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THE

HOME RULE MOVEMENT

AND

Irish Revolutionary Agitations since 1838.


.   WHEN COMMENCED   .

.    WHY COMMENCED    .

BY WHOM COMMENCED




A COMPARISON OF DATES AND OBVIOUS DESIGNS


	1838–1848.—Daniel O’Connell’s Precursor Society. The Repeal Movement and Young Ireland Conspiracy. Feargus O’Connor’s Revolutionary Chartism in Great Britain. France absorbing Algeria and intent on dominating Morocco could she weaken and distract England sufficiently.


	1853–1856.—Revolutionary movement in Ireland under Stephens and conspiracy to cause desertions from the Army in Ireland. Russia’s efforts to acquire Constantinople which resulted in the Crimean War.


	1863–1869.—Fenianism directed by Stephens and others in Ireland and Canada. America’s quarrel with England for supporting the seceding Southern States and the Alabama’s depredations.


	1871–1912.—Divided into Cycles to show various Agitations and Conspiracies.


	1871–1878.—Home Rule introduced through Butt continued by Parnell and Clan‐na‐Gael Agents. Russia’s efforts on the overthrow of France by Germany to prevent England interfering with her intended overthrow of Turkey and capture of Constantinople.


	1879–1886.—The Clan‐na‐Gael. Dynamite and Land League Horrors. Revolutionary Socialism introduced into England. Domination of National Liberal Federation by Irish Party. Russia’s vindictive and malevolent retaliation on England for preventing her taking Constantinople.


	1887–1901.—Creation of Labour Party under Michael Davitt. Efforts of Kruger and Party to create a public voice to support his policy and embarrass England in the event of war. (See “The Labour Party under a Searchlight.” P. S. King & Son.) 3d.*


	1904–1912.—Home Rule Party. Labour Party. Socialistic Party. Sinn Fein Party (1905). National Liberal Federation. Russia making very satisfactory arrangements with England and hoping to see an internecine war between that country and Germany. Germany desirous of taking advantage of Russia’s defeat by Japan to permanently weaken France, efface England, and hoist “Deutschland über all.”







That anyone should be so credulous as to imagine that the granting of Home Rule would do away with what is called the Irish Difficulty shows a strange disregard of History. The demand for Home Rule is “the creation of Forces not generated in but acting upon Ireland,” and a careful diagnosis of any Irish Agitation is sure to disclose professional Agitators pursuing their calling from sordid motives screened by the flock of excitable, vain and ignorant dupes who they know so well how to attract and how to



utilise, and whose fulsome praise at once commences to hide the real motive of the agitation and place round the Agitator’s head the Halo of the Patriot.


When inviting a study of the various Irish “Difficulties” that have arisen since 1838 the writer is fully conscious of the fact that his amateurish efforts cannot do anything like justice to so important and vital a subject, but he hopes nevertheless to persuade his fellow countrymen to study this Irish Question by a comparison of the dates contained in such a work as “Annals of our Time” by Irving (1837–1891)*. It will be a most interesting and instructive study, and will yield valuable results.


There have been four prominent seditious movements in Ireland since 1838, the last of which commenced in 1871 (and is not yet ended), and during the following 15 years steadily increased in violence and outrage, but since 1886 the organisations of the Extreme Radical, the Labour and Socialistic Parties having fallen under the influence of the Irish Party, it has become less outrageous in its methods, but probably far more dangerous to Ireland and to Great Britain.




To study the Irish Difficulty which commenced in 1838 and lasted until 1848, and compare its birth and death with contemporary events likely to have caused them, is to understand the whole business of that and all succeeding Irish Difficulties.



1838 to 1848


France who for many years had warred against the Algerian Pirates, by October 1837, when she captured Constantina, the capital of Ancient Numidia, and overthrew its ruler, Achmet Bey, had occupied so much of their country that she determined to absorb the whole of Algeria and possibly Morocco, and, recognising that England would have objections, evidently took steps to keep England occupied with troubles serious enough to prevent her interfering, and in this France succeeded. Within 12 months of the capture of Constantina Daniel O’Connell commenced stumping Ireland to enlist support to his just‐formed “Precursor Society.”


Simultaneously Feargus O’Connor, the nephew of Arthur O’Connor, the Secret Agent of France for Emmett’s Rebellion, commenced stumping England with Daniel O’Connell’s “Charter,” and organising revolutionary Chartism which created in Great



Britain a state of things very similar to what exists to‐day. Doubtless the disappointment of the poorer classes in Great Britain with the results of the Reform Act of 1832, which was to have been a panacea but which was nothing of the kind, the despair of the working classes occasioned by the introduction of machinery, and the penury caused by the alteration in 1834 of the Poor Laws—which did away with the system of supplementing wages when below a certain level by what was called a “make wage” doled out by the parish—created so much discontent that the masses were ready to listen to and follow any clever Agitator who would promise amelioration, and by 1839 Feargus O’Connor and his Assistants, the most active and vehement of whom were Irish, had made Chartism revolutionary in character and design, and so violent, so Irish in fact, pikes being obtained by the Chartists and the whole country being demoralised by inexplicable strikes, the Government arrested the ringleaders and, as it thought, stamped it out.


Feargus O’Connor was tried at York on the 17th March, 1840, and was afterwards sentenced to 18 months’ imprisonment.




On the 15th April, 1840, one month later, Daniel O’Connell started the Repeal agitation immediately after a dispute arose between him and Mr. Purcell, who insisted on the funds subscribed for the “Precursor Society” being held by the appointed Treasurer. O’Connell considered that as the funds had been subscribed through his solicitation they were intended to be spent at his discretion, and Mr. Purcell resigned. It was then that O’Connell invited the Irish Nation to go in for Repeal of the Union.


The birth was premature; in Ireland there was not sufficient behind the movement, and the audiences he attracted did not contain those he wished to secure.


“Marvellous as were O’Connell’s energy and resources they were not sufficient to move the mass of prejudice and dumb indifference which confronted him, and they would have failed to move it to the end without the aid of Agencies which hitherto he had never employed and hardly understood.”—Sir C. G. Duffy in “Young Ireland”—no unfriendly critic.*


The result of more than a year’s strenuous agitation by O’Connell was shown by the



collections which amounted to less than the sum received later on in a single week. Then just as it appeared to be moribund, new blood, in the shape of unknown briefless barristers or law students, whose energies were stupendous, silently joined the Association, and from thenceforth the agitation partook of a dual character. O’Connell advocating Repeal by legitimate means; the new members of the Association, supported and encouraged by the Nation, an Irish newspaper which first appeared on 13th October, 1842, desiring and working for armed rebellion. James Stephens, a clerk out of work, who had drifted to Dublin, then became mixed up with the Young Ireland section of the Repeal Movement.


The figures relating to the monies paid into the Repeal Treasury are very eloquent on this point. For the quarter ending 4th July, 1842, when Feargus O’Connor, after his release, and his coadjutors were running revolutionary Chartism in England, Daniel O’Connell’s fund obtained only £999 9s. 7d.


For the quarter ending 4th July, 1843, after the appearance of the Nation newspaper and the introduction of the new blood, his fund received £15,798 11s. 6d.




On the 14th July, 1843, there was a Republican Demonstration of Parisians in favour of Ireland. The toast of Ireland and France, the enemies of all oppression, was given by Mr. Ledru Rollin, who warmly advocated the Repeal of the Irish Union.


The Democratic Press of Paris was clamouring for war. To his credit, be it stated, when Smith O’Brien and Meagher insisted on more violent methods, O’Connell declared that he would rather abandon Repeal than owe it to France.


In August, 1844, a vessel ladened with arms from France was discovered in Cork Harbour.


The French Budget of 1844 contained an item of twenty million francs as Secret Service Funds, an expenditure which, much to the alarm of the principal Agitators working in England, caused stormy debates in the French Chamber of Peers, but to their relief a Committee appointed by the Chamber of Deputies in 1845, to examine the huge disbursements, only reported having “recognised that the system pursued during the last four years had consolidated peace and powerfully contributed to the national wealth by the confidence and security it had inspired.”




On the 27th July, 1846, the Young Ireland Party headed by Smith O’Brien, seceded from the Repeal Association owing to O’Connell’s refusal to engage in revolutionary practices and at once the supply of money to the Repeal Treasury declined to £50 per week, a fraction of the previous amounts, and the pecuniary embarrassment which overtook him after this hastened his end.


The forte of Stephens, who seems to have been a sort of Irish “Stieber” (Bismarck’s head spy, whose secret services were so valuable to Prussia between 1862, when Bismarck determined to bring about a war with Austria, and 1866, when she was overthrown, and also in France between 1866 and 1870, when a like fate overtook that country), was the forming of seditious Clubs or Branches, so carefully that his conduct did not attract attention. There can be no doubt that he and other members of the Young Ireland Party created sufficient sedition to have caused something more serious than the pantomimic scrimmage that took place at Ballangarry in July, 1848—the so‐called Irish Rebellion of 1848 which was snuffed out by 46 policemen—but there was no



money in the organisation then. The overthrow of Louis Philippe on the 25th February, 1848, and the recognition of the Republic by the English Government within a week—3rd March, 1848—completely altered the situation, dried up the main supply of “subscriptions,” and knocked the heart out of the Young Ireland Movement in Ireland and the Chartist Movement in England at the same time.


The scrimmage at Ballangarry was an after effect. Stephens received a slight wound in the leg when running away, and then he and other leaders crawled about the country like rats until they were caught or smuggled abroad.


Mr. John Rutherford, in his description of the Rebellion of 1848, says:—


“The leaders lived, and lived well on the conspiracy, they had large fixed incomes, and they received far larger sums from the Treasury under the heads of ‘expenses’ and ‘secret service money.’


A comparison of additional dates will convince the most sceptical of the justice of the inference that the Irish and English agitations were related then even as they are



to‐day. On April 3rd, 1848, Smith O’Brien and other members of the Irish Confederation Deputation waited upon the French Provisional Government soliciting aid from France.


On April 4th, 1848, and following days, the National Convention of Chartist delegates commenced their sittings in London to arrange a date for a monster assemblage. Very brave descriptions of what was likely to occur were given voice to, and the 10th April was fixed on for the Chartists’ rising in the metropolis.


Feargus O’Connor, “the Leader who was prepared to die for the Working Classes,” and whose great ambition was “to see a deputation of 500,000 men proceeding in peaceful and orderly procession, each with a musket over his arm,” was to harangue the meeting and lead it to the House of Commons.


Those leaders who came to the meeting crawled away from it in vehicles which were to have carried the “monster petition” at the head of a victorious army, and practically left their deluded followers to take care of themselves as best they could.


A revolutionary socialist apology for the tameness of the closing scene of the Chartist



conspiracy says: “At the very moment Chartism was bound to assert itself in its full strength it collapsed internally before even it collapsed externally on the 10th April, 1848.”


Why did it collapse internally before the 10th April? Nothing could be plainer. The French Revolution cut off the supply from France of money on which many of those who were leading the English working classes into trouble, had for a long time fattened and enjoyed themselves.


The Daily News, soon after the break up of Chartism, speaking of the higher among the Chartists, said: “Most of them joined the movement from an idea that its success would promote their own objects. In addition to them, a number of unscrupulous men of the educated classes, with glib tongues and utter recklessness of consequences, assumed the character of Chartists with a view to make political capital out of the agitation.”


After the change in the French system of government, which had such a chilling effect on the ardour and prosperity of the professional agitators, both in Ireland and in England, things gradually quieted down—the scrimmage at Ballangarry and a more ridiculous one in 1849, a scuffle at a place called Capoquin, being merely the after effects of the efforts of those who had stimulated the turmoil. The Habeas Corpus Suspension Act, renewed in 1848, was in August 1849 allowed to expire. The vanity and egotism of Feargus O’Connor was stupendous, and when the funds on which he had so enjoyed life ceased coming in, he became a miserable object, and died in 1855.





1853 to 1856


In 1853 Russia, foreseeing the chance of war, employed Stephens, who since 1848 had made careful study of the system of conspiracy adopted on the Continent, where he had been living, and he toured Ireland for many months, and reported that given a sufficient number of capable agents and sufficient funds, the lowest and most ignorant of the Irish people could be easily duped into an outbreak.


It is significant that as Russia, induced, it is believed, by the singular composition of the House of Commons, which she trusted would paralyse England, ventured on the movement which resulted in the Crimean War, her action coincided with a serious amount of



unrest among the working classes. George I. Holyoake, the agitator, who was certain to be against the Government, in his reminiscences, “Sixty Years of an Agitator’s Life,”* describes how a foreigner gave him £10 each week at Southfields Chapel. He writes: “London was overrun by foreign spies, and is, indeed, never free from them”; and what was true then is no less so to‐day.


Stephens and his coadjutors got to work, and by 1855 their efforts in the garrison towns of Ireland caused an immense number of desertions from the Army, every member of which was urgently needed in the Crimea, and their work among the secret Ribbon Associations resulted in murders and attempted murders at the instigation of those Associations becoming of almost daily occurrence.


The declared objects of the Ribbon Organisation, the taking by the people of Ireland of the Land of Ireland, were quite similar to the object of the Land League of 1879, and the methods of intimidation adopted by the Ribbon men were identical with those of the Land Leaguers. Stephens had not sufficient time to create a revolutionary outbreak, but he had plenty of funds, and his work was



indeed a powerful means of demoralising the people among whom it was in progress.


The peace of 1856 caused a cessation in the demands for agitators; but in 1858, England protected and gave asylum to the miscreants who attempted to assassinate Napoleon the Third, and there arose friction, and funds came to the agitators for a time.


No doubt an Irish difficulty and a seditious paper would soon have appeared had the supply continued; but fortunately it did not, and from 1856 to 1863 Irish agitators had an unwelcome holiday.





1863 to 1869


In 1861 the Southern States of America  seceded from the Northern, and with the munitions of war, ships and supplies obtained from England, conducted a vigorous and, at first, successful war. England recognised the South as belligerents in May 1861, and in July 1862, the “Alabama,” built and practically armed in England, commenced the depredations on American shipping which she continued for two years; naturally enough, these events caused a bitter feeling to arise against England, and the Northerners, in their anger, retaliated in 1863 by employing the Irish agitators of 1848, who commenced



work at once by publishing in Ireland the Irish People newspaper, the first number of which appeared in 1863 under the management of Clarke, Luby, and Kickham.* Money poured into the laps of the 1848 rebels, now known as Fenians. Stephens, called to America earlier in the year, returned to Ireland as the Head Centre on the 23rd August, 1864.


In April 1865 the Southern States having become exhausted and the struggle ended, the North had more time to attend to its quarrel with England, and for some time the movement in Ireland gathered force until in September the Government was compelled to put its heel on the leaders in Ireland. It raided the office of the Irish People newspaper, and netted most of the principals. Stephens and several others were not there, and two months elapsed before he and two other patriots were captured in a snug retreat generously provisioned for a lengthy sojourn, and on them was found £1,700 in gold, notes, and bank drafts.


A fortnight later Stephens, through the treachery of a warder, escaped from Richmond Prison, and got clean away. Notwithstanding the capture of so many of the



leaders, the movement continued, and in February 1866, there were in Ireland at least 500 imported patriots paid to hold themselves ready for the time of action, while from late in 1865 until June 1866, nearly 700 warrants were issued.


In America a body of Fenians were preparing to invade Canada, and on the 1st June, 1866, 800 crossed the Niagara River; of these 300 melted away during the first night; the remainder overwhelmed an unimportant fortified post, named Fort Erie, garrisoned by a small detachment of artillerymen. This was magnified into a glorious victory, and quite an Army concentrated round Buffalo. Next day, however, the patriots came in touch with a regiment of Canadian Militia, and after a short struggle were driven back, a frenzied and ungovernable mob.


Early in 1867 in Ireland, and in England too, there were theatrical displays, evidently to make a show of rebellion—an attempted attack—Michael Davitt in command—on Chester Castle, and a rising near Killarney.


In September the agitators murdered a policeman at Manchester, and although the hanging of three of the desperadoes did not



prevent an attempt in the following December to blow up Clerkenwell Prison—where some of the prisoners were kept—a crime which caused the death of twelve persons and the wounding of 120—yet the explosion was so conducted, and the later actions of the leaders of the movement during the remainder of the agitation showed such extreme care of their own persons that one felt the just punishment which had overtaken three of the culprits had not been without effect.


It is not unworthy of notice that on the 7th October, 1865, there was an unaccountable outbreak of negroes in Jamaica, who commenced a wild murderous onslaught on the white people, killing and mutilating in the most shocking manner all whom they came across.


Who can doubt the source from which came most of the funds necessary to create and support the Revolutionary Chartist Movement in England, and the Revolutionary Repeal Movement in Ireland, both of which collapsed at the same time, almost directly after the French Monarchy—with its 20,000,000 francs for Secret Service—was overthrown in 1848, and what reasonable



doubt can exist as to the source whence came the immense sums of money which flowed into the coffers of the Fenian Party between 1863 and 1869, and enabled arms and munitions to be provided for the 30,000 men who assembled round Buffalo on the 7th June to invade Canada?


The Americans never troubled to hide their connection with the movement. The Fenians were drilled openly in American towns, and when they ran away after their introduction to Canadian steel, the arms that were taken from them were stored and returned to the organisation later on.


A distinguished American writer, Mr. W. H. Hurlbert, speaking of the Fenian movement, says: “A rising which was undoubtedly an indirect consequence of our own civil war.”


In 1866, when Stephens after his escape from gaol returned to America, he complained that for every dollar given by the Irish in America, others had given ten.


In 1868 England, who previously had obstinately refused to entertain any claims on account of the “Alabama’s” depredations, recognised the American contention, which



during the preceding three years had been growing more persistent. The Americans even then sulked for a time, but in 1869, as they had secured their object, the support to the agitators declined, and Fenianism as an active insurrectionary force was treated so lightly that the Government commenced to liberate those of the prisoners it held, whose crimes were considered the lightest, and in December 1870 the Government unwisely released all but a few of the most dangerous.


Considering that the support given by England to the South kept the war going for a far greater length of time than it would otherwise have lasted, and that England actually paid the United States £3,250,000 for the damage occasioned by the “Alabama” and other vessels supplied by England, can anyone blame the Americans? There were Irish patriots only too willing to relieve themselves from ordinary work if they could otherwise obtain a living, and there was America only too anxious to bring pressure on England, and she did so successfully.





1871 to 1878


The fact that the Government at the end of 1869 commenced releasing the convicted Fenians, and in 1870 continued doing so, is a



proof that between those dates the condition of Ireland had improved, and was becoming satisfactory. Few signs of discontent were apparent, the grievance of the Irish Church had been removed, a Liberal Land Act had been passed, giving a protection to the tenantry which has no parallel in any European country, and the after effects of Fenianism were rapidly passing away, when, on the 15th July, 1870, war for which Germany had for a considerable time been preparing, quietly and secretly (as she may be to‐day) broke out between her and France, and it may not be unwise, as France from 1866 had been plagued by a process of disintegration very similar to that with which England is now becoming familiar—class hatred, strikes, optimistic descriptions of her Army and Navy, and refusals by the Radicals to increase the Army—to emphasise the fact that by the surrender of her Emperor and her newly raised imperfectly drilled recruits on the 2nd September following, only seven weeks later, she was practically hors de combat.


This calamity withdrew one of the sentinels guarding Constantinople.




Russia, who had an understanding with Germany, immediately embraced the opportunity, tore up the Black Sea Treaty, a month sooner than was agreeable to Bismarck, and prepared for her, as she thought, final march on Constantinople.


Of the patriots in the disbanded Fenian organisation in New York many had been compelled to form themselves into a society for electioneering work named the Brian Boru, the more profitable demand for their services having ceased. The old organisation or a similar one, however, soon revived, and in October 1871 ventured on another raid into Western Canada. The American authorities at once seized O’Neill and his co‐conspirators, and Canada ceased to be the stage on which they exhibited their military mummery.


Quickly following the preparations of Russia, “Home Rule for Ireland” was fanned into prominence through the efforts of an Irish barrister named Butt, elected M.P. for Limerick in September 1871, but the idea was so preposterous that it was laughed at by all sensible men.


Within a week of this election Mr. Gladstone said: “Can any sensible man suppose



that at this time of day, in this condition of the world, we are going to disintegrate the great capital institutions of this country for the purpose of making ourselves ridiculous in the sight of all mankind?” an opinion followed soon after by Mr. John Bright, who wrote: “To have two representative legislative assemblies of Parliament in the United Kingdom would be, in my opinion, an intolerable mischief, and I think no sensible man can wish for two within the limits of the present United Kingdom who does not wish the United Kingdom to become two or more nations entirely separated from each other.”


By 1873 the new movement in America became exceedingly powerful by the absorption of all seditious societies into one organisation under the title of “The United Brotherhood,” one of whose rules was “Absolute secrecy under the penalty of death.” The aims of the Brotherhood included “The absolute Independence of Ireland,” “a total separation from England and complete severance of all political connections with it,” and “increasing preparation for an armed Insurrection in Ireland.”




The organisation in Ireland fell into line, and secretly signified their willingness “to carry out a system of warfare characterised by all the rigours of Nihilism,” which substantiates the boast that Patrick Ford made long after, “Some are of opinion that the dynamite came from America; some that it came from Russia, but of this there can be no doubt, the credit of using it belonged to the Irish.”


In 1873 the Irish Republic Brotherhood of New York had agents in Ireland, and on their initiation the Home Rule Confederation of Great Britain was formed. The inaugural meeting was held in Manchester. The Confederation attempted to exact a pledge from every Parliamentary candidate to vote for a Committee of Inquiry into the demand for Home Rule. In many cases it obtained such a pledge.


In 1874 the overthrow of Mr. Gladstone, ever weak when Russia pressed her will, occurred, and the Home Rule League, active and possessed of ample funds, commenced advancing money to Home Rulers and Fenians to enable them to contest elections, and Parnell, a man who had sucked in with his



mother’s milk a consuming hatred of England and everything English, unsuccessfully contested an election on borrowed money, but in the following year he entered Parliament and commenced his efforts to oust Isaac Butt, who was antagonistic to violent unparliamentary methods, from the Leadership of the Home Rule Party.


The Agent of the Irish Republican Brotherhood in England, who had initiated the formation of the English Home Rule Confederation, organised a considerable number of meetings in England for Parnell.


In 1875 and 1876 riotous demonstrations in Ireland were very noticeable, and demands—then refused but granted shortly afterwards—arose for the pardon of the old rebels, those whose guilt was too black to permit of the Government releasing in 1870, whose names and experience would be valuable to the movement in Ireland.


In March 1877 some 6,000 persons with 30 bands of music, marched through Dublin to attend the funeral of O’Mahony, a Fenian.


On the 21st April, 1877, the Irish World, the newspaper of the party in America, edited by Patrick Ford, contained an article to the



effect that “War on the most tremendous scale cannot much longer be staved off. Russia and Turkey are equally resolute to fight. England, above all, whether she likes it or not, must draw her sword once more or meekly confess herself a third‐rate Power. England’s difficulty, then, has all but come; in other words, Ireland’s opportunity. In view of the altered circumstances of the time, big with fate to us, we propose to enlarge the base of the skirmishing fund established by Rossa.”


On the 24th April, 1877, Russia declared war against Turkey.


Major le Caron, the author of Twenty‐five Years in the Secret Service,* asserted as an absolute fact that about this time a sort of alliance was ratified between the Revolutionary Irish Party in America and the Russian Government.


By March 1878 Turkey, after a gallant struggle, became exhausted and was compelled to accept her enemy’s terms as embodied in the Treaty of San Stefano. England showed the strongest objection to the proposed Settlement, called up her Reserves, and ordered a portion of her Indian Army to Malta.







1879 to 1886


Chagrined and exasperated by England’s determined attitude, Russia, on the impulse of the moment, set her Central Asian troops in rapid motion towards India, but she was too exhausted, and accepted the proposal of a Conference in July, at which she gained what she professed her action was taken to accomplish, but really little of what she actually coveted.


When Russia was advancing her Asiatic forces towards India, the governing body of Fenians in Great Britain, “the Supreme Council,” determined to take action. At the same time the Irish Americans sent a trusty Clan na Gael agent to London to discuss with Parnell the question of united action.


The Clan na Gael agent, one of the most prominent Fenians, had a meeting with Parnell. He was not aware of, or did not properly value the skilful intrigue which, unsuspected by ninety‐nine of every hundred of its members, had made unthinking tools of the Birmingham Nonconformist Committee, from whose ranks an address in favour of Home Rule—the thing Russia wanted—signed by 3,730 Nonconformist ministers, was some years later presented to Mr. Gladstone. Nor



would this agent put a high valuation on Mr. Parnell’s expectations of what might result from the National Liberal Federation, a facsimile of the Tammany Hall of New York, which a year before had been imported and was being used as the Radical organisation under Schnadhorst.


Although Parnell’s knowledge of history was, so it is said, almost nil, yet he no doubt knew that Smith O’Brien’s revolution in 1848, which represented a large expenditure of money, was knocked out by 46 policemen, and that the Fenian forces in 1867 assembled under Michael Davitt to capture Chester Castle, were, after they decided not to do so, stranded through want of funds, until their heroic leader pawned his watch.


Parnell’s estimate of the value of Irish warfare was evidently based on previous results, but small as they were, he did not wish to weaken the force of Fenianism, but rather to direct it through a channel of his own making; he wished to keep Parliamentarism, which with Radical aid might become valuable, well in front with the Revolution as a sort of make‐weight behind it.




Let the Clan na Gael work among the farmers, then the farmers would help the Fenians. Michael Davitt, who on his release from penal servitude on ticket‐of‐leave had gone to see his mother in Philadelphia, but who seems to have had more to do with the heads of the Clan na Gael, probably helped to instruct them as to what might be gained by the alliance with the English Radicals, who were the custodians and directors of what was called the Nonconformist Conscience. This alliance was called the “New Departure.”


Michael Davitt evidently opened the eyes of the Clan na Gael to the value of their new allies—Mr. Schnadhorst’s scholars.


The Clan na Gael leaders sent a cablegram to Parnell in October 1878, that the organisation would support him if certain conditions were fulfilled.


1st. Abandonment of the Federation demand (Parnell had stated he wished Ireland federated to England with a small number of members attending the House of Commons) and the substitution of Self‐Government.


2nd. Vigorous agitation of the Land Question.




3rd. Exclusion of all sectarian issues from the platform.


4th. Irish members to vote together on all Imperial and Home Rule questions.


5th. Advocacy of all struggling nationalities in the British Empire and elsewhere.


What consummate foresight these Clan na Gael people possessed to induce them to include the 5th condition!


The nationalities in the British Empire and elsewhere which commenced to struggle soon after this expression of kindly sympathy with their aspirations in addition to the Irish, were the Boers, the Egyptians under Arabi Pasha, the Arabs under the Mahdi, and the Afghans.


Parnell did not answer the telegram.


Mr. Barry O’Brien, the clever biographer who wrote his life, by which many of the statements herein are substantiated and some taken, said of him: “We shall therefore see him as the years roll by standing on the verge of treason felony, but with marvellous dexterity always preventing himself from slipping over,” an assertion which Richard Pigott and others could have thoroughly corroborated.




Russia’s Asiatic troops continued their march until the Conference ended, when she stopped them, but a “Mission” to the Ameer of Afghanistan, which accompanied them, continued its journey to Cabul and fermented trouble for England there.


Probably no nation ever received a heavier or more exasperating disappointment than did Russia when Constantinople, by England’s action, was snatched from her. She had practically secured the prize which she for centuries had coveted, and now it had again evaded her.


From that time she waged secret merciless and unrelenting war against England, not only in revenge, but in the hope that her efforts, hidden as well as she could hide them—they are not hidden to him who compares dates—might weaken England.


Russia, notwithstanding her despotic and cruel system of Government and the life lived by her ruler, a singular one to appeal to the straight‐laced and religious Nonconformists, had since 1870, by the astuteness and ability of her agents in England, practically captured what became known as the Nonconformist Conscience, and had thereby obtained



a political power which no foreign nation ought to possess. Her dupes, when the overthrow of France by Germany had made thoughtful people in England advocate a system of general service, raved against the “iniquity of Christian England imitating Continental nations,” of “wasting huge sums on armaments.” They were tricked into keeping England weak—that was their principal value in Russia’s eyes.


Russia redoubled her efforts for the overthrow of the Government which had baulked her, and in this she was most successful; the 1880 Election, largely the result of the splendid organisation of the National Liberal Federation formed by Schnadhorst in 1877, placing power in the hands of her political allies whom she at once commenced to exploit.


Her efforts were in no way confined to creating mischief in England; there was hardly a country in which difficulties could be created for England where they were absent. In addition to the Transvaal, Afghanistan, Egypt, and the Mahdi, Madame Blavatsky, with the Theosophical Society Organisation, in partnership with a spiritualistic imposter



named Olcott, whose mission, according to information contained in a book published by her friend, Madame Colomb, was despatched to India to flatter the Hindoos into a belief that they were superior beings and far too good to be ruled by England; and organised revolutionary socialism began to show its repulsive face in England.


Russia desired a strong base within striking distance of India, so that when ready for her next march on Constantinople she could more readily create and support an outbreak there.


To gain this she steadily pushed through Central Asia until her troops, by April 1885, attacked and defeated the Afghans at Penjdeh, which she pretended to annex, and her attack on the Afghans synchronised with an abortive revolt in the wilds of Canada, raised by a half‐bred rascal named Riel, which required troops to suppress.


England’s reply to this was a Parliamentary vote for £11,000,000 to enable her to prepare for war. Mr. Gladstone appeared for once to possess a backbone, but it was only a trick, and in May 1885 England’s Commissioner was withdrawn from Afghanistan, and



Russia obtained all she expected. In June Mr. Gladstone’s Government was defeated.


That Russia’s movements in the direction of India were so little noticed by the English people resulted from their attention having been distracted by the difficulties of which we have spoken, and a series of crimes calculated and committed in cold blood by Irish Americans induced by the offer of large sums of money, to which by comparison the atrocities committed in Bulgaria by a wild soldiery were only second.


The outrageous character of the American Irish agitation became more marked by the time Russia declared war against Turkey; it increased in violence as the war progressed, and after the war during Russia’s advance towards the borders of India, the Patriots, by causing dynamite explosions in places where an appalling destruction of life was likely, sought to strike terror in the hearts of the people.


An attempt by Patriots in March 1881 to blow up the Mansion House was followed in June by another at the Liverpool Town Hall, a month later infernal machines with clockwork were discovered on board the large



liners “Malta” and “Bavarian,” running between America and England. In December they tried to blow up the City Court House at Montreal.


Early in 1882 the Radicals made an arrangement with the Irish Leaders who were then in gaol, through Captain O’Shea, who was a great friend of Parnell, by whose selection he entered Parliament. This gentleman explained after the arrangement had been made “that the conspiracy which had been used to get up boycotting and outrages would then be used to put them down, and there would be a union with the Liberal Party.”


1882 was distinguished by the number of attempted and successful assassinations, Lord Frederick Cavendish and Mr. Burke being the two most distinguished victims.


Early in 1883 there were attempts to blow up a bridge in Glasgow and the Gas Works at Fordeston, a terrible explosion at the Local Government Board Offices in London, one outside the Small Arms Factory at Enfield, and two on the Underground Railway.


In 1883 Mr. John Morley—the editor of a paper very friendly to Russia, and a Home Ruler, was elected to Parliament.




The capture of many of the Patriots, all well supplied with funds—one had £1,400 in his pockets—for a time stopped their murderous outrages, but fresh gangs came over, and in December 1884 two miscreants who were trying from a boat to affix an infernal machine to one of the piers of London Bridge, on which an hour later would have been a living mass of people, were blown to pieces by its premature explosion.


On January 2nd, 1885, the Patriots brought about another explosion on the Metropolitan Railway between Gower Street and King’s Cross, and three weeks later there were simultaneous explosions at the Tower of London and Houses of Parliament, and another on April 21st at the Admiralty, where the Assistant Under‐Secretary was cruelly hurt.


Russia having obtained a strategical position within striking distance of India, and Mr. Gladstone being no longer in power, the dynamite outrages ceased: they had created no panic, and the scoundrels who had been paid to carry them out had not always escaped the punishment they so well deserved. Moreover the Franchise Reform Bill of 1883, in the details of which the Head of the National



Liberal Federation acted as expert adviser, had increased the number of Irish Nationalist members from 59 in 1880 to 86 in 1885; therefore, when after the 1886 Election the Home Rule Bill was thrown out and Patrick Ford gave way to threats, which were telegraphed to England, Michael Davitt at once sent him a cablegram, one paragraph in which was as follows: “The true policy for Home Rulers is to advocate the reforms required by the workers of Great Britain while advocating justice to Ireland”—which, being interpreted, means: “Dynamite has failed, let us now try Blarney.”


When one considers the amount of money that must have been expended from 1870 to 1885 in creating and financing the immense organisation that had produced so terrible a state of things, in securing the services of the dynamiting patriots of the United Brotherhood and keeping the impecunious—over 70 it is said—among the Irish Parliamentary party, one is struck by the inadequacy of Patrick Ford’s collections joined to any other sums given or supposed to have been given by the Irish supporters of the cause.




In 1880 Parnell boasted that the Land League Treasury contained £100,000. Who had provided it?


The professions of poverty and appeals to the Irish abroad for support were probably often made to hide the real source of the unlimited supplies, and the money actually subscribed by them represented a small percentage of the expenditure.


Many of the scoundrels caught manufacturing or carrying large quantities of the murderous explosives were educated men, some even professional men, heavily paid to slaughter and maim as many innocent people as they possibly could.


No greater injustice to the Irish people could be committed than the granting of Home Rule. No greater crime could be committed against Great Britain than the granting of Home Rule. It may paralyse her power of protecting her Colonies and possessions, and, as Mr. Gladstone in his better times, said, “render her ridiculous in the sight of all mankind.”


Mr. W. H. Hurlbert, in his book, Ireland Under Coercion, writes: “If the present (1885 to 1888) Nationalist movement succeeds,



it will have the effect of putting the worst elements of the Irish nation in power and keeping them there irremovably.”*


How many English Members of Parliament are there in favour of Home Rule, except those introduced into the House of Commons by the National Liberal Federation and the Labour Parties, both controlled by those who find the funds that have conduced to those sleek forms so idolized by the successful agitators?


Can anyone believe for one moment that the horde of Agitators which have been produced by the various agencies in operation since 1879—for the Agitator generally commences young and rarely afterwards takes to any other trade—will, when the granting of Home Rule has brought about the “Union of Hearts” so much advertised by demagogues, give up agitation and take to honest disagreeable work for a living? The idea is absurd. The professional Agitator’s creed teaches him to believe that if he can weaken his country under the pretence of high moral principles, intense love of freedom, objections to the unchristianlike arrogance of England in her dealings with Foreign Powers,



a conscientious objection to militarism and armaments generally, some one is certain to come along who will not only praise him for his righteousness, but also feed him carefully with funds, and so relieve him from disagreeable work.


Want of funds will necessitate his agitating for something or other, and where there is one thing to agitate about under the Union there will be three under Home Rule. What necessitated the Union? The knowledge that the Irish Parliament was a great source of weakness to Great Britain and Ireland when foreign dangers arose, and it is doubtful whether the Intrigues of 1793 were as dangerous to the United Kingdom as those which are working to‐day.
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