consumption. This it is which
makes it a general tax—a tax on the masses ; and so an
object of substantial justice would be achieved, if abatement
or exemption were impossible, by remission of restitution
to the masses of the community. It were truly a refine-
ment of justice for Britain to refuse any remedy, any relief,
for fear that the restoration to the Irish community of exces-
sive taxation on individuals composing the Irish masses
shall not exactly apportion the return to the individual
taxpayer. Is this the reason why there is to be no redress?
It would be a shabby excuse, which I hardly expected to
hear urged in this place; but which I suspect is intended

from one of the proposed references to the new Com-
mission.

Buat, Sir, the accusation of comparative excess which

underlies this argument I dispute, and chal-
Charge of  Jenge the accusers. Iwish there were less drink-
Liish excess | = : T
untrue. ing in Ireland and in Britain. But Ireland,
Ccompared with Britain, is a sober country. You
who accuse us spend far more on drink than we; and
you arrange to get it cheap, at Irish and Scottish expense.
You are provident in your cups. There is here a gross
iimfluality under 2 nominally equal system. It is not
fiecessary to go to hypothetical cases, as of tea-drinking
and COffCE-drinking countries united for taxation. Let us
take the case of the beer and the whiskey-drinking coun-
tries. Not merely is the whole sum of Irish taxation
relatively excessive, but the spirit and the beer taxes are

also, as between themselves, grossly uncqual and partial in
their operation.

Let us look at the facts, I take Britain as a whole
Canpimtive Scotland has a case here against England even
Drink . Bills— MOre aggravated than ours; and to strike
I’i:SEEHd the account with Britain as a whole thus

-lessens unduly the Irish claim as against
England. But the reference is as between Great Britain
and Ireland.
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In 1893 the expenditure for beer in Britain was

488,627,000, or 42 13s. a head; in Ireland,
£6,291,000, or A1 75 2d. a Lhead. Thus the
Briton spends all but twice as much on beer as the Irish-
man. “Oh,” you may say, “we all know that! The
Briton drinks beer, the Irishman whiskey ; what about
whiskey 2 "’
Well, Sir, what about whiskey? The expenditure for
. spirits in Britain was %48,571,000, or £1 95
M per head ; in Ireland, £6,144,000, or £1 6s.6d
per head. Thus, much more was spent per head on spirits
in Britain than in Ireland. So Britain preserved her
superiority in both branches of this competition ; having
spent twice as much on beer, she took a good deal mor¢
spirits, too; and then she says something about Irish
drunkards! The Briton spends on both £4 2s. ; the Irish-
man, £2 133 2d. And then some British statesman tells
his enthusiastic constituents that the Irish complaint is due
to too much drink ; and if they would only purge and live
cleanly they would have no ground fo_r ’grievance. 1
venture to suggest that it is not for Britain to “cast a
? to preach free-will, temperance, and soberness as
o defend injustice on her part by alleging

Beer.

stone,
our cure, or t
excess on ours.

But this is not all, or nearly all. As I have said, you are

provident in your cups. See how you have

tUnjl;s[tjélg‘av’i‘n arranged the cost of that part which you can
CBeerand  control—the tax. You prefer beer, and the

g tax on beer is alike for all.  So is the tax o
spirits alike for all. But the tax on sixty gallons of yourll’
fayourite drink—beer—Is equal to the tax on one gano
Having regard to the relative quantlt}f Ooﬂ
alcohol, the tax on beer is about one-sn.{th of the tae}iling'
spirits. 'The tax on beer is about one-sixth of 1:11.9”:30f e
the tax on spirits about three-fourths il
What is the practical result of thes¢ fq :
Imperial and local, was for 1893

of whiskey.

price in bulk;
selling price.
taxes? The taxrevenue,
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Britain—Spirits, £13,810,000 ; beer, £9,214,000—a total
of £23,024,000. In Ireland—Spirits, .£2,240,000 ; beer,
A£624,000—a total of £2,764,000. The Briton’s drink bill
was £4 2s., out of which 16s. 1d. was tax ; the I[rishman’s,
£2 13s. 6d., out of which 13s. 101d. was tax. If the Irish-
man paid only at the Briton’s rate his tax would be 10s. 6d. ;
his excess is 3s. 43d., which for Ireland is noless than seven
hundred and eighty thousand poundsa year! I have not
run out the figures for Ireland as against England alone,
but I fancy the excess would cover eight hundred and fifty
thousand pounds a year.

But this, according to the free-will doctrine of the First

Lord, is, I must admit, no grievance. The

M;.mlia‘l‘{?;lu-’s Irishman may differ in taste and in opinion,

again. and difference of climate may affect his judg-

ment as to the kind of drink most suitable for

him. But these are mere details. The Briton likes his

beer and likes it cheap ; and so the Irishman must have the

free will to like it too ; and thus he can save the tax! In-

deed the unequal pressure of the tax has been operating to
some extent in this direction.

I am not now arguing as to the expediency, in the general
o iute.rest, of changes in these duties, or of differ-
change yo!  ential rates, You may contend that on moral,

excuse, or economic, or fiscal grounds it would be a

ol misfortune so to lower the duty on spirits, and
a political impossibility so to raise the duty on beer as to
produce equality, and a bad thing to have differential duties.
But those contentions do not settle the question. If they
be true, none the less is there a grievance to Ireland ; none
the less should that grievance be met in some other way as
a part of the fiscal arrangement ; none the less should the
spirit of the compact be observed. You should not pro-
mote your morality, or interest, or convenience at our ex-
pense. I ask the House, concurring in the finding of the
joint Report that “identity of rates of taxation does not
necessarily involve equality of burden,” to agree also to the
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view, that I have proved, in the case of these two countries,

gross inequalities demanding redress.

Well, Mr. Spealker, complaints of excessive taxation
have been made for generations from the Irish
Irish com-

enteard benches. In 1864 the House referred it to a
Parliamentary -Select Committee, ““to consider the taxation

cnqxuslézs’ of Ireland ; how far it is in accordance with
the Treaty of Union, or just in reference o the
resources -of ‘the country;” and a long Inquiry toolk place.
‘The Irish contention was then met by adopting the falla-
cious idea of the taxation of individuals instead of the
taxation of the country, and by ignoring the relevant con-
siderations as to the practical effect of taxes on articles of
primary use and general consumption.
But, 'be it remembered, that there was ‘then no suggestion
of divided estimates; those who resisted the
’Ni’olgﬂ!fgs:ﬂ Irish claim did not found themselves no that
expenditure  construction.  They took advantagc of the
e opposite view—the one by which we hold ;
and for a very good reason. In the sixties, when Ireland
in one year paid £7,700,000, of which, even according to
the preposterous divisions now suggested, £ 3,400,000 went
to what is now called Imperial expenditure, the modern
argument would have made bad worse ; and according to it
there would, during many vears have been, as there is, an
enormous balance overpaid by Ireland, aggregating many
millions. At that time it suited Britain to adopt the other
and truer view, namely, that local circumstances and condi-
tions might involve a greater expenditure by the United
Kingdom in one than in the other country ; that it was
none the less common; due to, growing out of, and material
to the Union ; expenditure of the United Kingdom.

There were in later years ineffectual motions and
remonstrances.  But the question became

Honlmggléiulci demonstrably urgent on the oceasion of the
; Home Rule Bill of 1886, when the financial
Proposals involved the re-consideration of the whole
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problem, coupled with an attempt, in view of Irish self-
government, to divide what had been the United Kingdom
expenditure into Imperial and local, based, of course, on
the respective legislative spheres of the Imperial and the
proposed local Legislatures. This event is the clue to

much that has since occurred in this connection,
In 1890, when, after the question of Home Rule had been
placed before the country, a Unionist Govern.
Mr. Goslcgmél’_s ment was in power, the present First Lord
Sz;t;fi;en?n;_ of the Admiralty, then Chancellor of the
. Exchequer, in reply to a request from

these benches, said :—

“I think we shall be prepared to grant an inquiry into the financial
relations of the two countries. I do not want to exclude Scotland, and
I think hon. members from both countries will see that we are anxious
to meet them. We shall be glad to throw as much lisht as possible
on the financial relations of the two countries, Fon. members will see

at once that it must be a full and proper inquiry. Of course, if the
inquiry should show that injustice has been done to any part of the

. United Kingdom steps will Ge talen to afford redress.”

The right hon. gentleman, after consulting his colleagues
later, in making the mation objected to any historical retro-
spect.  The purpose, he said, was—

“To see whetheq Scotland or Ireland should be relieved of any
portion of the taxation they now pay ; to see if there should be any
alteration of existing burdeps, The power of a country to pay

taxation must to a large extent depen'd chrnTn b, Miteoar allthace
matters will be thrashed out in the Committee.”

The Committee sat but once, when it called for Treasury
returns. - Efforts to re-appoint it failed because of objec-
tions taken by the Welsh members, who claimed a similar
separate consideration for Wales, which the Government
declined to grant on the ground that Wales had never been
treated as a separate fiscal entity.
The financial returns which have been presented for
several years had here their origin. Now,
The Financial = this proceeding and language involved the
RI;EF{J[;?;IS recognition of the right of Ireland and Scot-
land as countries to separate consideration ;
and more, the acknowledgment that the indirect system of
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taxation did not automatically produce taxation according
to resources ; and that the resources of the countries were
to be considered, the alleged equal operation of the taxa-
tion on the individual inhabitants not answering the

- demand. The maintenance of such views would have

cut away the ground for the committee. It seems to me
obvious that the form of the reference and returns was in
part moulded by the recent attempts to make a division in

connection with the Home Rule scheme.
Again there have been recognitions in recent years of
the separatz condition of Ireland and Scot-

Tmperial land in connection with t i
Grants in aid . . s Impeual grants
ofrates.  in aid of local rates. T refer to, without

implying approval of, the system. But how
has it been worked ? These grants were based not on the

plan of applying the total aid all over the United Kingdom,
as one taxable entity, but on the theory (though not with-
out exception later as against Ireland) that each of the
three divisions was a taxable unit to which was being
returned, for expenditure by the minor local authorities, a
portion of the general taxation; and, therefore, that the
return should be on the basis of the proportions in which
cach of the units had contributed to the fund.
Last Session when agricultural distress throughout the
United Kingdom v i : :
Agricultural was, as man%f of usv;iil?l)' i s e depcs
Distress ? tunk, most unwarrantably
Relief, 1506, expanded, so as to limit the relief of Ireland——
the country in which there existed the greatest

agricultural distress—by making the grant, in form, a
r

relief to local rates in England, and thus applying, as we
think erroneously, the proportional system, And sr; those
who oppose our view that we are entitled to se,para’ce
treatment as to taxation, themselves insist, in some degree,
on separate treatment in expenditure,

Now, Sir, it is acknowledged by Sir Edward Hamilton
that the Union Act does not contemplate this division.
But he says, and others say, that circumstances have
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altered since, that some expenditures are now made which
il were not then made, as, for example, on
D:'Lﬁei‘%i’;mt}?_ Police and Education. True, enlarged con-
ceptions have been formed of the duty of the
Government of the United Kingdom; and it has been
deemed to be a national object to provide for the educa-
tion and for the order of the people; and, for its govern-
ment under the Union, a constabulary has been organised
in Ireland. Accordingly Acts have been passed and
revenue is raised and expended by the United Kingdom
for this purpose. But this does not in the least alter the
rights of Ireland, or render obsolete the provisions of the
treaty. This is your own interpretation of the duty of the
United Kingdom.
But it is said that a part of the expenditure on education
and on police is, under Imperial legislation,
Argument provided for in Britain by local rates, raised
ﬁm;i?.mh by local bodies, who have been given a
measure of control over the subjects, and that
it is unfair to ignore this local expenditure in stating the
account between the countries. I repeat that: it s me
possible for this reason to divest the expenditure of the
Imperial character which it clearly retains, so far as Ireland
is concerned, You make it and you keep it Imperial ; and
its scale, its purpose, its regulation, are all such as you
choosa to fix, not such as you are willing to confide to
local representative authorities. We must therefore hold
by the view that the money which this Parliament votes,
expends, and controls, for the purpose of carrying on
government in Ireland is in reason, and in the sense of the
Union Act, Imperial expenditure.
This view is our only protection against the injustice
which would ensue from your being at liberty

Modeof  to fix the scale and direct the mode, while we
eeling 2 i i
olll;jcctio'h. are obliged to pay. And the objection of in-

cquality would be fully met, if for the purpose
of ascertaining the grand total to which Ireland should
contribute, the analogous amount raised locally in Britain



' -data are accessible ; the figures can be easily
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towards these two obj
Imperial estimate,
tionate share of

ects were added to the sum of the
Thus Ireland would bear her propor-
the whole expenditure; and this would
meet in a less objectionable way the position of Mr.
Childer’s as to Police and Education, and in very large
measure the criticisms of Lord Farrer and his colleagucs.
This, I need hardly say, is a very narrow question. The
run out.
There are some minor cross-entries to be made, The
general result would be perhaps so to enlarge the
Imperial estimate as to reduce the over-taxation by about
4300,000, or to about two and @ ‘half millions on the
minimum estimate. I need hardly say that the adoption
of this plan, with its limited and defined application, affords
not the least justification for the proposed breaking up of
the Imperial expenditure, which it rather keeps intact ;
still less docs it need a new Royal Commission,
But it is said our contention would make Britain
T tributary to Irelan(_:i. No.t 50; every detail
not tributary — of the whole affair is within your
B el according to your will,
Then, if for argument’s sake, the principle of breaking
> up the Imperial expenditure be admitted, we
Treposterous i s . 4
details of quarrel grievously with the details.

total

power, and

letai On these
Lol 250 all the data for judgment are before us,

Expenditwre.  and the questions are peculiarly for settle-

ment by Parliament on the initiative of the
‘Government.  As Lord Farrer said in another place, they
need no new Commission, The Speech of the First Lord

adopted the classification of the Treasury, and baseq o
1t the assertion that Ireland contributed byt I-32nd to

what he called Imperia] expenditure, Now, let me glance
at the details of this division.

Ireland is charged with the Constabulary—_an armed,

semi-military force, mainta; HTMIOUS

By, v » Mamtained at enormov
cost, far beyond any conceivable need for the
under normal conditions, of such a2 country ; &
a scale of expenditure directly flowing from and

policing,
force and
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due to ‘the Unien, and doing -almost entirely TImperial
work. I do not find that any one of the Commissioners, or
even Sir Edward Hamilton himself, approves this charge in
its totality, and he states that in'the earliest of the Financial
Relations Papers it was distributed as Imperial. So it
ought 'to be.

Ireland is charged with the Imperial expenditure on the
great national subject of education, which is
moulded and directed through Imperial legis-
lation, by Imperial and centralised administration.

Ireland is charged with the collection of ‘the Tmperial
revenue, the adminstration of justice, the
I’oa.t Office, the Civil Service generally, the
Viceregal establishment. All these are cbviously Imperial.

Then we quarrel with the scale of expenditure, created
here and proposed to be charged exclusively
to us. It is expensive, extravagant, centra-
lized, on the Imperial scale. Look at the
salaries and numbers of the judges, and contrast the condi-
tions as between the emoluments of Bar and Bench, even
with these which prevail here, still more with those which
prevail in poorer countries. Contrast the cost of depart-
ments compared with the cost-even here. The whole system
1s unsuited to the circumstances and beyond the means of
Ireland. It is not checked by the ordinary safeguards of
local responsibility and the ordinary inducements to
economy. All these are defects in the system. From it
they flow. With what justice then do you propose to
charge them exclusively on the weaker partner ?

But you say, “Irishmen and Irish members will not cut

down the votes.” Afterall, itis you who frame

leffll\__giiic'é_ the estimates and pass the votes.  But give to
e Ireland the usual stimulus to economy—some

profit {rom the saving, before you complain that she does
not insist on pruning your extravagance. While Sh(? finds
that she is taxed beyond her capacity ; that she will not
appreciably gain by economy in Ireland ; and that the only

Education.

QOther charges.

Scale of
Hxpenditure,
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question is where the money shall be spent, is it muck
wonder that she should prefer Ireland as the scene?
At any rate the responsibility is yours ; Ireland cannotsave

or spend a shilling ; you have the power and must take
the blame,

But, Sir, it is not only to the Trish part of this divided

ey estimate that we object. We object Ito. tl.le
proposed Imperial part as well. If you cut up the es-
COIH"E‘IIIJS;E;H timates as you propose, and find some elem.ents
to which, as Imperial, you hold us specially

bound to make proportionate contribution, you drive us to
analyse their nature, and to inquire whether there is any
reasonable ground for our providing, first, everything you
choose to call local expenditure, and then also our propor-

tion, according to our relative taxable capacity, of these
great heads of Imperial expenditure,

1 do not, in the present form of Un;

_ of these questions.

True view. . :
No division.  OPened without viola

on, want to open any
I believe they cannot be
ting the spirit of the Act,

applied, whether here, or i
relative taxable capa
will destroy this system, ¢yt
and enter into the question o

But if you S

up the accounts,

, f the separ
Bt i e : separate or
Sage e Eflai;x;? interests of Britaip and of Ireland in
inquiry. 1€ ditferent expendityreg d
. epend
#ill Ban »depend upon it you

e to grapple with e )
; your [ :
well as with your local estimates, We res mperial as

t on the contract :
you propose a change, 1 e
: : : ook at the new
mperial estimates,

Look at youy navy. Brit

Then must we

ain has created an economic

System under whi S requires, i
fi i ? , W hich she fequires, in order that
Hais She may obtain her supplies of food and of
_ materials, and maintaiy her position as a
Manufacturing, mercantile, and

carrying power, to keep
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command of the sea. Her naval budget is her insurance
premium. She is continually pressed to add to her insurance,
and told that it is cheap. It may be cheap for her; she has
the gains. But can you henestly say that I'reland has tk}e
same proportionate interest in the profits insured by this
premium? And, if not, can you say she ought to con-
tribute in that proportion to the insurance ?

Look at your army, mainly required for the purposes of
the Indian and Colonial Empire, and for the

I“{pgal security of your commercial interests, and to
Army. 7 5 P
which therefore the same considerations apply.
IprirtIal Look at your debt charge, contracted for wars
ebLh

waged in the same interests. .
Do not charge me with taking a limited or a shopkeeper’s
view of this matter. Remember the language
»Tﬂ)ﬂ %ﬂ:, of the Prime Minister and Foreign Seceretary,
= 3. %
i uttered as late as the 11th March, wken he
said—
« ATl machinery—at all events of the (;‘Xf(_:l:l’lz.".l lqali;t ?ft1?u1' C%‘-:(;lg%
ment—is in its Intention and its ob;ettl (11162;85-1‘ O}e 1;-:,1!?}{1;3‘1& o
aintaining and facilitating British trace. We 12y ard. 2nd
?SJEE; ]fI:t] 11%6'1;:.%{ achievements of our arnwhgng ?}Lu nzlni}- ;%1 owltil;?
el e ler any stress to which they hav Dbeen put.
%a\-e lI-lm\ ebr‘églcl?} alllftlfx]il;(actio11yis that the various parts of 1111e world
Ut,tb?](; Jt open to the exploration, to the enterprise, to the mndustry of
Eaia : rﬁii : b% saved from that encircling band of hostile tarifis which
r::mc};’us to) know, when we hear that a territory has fa},len inte {oreign
(Sf‘cupation, that it is really robhbed from British trade,
Sir, I think these considerations show that the proposed
inquiry would, if it ever ended, never satisfy,
Ge“ff‘l and that the only safe ground is to stand on
Tesull i i )
the Union Act provisions, Let me repeat, I
do not wish to open these matters. It is you, who set up
this suggested division of expenditure, who raise the issue.
But while T thus contend, I fully agree that, if this w:vhol_e
question were taken up by Britain in the proper spirit, it
would become our duty and our interest to promote all
reasonable reductions in the extravagance of Irish ex-

penditure.
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There remaing only one set off on whicl} I wish to say a
single word. I refer to theremitted or unsettled
; %33;51;;1 advances or: grants to Ireland. Wlth'pal‘t L
’ have already dealt—namely, ‘the famine ad-
vances. Of the remainder, some are being settled by the
l Restitution Fund. Of the bulk it is to be remarked that
they were not at all advances to local authorities, or analo-
S0us to the British grants, but expenditures made by the
Imperial Government, largely wastefy] and futile, and
charged compulsorily on the people.  The sym ot
in fairness reducible to about one mijll
remissions of English advances; but
would form only a fraction of the rest
Ireland in respect of past over-taxation, ap element of
the grievance which demands redress. On this, too, a1l the
materials are before us, and the question {s ripe for your
decision,
Now,

al seems
ion in excess of
if it all stood, it
tution fairly due to

Sir, an amendment has been put down insisting
on the absolute fiscal indivisibility of the
\\’I}i{:i(er’s United Kingdom, and oy the consideration
amendment.  Only of the pressure of taxation on the
individual, wherever he Ways Teside:  “This
was partly the view of the Committee of 1864. But it is

not, as I think I have shown, the e view,
Another alnen_drx}el]t appears, designeq ato
Mr. Plonkett’s t? hmlt the I"c?:l]ge and to il‘ldica
amendmeat,  t0N E{ remedial legislatiop, But I venture

- to submit tp o . o e
7 both a wiser course and 1;3;11:2111 t'h(.m_' fnen.d that lt, IR
e, § opinion to adhere to the com "terpretation of Irish
i... c prehenSlVC “,rords Of my pro_

posal,

The line of the Government is different.

terms adopt, though it may aim
The of, the fir
Govqrnmenr ! first amendment

o ledge the existence of 4

the Propriety of the remed
Second amendment, The Government
| i

It does not in
at the result
It does not acknow-
grievance, or admit
Y suggested by the

Proposes to meet
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the case by the appointment of a new Commission, mainly
to inquire into the results of the propo
parts of the United Kingdom expenditure, into the efect
of the existing United Kingdom taxation, and into the-
propriety of changes in taxation and expenditure. Ina
word, it is proposed to deal with our. demand upon the
lines of the specch of the First Lord of the Treasury at
Manchester. [ have already given you ’che. reas'ons why I
think it. impossible to assent to any such inquiry.
It is said that the Commissioners failed to discharge
their duty by not reporting upon this question
The ‘of division. But the bulk of the Commis-
Sicf,‘;?;“li}v_ sioners held that that pc"rltion of th'e‘reference.
had regard to the political Colldlt-lDI'IS then
existing as to Home Rule, and had no foundation under
the Act of Union. That is the argument we advance,
This, however, is to be added, that all the materials for
- a conclusion upon these questions have been

sed division into four

New. collected, and are to bc found in the pro-
Cmm?is‘:ﬂm ceedings of the Commission ; and that there
US2Iess.

1S no mnecessity or utility in remitting
such questions at this day to the decision of any sucll1 body,
They are now, after all, peculiarly a matter for Parliament,
Upon the ground then, first, that the proposed inquiry ig.
based upon wrong principles ; secondly, that it ig useless ;,
and thirdly, that it is dilatory, we object to ang protest
against the Commission,

This being the answer to our demand, T apy relieved

from considering in  detail the suggestion

Demand for  which has heen thrown cut in Ministeria]

;‘eplflfé‘; duarters, that the Commission shoulq have

indicated, and that we, forsooth, should now

indicate the precise form of the remedy. That question

was not referred to the Commission. It is obviously one

for Parliament, on the initiative of the Executive, to deg]

with. It is not for us, a small minority, powerless to
achieve, to propound the specific remedy to-day,
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You well know what the majority of the Irish people
think would embrace a complete and effective
remedy. That solution you refuse to adopt.-

But your refusal entails on you even added responsi-

bilities towards Ireland; and, both as the

Responsibility depositories of power and as the‘ s_pecial fle“

Oﬂﬁfflrlti.r_m fenders of the existing form of Union, which

is the basis of this Government, you are

doubly bound to find a remedy for this grievous injustice,
existent under the system you maintain and control,

Several plans have been sugges’c?d, Qf \vhi;h some are

to be found in the various reports, AJ] may

Several plans  haye their inconveniences. It is for you to

R propound that which you think best, and for

us to make counter-proposals. But, the principle of our

claim once admitted, we shall make no difficulty in discyss.
ing with you the best 1‘emed¥.

If you say « The inconveniences are too serious ;
no practicable way within the Union ;
fore the grievance must remain unredressed,”
then assuredly, the friends of the Union will
inflict a heavy blow on the system by which they stand. You
have declared for that Union a5 a compact under which
Ireland was secure in all her rights, and protected in al] her
interests ; under which she was assured of just and
treatment. If you now aver that the U
she shall still labour under this injusti
discourage its friends, and place in th
ponents a keen and powerful weapon of attacl,

Sir, we call for action, and to that end I moye—« That
in the opinion of this house the report and Proceedings of
the Royal Commission on the Financial Relations of Great
Britain and Ireland establish the existence of an undue
burden of taxation on Ireland, which constitytes a great
grievance to all classes of the Irish community, and makes it

the duty of the Government to Propose at an early day
remedial legislation.”

ITome Rule.

we find
there-
Consequences
of relusal.

generous
nion demands that
€& you cannot but
¢ hands of its op-
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—_-.Q._._....

The References are principally to the Kegort and Two Volumes of Evidence
of the Financial Relations Cemmission,

Parl. Papers, C. 8262, 1896, and C. 7720, I. II. 1895,
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T
POPULATION OF GREAT BRITATN AND IRELAND FROM 1780 TO 1806,

[ The figures for Great Britain are mkgn principally from Censug Reports :
from Dr. Grimshaw’s Tables, Evidence, 11, 437-8. Thase for 18g6

Generals’ Estimates.]

those for Ireland
are from Repistrar-

Year, Great Britain. Ircland.
1780 9,510,000 3,526,000
1702 10,035,000 4,206,000
1301 10,942,000 4,937,0c0
1311 12,596,000 5,795,000
1521 14,329,000 6,802,000
1331 16,260,000 7,767,000
1841 18,534,000 8,199,000
1351 20,815,000 6,514,000
1861 23,128,000 5,788,000
1871 26,072,000 5,398,000
1381 20,700,000 5,145,000
1801 33,027,000 4,681,000
1896 34,917,000 4,560,000

IL.

EXPENDITURE PER HEaD oF PoPULATION ON SPIRITS AND BEER I
GREAT BRITAIN AND IN IRELAND IN 18g3.
[Parl, Paper 334 of 1803, Ewidence, 1. 360.]

= Great Britain. Treland.

Spirits £1 9 o £1 6 6
Beer Fe it d 213 o 3= 57 2
Totals £4 2 o 4213 8
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54 TABLES.

V.

TAXABLE CAPACITY OF IRELAND, AS COMPARED TO THAT OF

GREAT BRITAIN.

(Calculated : Nos. 1 to 8, 15 and 16, from Sir Robert Giffen’s Tables,
NO-[? from R'Ié ]\Turrol?gh PBrien’s Table, Evidence, 1. 387. Nos.

Sir E. W, Hamilton's Table, Evidence, I, 356-7. No,

Er::‘a'a;ce, IL 173,
1o to 13 frem
I4.  Hee Table V1]

1. Consumption of Coal ... i

2. Nett Income Tax Assessments of Quarries,
Mines and Gasworks ...

3- Tonnage of Shipping in Foreign Trade
4- Persons engaged in Textile Factories

5. Capital of Joint Stoclk Companies
6. Passengers (exclusive of Season Ticket
Holders) carried on Railways ...

7. Goods conveyed on Railways

8. Value of Mineral Produce

9. Capital of Industrial and Provident Socicties

10. Income from Government S

tocks (average of
years 1391, 1892, 1893) ..,

11. Profits "derived from Trad

I es and Professipns
(same period)

12. Total Profits assessed 1o

: Income-Tax (same
periad) o

13. Property assessed to Probate

2 and Succession
Duty {same period)

14, Surplus Income after deducti

| D L ng cost of Syb.
sistence and Taxation

e e

15, Males above 20 in Agricultural Class in 1891
16. Nett Agricultural Production
Average per person

It is upon figures such
pared to Great Britain,
her one greqt industry,

h as these that Treland’s
15 established, The ty
agriculture, her people a

In Irt_zlzlnrl compared with
that in Great Britain is as

1 o 41

I, 8
1 1 53
I 33 62
T » g3
I o 36

Ireland, Great Britain-

—— e

701,000 1,140,000
440,000,000 £ 180,000,000
£57 £157

low taxable capacity, as com-
© last lines prove that even in
Ie at a disadvantage.

TABLES.

55
VI.

APPROXIMATE CAPITAL OF GREAT BRITAIX AND oF IRELAND 1N 1803,
WITH ATFPROXIMATE ESTIMATE OF SURPLUS INCOME OF INHABI-
TANTS IN BOTH COUNTRIES.

[Evidence gassim, and Mr. Murrough O'Brien’s Table, Euidence, 1, 385.]
Great Brituin. |  Trelang.
e
£

Capital in 1812 e s+ | 1:500,000,000 | 563,000,000
2 1895 -+ |10,000,000,000 | 400,000,000

————e

Gross Annual Income, 1895 -+ | 1:500,000,000 | 70,000,000

Maintenance Allowance, 412 per head of

population 420,000,000 | 55,000,000

D
1,080,000,000 | 1 5,000,000
Great Britain. Ireland.

Revenue, 1892-93 ... 85,000,000 7,000,000

Local Taxes .. 33,000,000 3,000,000 | 127,000,000 | 19,000,000
2 *

Suarplus above bare Maintenance ... -+ | 0953,000,000% 5,000,000
about about

£27 per head | £1 per head

S
* More according to some Evidence,

VII.

Tur EXTENT To wHIci IN IRELAND, AS COMPARED To Ix GREAT
BriTAIN, TAXES ARE RAISED OFF COMMODITIES IN GENERAL
AIN, 3
UsE BY THE PEOPLE.
[From Sir Edward W, Hamilton's Tables, Zwidence 11, 1923

Great Britain. Treland,
Indirect Indirect
Years. Taxes on Direct and | Taxes on | Direct and
Commaodities,| other Taxes. Commodities,| otlier Taxes.
ete. ete.

Per cent. Per cent. Per cent, Per cent.
181g9-18z20 69-1 309 764 236
1829-1830 726 274 379 121
1839-1840 724 27'6 892 10°8
1849-1850 654 366 873 12'%
1859-1860 632 368 813 187
1869-1870 560 44'0 8oy 19°3
1879-1850 582 41°8 806 194
1339-1890 53" 465 800 20'0
1893-1894 53 463 764 236
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i
VIIL ' REVENUE FRoM TEA, Cocoa, CHICORY AND COFFEE, Axp TOBACCO
PROPORTIONS oF I\-I;.nnm-:msi BrrTns, AN DEATHS 1N THE THREE | CONTRIBUTED BY GREAT BRITAIN AND By IRELAND, 1893-4.
{INGDOMs.
i 2 [As computed by Treasury (Paper C 313, of 1804} Ewedence, 1. 408.]
e Ifgoo_ of Population, avernge-1871-92. | England. | Scotland. | Ireland.

‘Cgistrar-General, Evidence 1. 392.] Trish as to Briti h
Persons who Martied ; | bl Great Britain. Ireland. o “L St 1hs
irths i I5°6 13'2 9'o onlribution.

Tt s e fie 340 3 249 B
Deaths s 253 204 150 a8
i £ ’
Excess of Births o o o
o = ver D 2 | bt o] 1
[Sir Robert Giffen’s Table E;ch?f}ii 641 . Tea s s 3,004,000 4 2:000 i to .6_:
Per 1,000 of Popal t 2 S 5 1 50 Cocoa 90,000 12,00 S s
2 Pulation L5 Coffee and Chicory ... 210,000 12,000 I, 1y
: : p 1,174,000 I =l
Esfimateg Average Marrying Age. Tohacco - | 8,943,000 5174, TE
[Mulball’s S frrsies. 1800 = -
Males i 277 286 299 12,249,000 1,687,000 I sy op
Temales 23°5 257 25z

Compare these figures with the taxable capacity, ‘“not estimated by any

T . " i . poa S 1 =Ly i &l
i Upon the figures, such as these, Sir Robert Giffen remarks (Evidence, of” the eleven Commissioners *“as exceeding one-twentieth.

+ 102-3) i \What is found by experience to be a most significant sign of
general economic conditions is the . . . excess of births over deaths, A high
exeess, when combined, as it usually is, with a low deatl rate, and with
2 moderate if not a low hirth rate, is 2 good sign of prosperity, . . Treland XI
has more people in proportion above 5o than Great Britain has, and fewer I ! ;
people in prime of life, z.e., between 26 and 49. The difforence ig sensible

o T s AND STOCK IN IRELAND, TouR
In Ircland no less than 186 per cent. of the male population are upwards AVERAGE ANNUAL VarLue orF CROPS Al >

of go, but in Scotland and England the per-centages are 4. . - S BETWEBN I85I-55 AND 1859-93.
i 15 g 13'5 and 137 PERIOD!
'espectively. The per-centage in Ireland between 2o i

z and 40 iz a6 5I-3
‘cent.; and in Scotland and Eng]zmd 28'9 and 290 1'cspecli\;§1y. S';]?CC pE_I' ths Crlmsiany e e
-;:cnt:nges olr the female .pop}llati}l;m are mucrh the same. Ireland hag Siis
¢wer people in proportion in the prime of life and mar : : < ‘ot
Great Britain has. .-, + These figures glsp agree with ﬂlg ;]LJCOLZG 50 than Crops. Stock. Total,
tomposition of emigration from Treland ang Gregl I;‘.rit'r.in. t'esc g e |

: Ireland there is a steadier stream of people in (o prime ofh'fe_upectlvely. In : £ i oy
| _ igpse 58,537,000 | 30,348,000 | 17,885 oco
i e | sl | ot | B |
. , S i 35,752 2 91,579,000
EMIGRATION FroM Exci AND, Seornan ‘ 1884-88 35,752, 3927y 1,
B s AND AXD Tpome v el 34,643,600 12,000 88,955,000
o | [Calculated from Big ‘..Jbgrt Giffen's 'l‘-‘]\D II\IAZI,‘.\ND. 1880 To 1394. | 1889-93 34,043 54,312, +955,0
. /;] ten’s Tahle, Edidesnce L 175 ; | : X
| == ' Englang ) Q :
A rame and, acotland, ‘ e l :
i % N AVERAGE ANNUAL VALUE DIsPOSED oF, EXCLUSIVE OF THE Porriox
| Male Emigrants <] 1,155 000 & ‘ oF CROPS USED BY STOCK.
[ £ 4 ]
| (I:fﬂfgle » aul! T fiene - f,?ggg 460,0c0 /
| ‘Lhlldren amp =3 30,000 | )
. EE -] 376,000 78,000 ?33,000 Lo Crops. Stock. i Total.
) - o 2! -— il T —
Proportion of Males to Females .., 100 to 55 100 tg
, : 59 | 100too3 A 4
Foportion of Children in Totq] | 17 percent, | ap pereent. | 12 per cent 1831-53 43,663,000 28,325,000 71,988,000
A i - | 2 percent. | 1856-70 :?,ggg,ooo 44,2;%,000 72,214,000
“This strikine Table 5 : IO = ORI VT [ 1584-88 10,466,000 37,545,000 54,014,000
& & Die suoree = i . 3 . = 1] =1} - Tob oy —_
Trom the presumably }-'ou:%‘E iﬁnﬁ?iie}itcm_ 1o which Irish emigralion is drawn 1889-93 AL o
of life, anq the degree in which Lthﬂfcc:blr)ot]]uon of the population in the prime : T e e
£Ing portion of ifs Population, 7 '€ fountry is depleted of the life-
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XIT,
TADLE SHOWING THE INCREASE OF PAUPERISM IN IRELAND WiTHixn
PAST THIRTY YEARS,
[Mr. H. A, Robinson’s Table, Ewvidence, 11, 195.]

Average daily number in receipt of relief.
Percentage of
> InWorkhouses| In receipt of . Total daily
YEAR. and Qutdoor Tzilrs::y average on
Institutions fos| Relief (ap- e population,
the Blind, ete. | proximately). - :
| E = =
1552-3 58,301 6,253 64,564 I'I2
1867-8 54,195 14,940 69,135 126
18723 47,325 27,599 74834 140
1877-8 47,749 331547 81,206 1'53
18823 51,007 53,835 109,932 2-1g
1887-8 45,105 65,500 111,611 =031
1892-3 41,549 59,137 100,686 2%y

XIIT,

ProrortioN OF BLIND, DEAF axD DuMmy, AND INSANE PERsons 1N
GREAT BRITAIN AND IN IRELAND, IN 1891,

[English Census, 18;1, Zvidence, I1. 20g-210.]

Number per Million,

England
andn\kri?;;_ Scatland. Treland.
Blind 8o 63 1,135
Deaf and Duinb 439 528 prs
Tnsane 3,358 3,841 4,504
A

Here is shown the inevitable outcome of drain upon rescurces and the
cmigration of the young and vigorous,

—

PUBLICATIONS RELATING TO THE OVER-
TAXATION OF IRELAND.

—  —

In addition to numerous articles in Magazines and separate publications,
such as the reports of speeches by Sir EDWARD CLARKE and others, the
following, to be procured through any bookseller, are some of them the
principal, and others of them amongst the principal, sourees of information
concerning the Over-taxation of Ireland :—

TinAL REPORT oy IIER MAJESTY'S COMMISSIONERS APPOINTED TO ENQUIRE
INTO THE FINANCIAL RELATIONS BETWEEN GREAT BRITAIN AND
Price One Skilling and Ten Pence.  Eyre &

IrELAND. 228 pp., folio. :
This contains Mr. SEXTON’s Report and the

Spottiswoode, London.
other Reports enumerated in Introduction.

EXGLAND'S WEALTH, IRELAND's POVERTY, by THOMAS Loven, M.P., with
Ten Coloured Diagrams, 223, X¥. PP- Price One Skitling. Downey & Co.,

York Street, Covent Garden, London.

TNGLAND'S DEBT TO IRELAND, by the late JamEs . MAUNSELL, reprinted
from the Dadly Express, with Dingrams, 26 pp. Price One Penny. QOffice
of the Daily Express, Dublin.

THE OVER-TAXATION OF IRELAKND, a Record of City and County Meelings,
the Declarations of Public Bodies, Chambers of Commerce, Political
Conventions and British Statesmen, on the Financial Relations between
Creat Britain and Ireland, 292, xxil. pp.  FPrice One Shilling. Freemai’s
Journal Company, Dublin.

TaE FINANCIAL RELATIONS QUESTION, EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT, A Paper
read before the Statistical Society of Ireland, by ARTHUR W. SAMUELS,
Q.C. 32pp. Price Sixpence. Sealy, Bryers & Walker, Dublin.

SoME FEATURES or THE OVER-TAXATION OF IRELAND, A Paper read
before the Statistical Society of Ireland, by Nicioras J. SYNNOIT,
20 pp. Price Threepence. Sealy, Bryers & Walker, Dublin,




“ But remember when you have completed your systent of
impoverishment, that nature still proceeds in hey ordinary
course, that discontent will increase with piisery.”

—EDMUND BURKE.

“There is no debt with so muck prejudice put off as
that of justice”’—PLUTARCH.
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