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THE IRISH QUESTION.

L—HISTORY OF AN IDEA.

Ix the year 1868, I was plosely associated with the
policy of disestablishing the Irish Church. It was
then, not unfairly, attempted to assail the canse in
the person of ita advocate. To defeat this attempt,
an act became necessary which would otherwise have
been presumptuous and obfrusive, In order to eave
the policy from suffering, T laid & personal explana-
tion before the world.® The same motive now obliges
me to repeat the act, and will I hope form a sufficicat
cxeuse for my ropeating it.

The substance of my defence or apology will, Liow-
ever, on the present occasion be altogether different.
I had then to explain the reasons for which, and the
mode in which, I changed the opinions and conduet,
with respect to the Church of Ireland then estab-
lished, which | had held half a century ago. I had
shown my practical seceptance of the rule that change
of opinion should if possible be accompanied with

* 1 A Chapter of Autoblography,” Murray, 1868,



4 HISTORY OF AN IDEA.

proof of independence and disinterested motive ; for
I had resigned my place in the Cabinet of Sir Hobert
Peel in order to make good my title to a new point
of departure. On the present oceasion, 1 have no
such change to vindicate; but only tc-pcint. out the
mode in whieh my language and conduct, governed
by uniformity of principle, have simply followed the .
seversl stages, by which the great question of anton-
omy for Ireland has been brought to a state of ripe-
ness for practical legislation.

It is & satisfaction to me that, in confuting imputa-
tions npon myeelf, I shall not be obliged to cast im-
putations on any individeal opponent.

The snbject of & demestic Government for Ireland,
without any distinet specification of its form, has been
presented to us from time to time within the last fif-
teen or sixteen yeurs, I have at no time regarded it
ss necessarily replete with danger, or 22 a goestion
which onght to be blocked out by the mssertion of
somc high constitational doctrine with which it could
not be reconciled. But I have considered it to be a
guestion invelving snch an amount and such a kind
of e¢hange, and likely to be encountered with so mueh -
of prejudice apart from reason, as to make it a duty
to Jook rigidly to the conditions, upon the fulfilment
of which alone it could warrantably be cntertained.
They were in my view as follows:—

1. It conld not be entertained, except upon a final
surrender of the hope that Parlisment could so far
serve a8_sa legislative instrument for Ireland, as
to be able to establish honourable and friendly re-
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latione between Great Tritain and the. people of that
country,*

2. Nor onless the demand for it were made in
obedience to the uncquivoeal and rooted desire of
TIreland, expressed through the constitutional medinm
of the Irish representatives.

8. Nor unless, being thus made, it were likewiss
o defined, as to bring it within the limits of aafety
aud prudence, and to obviate all danger to the unity
and security of the Empire,

4. Nor was it, in my view, allowable to deal with
Ireland wpon any principle, the benefit of which
eould not be allowed to Beotland in cireumstances of
equal and equally clear desire.

5. Upon the fulfilment of these conditions, it ap-
peared to me ar evident dnty to avoid, as long as
poesible, all steps which would bring this great
settloment intoe the eategory of party mcasures.

6. And, subject to the foregoing considerations, [
decmed it to be of great moment to the public weal
that the guestion shonld be promptly and expedi-
tionsly dealt with ; inasmuoch as it must otherwise
gravely disturb the action of our political systemn by
changes of Ministry by Dissolutions of Parlimment,
and by impeding the business, and derogating
further from the character of the House of (lom-
mons,

These were the principles, which I deemed ap-

* I bave not in the following pages given explauatious on this
head, as 1 think they were aufficiently supplied by my epeech on
the istreduction of the Irish Goveronment Bill in April last.
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plicable to the subject ; and every step I have taken
from first to last, withont exception, has been
prompted by, and is referable to, one or other of
them,

From the torrent of reproachful eriticisms,
brought down upon me probably by the necessity
of the ease, it ia not easy to extricate, in an adequate
form, the charge or charges intended to be made.
One or two of the statements I must own surprise
me; a8 for example when Lord Northbrook, com.
plaining of me for reticence before, and for my
action after, the election of 1885, states confidently
that. nothing had happened “that conld not have
been foreseen hy sny man of ordinary political fore-
gight.” I do not dwell npon the undeniable truth
that many things may be foresecn, which, notwith-
standing, cannot properly become the enbject of
action until they have been seen se well as foresocn.
But I broadly contest the statement. 1 assert that
an incident of the most vital importanee liad hap-
pened, which T did not foresee; which wae not
foreseen, to my knowledge, by any one elee, even if
some might have hoped for it; aud which I doubt
whether Lord Northbrook himself foresaw ; namely,
that the Irish demand, put forth on the first night
of the Bession by Mr. Parnell, with eighty-four Irish
« Home Rulers at his back, would be confined within
the fair and moderate bounds of antonomy ; of an
Irish legislature, only for affairs specifically Irish ; of
a statutory and subordinate Parliament. But in this
incident lay the fulfilment of one of those conditions
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which were in my view essential, and which had
been theretofore unfulfilled.

The more general and more plausible form of the
attack I think may be stated as & dilemma. Either
I had covesived the intention of Home Rule precipi-
tately, or I had concealed it undnly. Either would,
undoubtedly, have been a grave offence ; the second,
a8 a plot agsinet my friends, the first a8 an attempt
to escape from the sober judgment of the country,
and to earry it by surprise. The first sapect of the
casa was presented by Lord Hartington in the Homnse
of Commons,® and by Mr. Chamberlain, on the 20th
of June, at Birmingham.# ~The second was put for-
ward by Mr. Bright, in addressing his constituents}
and, with much point and force, by Lord Harting-
ton§ at Sheffield. In snbstance he argued thus:
« Mr. (ladstone has never, during fifteen years, con-
dernned the principul of Tlome Rale. Either then,
he had not considered it, or he had assonted to it.
Bat, in his position as Minister, he must have con-
sidered it. Therefore the proper conclusion is, that
he Liad sseented toit. And yet, thongh I was Seere-
tary for Ireland, with Lord Spencer as Viceroy, when
lie was Prime Minister, to neither of ue did he con-
voy the smallest idea of such assent.

Telling as this statement evidently wae, it abounds
in leakages. In the first place, I deny that it is the
duty of every Minister to make known, even to his
colleagues, avery idea which has formed itself in his

* 1 Times,’ May 11. $ ¢ Timea,' July 2,
% ! Times,’ June 21. § ' Times," Juns 89,

}
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mind. I ghould even say that the contradictory
proposition wonld be absurd. Bo far as my experi-
ence of Government has gone, subjects ripe for action
enpply & Minister with abundant material for com-
wuni¢ation with his colleagues, and to make & rule of
mixing with them matters still contingent and remote,
would confuse and rotard business, instead of aiding
it. DBut letting pass, for argument’s sake, & very irra-
tional proposition, I grapple with the dilemma, and
BAY non saguifur; the consequence asserted is no
consaquence at all. It waa no conseqnence from my
not having condemned Home BRule, that I had either
not considered it, or had adopted it. What is true
is, that I had not publicly and in prineiple condemned
it, and also that I had mentslly considered it. Dot
I had neither adopted nor rejected it; and for the
very simple reason, that it was not ripe either for
adoption or rejection. It had not become the un-
equivocal demand of Jreland: and it had not been
8o defined by its promoters, as to prove that it was a
safe deinand. It may and shonld be known to many
who are or have been my colleagues, that I made
some abortive efforts towards increasing Irish influ-
euce over Irish affairs, beyond the mere extension of
County Government, but not in a shape to which the
term Home Rule could be properly applied. Nor
have I been able to trace a single imputation upon
me,; whether of omission or eommission, in respect
of which I should not, by acting according to the
orders of my censors, have offended against all or
some of the roles, which I have pointed out as the



