University of Windsor

Scholarship at UWindsor

Electronic Theses and Dissertations Theses, Dissertations, and Major Papers

1972

Approaches to Home Rule : Froude and Lecky on eighteenth
century Ireland.

Anne. Burton
University of Windsor

Follow this and additional works at: https://scholar.uwindsor.ca/etd

Recommended Citation

Burton, Anne., "Approaches to Home Rule : Froude and Lecky on eighteenth century Ireland." (1972).
Electronic Theses and Dissertations. 1205.

https://scholar.uwindsor.ca/etd/1205

This online database contains the full-text of PhD dissertations and Masters’ theses of University of Windsor
students from 1954 forward. These documents are made available for personal study and research purposes only,
in accordance with the Canadian Copyright Act and the Creative Commons license—CC BY-NC-ND (Attribution,
Non-Commercial, No Derivative Works). Under this license, works must always be attributed to the copyright holder
(original author), cannot be used for any commercial purposes, and may not be altered. Any other use would
require the permission of the copyright holder. Students may inquire about withdrawing their dissertation and/or
thesis from this database. For additional inquiries, please contact the repository administrator via email
(scholarship@uwindsor.ca) or by telephone at 519-253-3000ext. 3208.


https://scholar.uwindsor.ca/
https://scholar.uwindsor.ca/etd
https://scholar.uwindsor.ca/theses-dissertations-major-papers
https://scholar.uwindsor.ca/etd?utm_source=scholar.uwindsor.ca%2Fetd%2F1205&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
https://scholar.uwindsor.ca/etd/1205?utm_source=scholar.uwindsor.ca%2Fetd%2F1205&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
mailto:scholarship@uwindsor.ca




o

&~

APPROACHES TO ROME.RULE: FROUDE AMD IECKY ON
EXGHTEENTH CENTURY IRELAND

e P

AIDE BIRTON, M.A. Oxon.

Submitted to the Department of History -
of the University of Windsor in - ‘
partial fulfilment of the
requirements for.the
Degree of Master s
. . of Arts

FACULTY OF GRADUATE STUDIES
" ok .

1972



L ]

@'Anne. Bﬁfton' 1972

cy
o~
o2
-
Y
€2



'ABSTRAGT'

This thesis isoconcerned with two interpratations of
Irish history at the time when Home Rule w&s being debated
inside .and outside Parliament, Ip an attempt to disgover
what ideas'waré ciéculating ébout fﬁé fithass of the Irish
‘_for sslf—government it examines two histor1ca1 works with
a. single question in mind: it asks what baaring Froude s

.

and lecky's analyses of eighteenth century Ireland had on
their attitude to the Home Rule issue. .
Chapter I seeks to Justify this whole anp}oach
Chapt.ers IT and III' contain an ana]ysis oi‘ Froude's and
Lecky's histories of Ireland - Chapter IV, by bringing out
what two such different thinkers.had in common, tries £o
. glve éome ide; of the strength of the opposition ?ﬁat "

Gladstone faped. ‘ .
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" CHAPTER I

H)

Aims and Sources

. 4 .
- ) ?

The usual route to the discovery of Froude's The English in

Ireland in the Eighteenth Century, and lecky's History of Ireland

in the Eighteenth Century lies»through the bibliographies of more

recent historians. Today. eighty to a hundred years after their
appearance on the scene of history, politice and literature, these

'works are still the standard authorities on the period they cover,

They are wonumental works: monuments to the skill industry,

personality and opinions. of their authors. and in varying degrees, -

to their scholarship.

The two works are, and will no doubt continue to be, indis-

pensable, both for their intrinsic qualities ard by reason of the
fact that they make uee of material which is no longer available.1
However, they are not normally regarded as being of equal merit.
A bibliographical reference to Froude's work is likely to be
accompanied by a warning to the effect that he is partisan,"whild/1
Llecky's is regerded without qualification as a classic,?

Both works it may be argued are lmited in iheir scopa.

Froude was much less concerned with writing a history of Ireland

.

1See D. Lindsay Keir, "Froude and Lecky on Eighteenth tury
Ireland” Bulletin of the Irish’ Committee of Historical Scie
No. 14, 1941, p, 4;5 . s

_ 2See for exdnple Edith ¥, Johnston, Irish History - 4 Seleci .
Bibliograghx (London: ‘The Historical Association, 1969), p, 37, - -

LN

1.
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AP as such than-he was with showing M’Fnd vhy England had failed’to
h craate in her e mirror inage of herselfl lecky. following in Froude 5
o footsteps, dwelt on precisely the same topics as Froude, since he
wanted’ to correct at every point what he felt wasda distortion of
krish histony.. Consequently they both tread the same path -
covering, for example, the penal laws, the commercial restrictions.,
the constitution of 1?82 the rebellion of 1798 and the Unton.
Lecky, at certain points, impairs the artistic umity of his wcrk
by dwelling at excessive length on topics which strictly speaking
have little to do with his main theme, such as the rebéllion of
: .1641 and the abduction of Protestant heiresses, precisely because
he feels compelled to counter the false impression left by Froude.

7 Consequently. in what they emphasize and in what they amit, both .
Fréude and Lecky have certain.deficiencies. rTheir treatment of
constitutional issues, the effects‘of the penal code, dissent and
.economic Hfe, all need revision in the light of modern research.3
. B There would be ample scope for uriting a thesis on the -

scholarship of Froude and Lecky. Such questions as, "To what

L]

extent is.Froude a reliable guide to eighteenth century Ireland?"

..and, "To what extent does. Lecky provide us with a more reliable

and‘balanced picture than Froudei™ immediately come to mind,. along
uith that raised by Keir - “How and where do Froude amd Lecky need
té be supplemented?‘ Such a thesis would have eighteenth centuny
Ireland as its pivot, | )

&

PR Houever. a totally different approach is also possible.

3Keir. locl it.



At the time when Fronde's and Lecky's works appeared the interest

_that attached to them was not purely. or even primarily, historical
TIt was topical. They; and thelir readers.'were involved in eighteenth_
century Ireland less for its .own sake than for its bearing on nine-
teenth century Treland and the crucial issue of Home Rule. Froude

-is explicit about this. He states in.the preface to his 1881

" edition that h1s aim in wrlting is to.expose the folly of Gladstore's

Irish policy."+ Iecky &e~mere circumspect He makes no precise state-
ment of his aims, otheb than saylng that he wants to take Irish i
history out of the hands of “half-educated and uncritioal enthusiasts®, 5
but it is eclear from manw asides in his work, as well as from the
" elosing pages of Volume V that current developments were vividly
. before him as he wrote. i X

For their readers the works had the same topical interest.
It is more than coincidence that Froude's book was reprinted in 1881
at a time of cr151s in Irish history: Lecky's volumes became, in
spite of hia,conclusions, a rich source of arguments for Home Rule

supporters and helped to shape Gladstone's own opirons, ", As™

Trevelyan6 observed of Lecky's history in 1887 - “The foolish and

* hJ A, Froude, The English in Irelend | in the Eighteenth Cen jury

(3 Volumes, New York:" AMS Press, 1969) reprinted from the edition of -
1881, Vol. I, p. V11. These volumes will be referred to a's Froude I,
. Froude II, and Froude IIT, \\;u/

- M. E. H, Letky, A History of Ireland in the Eighteenth antugz
(5 Volumes; New York: D, Appleton and Company, 1893), Vol. I, p. 281.
These volumes will be referred to as Lecky I, Lecky 1T, lecky IIT,
lecky IV, amd Lecky V

%

’6Treve1yan. Sir George Otto (1838-1928)3 '$ecretary for Ireland,

’

1882.
' -

IS



‘ fn;'
' unw;;ﬁhy fééerepces to modérn politics lie on the surface and-are,
in ng sense justifiea'bj.'or even annegted with, the,textﬁre qf
- the narrative, which is the most convineing case for a new treat-
.. ment of Ireland that ever I read. =7 )
| Froude and Lecky were not the only historlans to enter the
~political arena. They are-exariples of a once flourishlng, but now

:extinct breed of *noliticized historians“.scaThe author of a rscent

study of anti-Irish prejudice in Victorian Zngland has written that,

fl i

“Few of the leading historiuns in the second half of the century /{. .
shunned bublicity. ard most of them relished thelr participation !
.1n nublic controrarsies ranging from the Governor Eyre dispute to
| the American CiviI har. the Eastern Question. and Irish Home Rule '9
Nor were they without iﬁfluence. To quote a pertinent example,
many of the parliamantarlans uho voted on the Home Rule bills of
1886 and 1893 ouod what history they Know to the works. of men 1ike
Lord Hacaulay. Edward Freaman, John K, Graen. James A. Froude and
 Bishop Stubbs™.10 . o - )

In this coﬁtext_ii may ggt-bﬁ irrelevant to note that
history in the latter half-of'the rineteenth ceﬁtury was only in‘thé

&

73, Lﬁmmm QMﬂmemdmehuthm(RMMl
F Cass, 1964}, P. 524 .

-

8A term used by lewis F, Curtis, Anglo—Saxnns and Celts:
A Study of Anti-Irish Prejuiice in Victorian England. (Bridgeport,

~Conn, 1 %Mﬂm&on&ﬁbh&ﬁhsntMUmwmuyﬁBﬂ@wwt
- 1968), P 4.

9Ibid._. p.. 74,

1On44., p. 74 , -



process of emerging as‘an academic discipline in its own right

it ceasﬁs_to‘be surprising that two of Lecky's early works, dealing

. envisage?

5.

Histordans did not, 1ndeed could not, write as they do now Brimarily

for other historians, Instead their audience vas wide and diversi- o g

,fled and their influence was corress///ingly breoad., In this context

-with'apparent1§ esoteric themes and with the_fofbidding titles, The

Hisﬁorz“of the Risb‘and‘Iﬁflﬁénce of the Spirit of Fationalism in

Europe, and The Histonxﬁof European Forals had a bopular appeal 11 ‘ ’ f%
It is tharefore not 1nappropriate to taka Froude s and Lecky'

works on Ire%and-and congider them not so yuch as sacondary sources

for elghteenth céntﬁ}y Irish hi;torf-as primafy‘éou}ces for nineteenth

century British history. The leadihg questions will not ‘then be B |

dirgcted‘a£ the quality of Froude;s fnd'Leckyfs'scholarship, but uiil

centre on their attitudes. How, it ﬁay be ask@d. did each of these.

historians approach what they thought qf'as“the Irish problpﬁ?“ énu// T
‘did they aﬁalyse it énd break it dewn? What features of Irish history
did they single out for emphasis? What'did they consider to be the - = -

turning points in Irish'history? i“hat was the essence of their

opposition to Gladstone and Home Rule? Yhat solutions did they

. g
1 L M '

These are the questioﬁs to which this'thesis will attempt fo
<

provide some answers, Gladstone, we arse tcld in the standard work’

-

" on the subject had "the intallect of England ranged against him, "12

v

11H Ausubel, J. B, ‘Brebner and 2., ¥, Hunt’ (eds.), Soma

‘Historians of Modern Britaini Essays in Honor of R, L. Schuyler -/
. (New York: 1951), p. 137. . . -7

L)

123&mmohd, Gladstone and the Irish Nation, p. 523,

-



6.

_ Besides Froude and'lécky; the M st of notables opposed. to his‘peiicy _ “;

includes Huxqey, Tyndall;,Tenﬁyson, Browning, Seeley, Golduih'Smith.

Yartineau, Jowett and Herbert Spencer.13. "This thesis aims to phobe

a little into the natere of ithat intellectﬁal eppoéiti;n as it is
embodied in two major works, by two emiﬁehtfmen_of ﬁeep coﬁ;ittiops.
whe appfoached their subject‘matter with a2 sense of .its érgc%al'
importanca to the righl‘order of the world -

"In the ‘two chapters which immediately follow this intr uctlon :

I have attempted to analyse first Froude's and then Leckyqs aporoach

_to Irish history. touching a’ 1ittle on .what seem to me to'ba the

/
influences to which sschswas subgected. but.concentratlng mainly on

o

" the.works themselves, The theme uppermqst in my mind iﬁ trylng to |
. o I . ' -

draw out the 'essence of their substantial volumes was that of Eome

Rule, the issie that surely preoccupled the majoritj of-niﬂeﬂ%anth

century readers. These chapters’ are not intended to represent a
precis or summary of what Froude and Lecky actually said. v

| In the final chapter I have consideqed various aspects of

e - . . . .
thelr case against Home Rule., This inevitably meant’ dwelling. on what

s

they have in common rather than on yhat distinguishes them. In this
chapter I have drawn on some material other«fhan'the ;orke in-qhestion,
particularly-in the case of Lecky, whose views soretimes need to be
aelucldated from other sources precisely because he is more wary than
Froude of being explicit, His views are also-more complex and harderl

to pin down. In this .regard the. Memoir1“ written by Lecky®s wife is

e-., ' “ -

-

Livdd., p. 523-2k,

.,

W Menoty of thauRt, Hon. Wllliam Edward Hartpole Lecky by his
vife (Londonmﬁ Longmans, Green. and Co..1909) . !

* e : o
- Sl '
o

L g

<Y
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invalnable sin e it contains many extracts from letters and Speeches

P
linked together by a well written narrative. The letters published ~

L by H, bontgomery Hydel5 are a useful supplement to this, ssince they

3

-
-’_'—/ .

not only_amplify‘Lecky $ views but also convey a more lively im-
pression of his nersonslity. Some use has also been made of

, contemporary reviews in‘ﬂacmillan s Magazine 16 o

The secondary sources on which I have drawn are enumerated

in the bibliogranhy. If one of these has nroved rore valuable thane

O
all the others it is the study of anti-Irish prejudice by leuis P,

2
Curtis, a small work which'is intendbd to be the prelude to a much

4

longer One.

Finally, if this thesis tends to duell at certain points on’

lecky rathgr than on Froude it is because Froude's vie; are crystal -

clear while Lecky's are often endgmatie.“ '

v

15
of W, E. H, Lecky. (Iondonl .Home and Van Thol ). 1947),

[y
/1

16w B, H. Lecky, "Mr, Froude's En bglish{in Ireland™, in*

Macmillan' s Magazine, XQVII (18?3), p. 246-26k, and XXX’ (1871;)
pc 166 181} N "‘-“'\
. KIxo William 0*Connor- Norris, *Mr. Lecky's last Volumes ,

R YV ]

in MacMillan' sa}agazine LXIII (1830-1) e 12152

H. Montgomery Hyde, A Victorian Historian: Private Letters

~



/ 1. First principles - | , ‘

P2

CHAPTER II < : // -

I

Froude's Approoch to Irish Histery

/

. The reader. who oomes upon Froude's The English in Ireland in

the Elghteenth Century urinitiated intg cértain channels of Victorian

Tbought inevitably experiances 8. sense of shock on oponlng his first

- volume, In place of the expocted openings - perhaps some brief

h'summary of Ang}o-Irish reﬂations. some reference to the significance

>

of thh Irish question ~or some geographical or sconomic oboeﬂvations,-

' ' he flnds a statement of dogma. In the opening pages of his work Froude

'clearly enunciatos the ;inciples which govern his uhole approach to

Irish history. They are crucial to an undarstanding of his work, o '
. 1+ "‘k_/
He begins by considering tHe proper relationship of one country

to ano her, and assumes as his starting point that "In a world in .

we are made to depend so largely for our.woll-beiog on the
- . : Y .

nduet of our’neighbours, ard yet are created infiﬁ§toly-unequal

in ability and worthiness of character, the superior part has a

natural right to goverﬁ the inferdor part has a patural right to be

i

govarned“ 1 He goes on to explain that the supdrior and Anferior parts -
may be roadily recognized by their relative strength for ‘right is

.‘forevar tending to create might™, 2 He is care to distinguish

between this Mratibnal® prineiple and its converse that ™might

[

lFroude I, p. 2. L -

. ZM.' p'“‘z.- ) . .

f
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Y

constitutes right" which, he says, only holds good among wild

i
beasts and .savages, \

"The right of a people to self-govermment therefore consists

] ] ) N ’, »
in their pover to defend themselves.u He considers, only to discard

" them, other Dosslble bases for nationhood ~ such as geography. race

and lanpguage - and coneludes by restating his basic assumption that

.

Mas nature has so constituted us that we must be ruled in- some vay,'

and as at apy given time the rule inevitably will be in the hands of

L4

those who are strongest, so nature also has allotted superiority of
'
strength to superdi '1ty of 1ntellect and character" 5 But the

subject nation, he arguesr

is not the loser by this arrangement

since there is "no freedo —po551ble to man. except in obedience to

‘law, ard those who cannot prescribe a law-to themselves if they

desire to be E?ee mst be content to~acéept~directioh ffom‘others".6
A1l this Froude lays down without s much as a whisper of the
name of Ireland, but in the 1870'5 and 1880'5 the imnlication of his

words was clear enough In his concluding paragraph he certainly

-comes close to alluding to Ireland as an example of precisely what

he means for ™a nation which at once will not defend its liberties
in the field nor yet allow itself to be governed but struggles to

nreserve thg,independence which it wants the spirit “to uphold in arﬁs

by insubordiration ard anarchy and secret crime, may bewail its

&

3Ibid,, pP. 2 —_— ¢

”Ibid..-sl:h
SIbid1, p. 5,

6._._,Ibid‘ l‘ p' 50



N 1 - - 10.
urongs in uild and weeping eloquence in the ears of mankind'? but -
will not vindicate its right to liberty in the process.
| However. lest his allusions be loct on any undiscernlng
reader, Froude goes on to spell out_precisely.yhat he means in the _
following pages. Scotland, he points out, long résiste& any form of |
qnion‘vith Englard, bpﬁ'in the strugéle for‘indspendencé evolved ™a |
race of men who had been hammered to a.temper which made ihgﬁ;more
.valuable than mountains of gold”.8 Cén;equenﬁl} when they did enter
o into a unibn-it was on terms of mutual respect., The Welsh tbo, at a

. eertain stage, realized the futility of resistance and submitted,

Ireland's crime was that she would neither resist courageously
nor honourably subrit, “hat sberchose instead was a form of guerilla
warfare prolonged over the centuries. She fought not on the 5attle-
‘field but by means ofr‘asgassinﬁtion and secret tribunals",? “Hations™
Froude exﬁostulatos..“are not perwitted to achieve indapendg%ce on
thase terms'.lo Ireland, he says, has succeeded only in exasperating
England until *it seemed at last as if no solution of the problem was |
possible save the expu]sion or destruction o‘.a race which appeared
1ncurable'.11 With these grim words Froude turns to.the narrative
por‘tion oi; his history.

?Ibid., p. 6 .

-8 ‘
Ibid., p. 9.

+

?Ib.,___i d_' [ p . 12 »

chbid.'P. '12- . "’ \
e, p. 13,

2 e



11.

I
fzfﬁﬁ‘ L.‘kIt‘is ciosr from those opening pages that froude is nothihg
= f not dogmatic in his approach. England has the right to govern:.
. Ireland has the right to be governed, Sinoe the Irish have beon
- unable to assert their indopoooonce successfully, therefore they are
incapable of sa}fbgorernment; Whatever is, is right. Might-is right -
in spite of Froude's protestations to the contrary. Such are the
immutablellsws of naturs; ory to put it another vay, suoh‘is'tho
_divioe:orﬂer of things willed by God.}? And God's ﬁrophet is Froude:
Frouoe hos.h message to proolaim. The burdsen of his three
volomes is not only that Ireland has\resisted her subordinate role.'
but also that England has failed in her task as the “superior part"
Froude s 7013, ar he conceives it, is to poirt out to both parties
thelr respective failures, as demorstrated in Irish history; and to
call thenm both,.but-especially England, back to the path of duty.
Frouoe_bagins with'certain principles and demonstrates them from
history: This is a legitimate exercise for a prophet but it is not
the historlan s task as normaTIy concelved, - What he has written is '
in reality a tract aQ’,ﬁg his readers are invited to understand and
explore Irish history only‘in order to repent, |
These are severe critioisms of Froude as a historian 13" vere
they based only on an understandlng of his introductory pages they

might be dismissed as an aberration. However, not only does Froude

adhere to this line of thought throughout the length and breadth'

L1bia., p. 573, ~ :
13Thay would have to be modified if all his historical works,
and notably his History of England, were under consideration,




12,
of his three volumes but he also represents a distlnct current of

“Victorian thought ' He Ls almost an echo of his mentor Carlyle.

-,

There are arresting similarities between Froude's approach and -
this summary of Carlyle s nhilosonhyx

That God is for Carlyle the great sovereign
of the univurse, who imposes the law which
it is man's fimm. duty to obey rmust have led
Carlyle not only to an emphasis on authorlty
dnd obedience in general, but, also to an

; emphasis on these things as vested in His

- representatives. The injunction that
Carlylé ever makes, that it is man's duty .
to - obey God's law'(the law of right), that
only by so obeying can he lead a just life
and attain freedom, raises the question,"

~ how are men to know God's law?.,.The law
is to be discerned in history i

Again 'Carlyle drew from Fichte the doctrlne that history is
the revelation of God and that the ‘man of perception may see right
triumphing as might®.15  One final quotation fram Carlyle's "Latter-day
Pamphlets" may sumltp gis. ‘and Fr;ude'é. approach, “There is no bio-

graphy of a man, much less .any history or biogranhy of a natlon, but

wraps in it a message out of heaven". 16 _

g

These are grave words an? they impdéa a heavy responsibility
¥, . -t
on the historian, They place him on a pinnaéle from which he is to
pronounce‘judgment, But in thus raisiné‘him above the common herd of

men they also raise him above some useful everyday virtﬁes. Or ratﬁer:

’ . . A
N 1

: luBonjamin Evans Lippincott, Victorian Critics of Cemocracy
(New York: Octagon Books Ine,, 1964). p. 29-30.

15Ib1d.. p. 22, )

16 , .
Ibid., p. 30. _ ' .

I :r



13.

they make those virtuss superfluocus. A prophet has no need to be
detached indeed helcsnnot be almost by oefinition A prophot has
no need to question his basic ldeas and assumptions - in fact he
cannot do so and remain true to his vacation. hor can a prophat be
-changed or‘mellowed by’sxpprience.- If he were once to doubt he
would be untrue to his.role. ) |

It is Somethlng of a paradox that Froude who was so uncom—J
promlsing in his attitude to Ireland, in fact had a-greator acquaintance
with that country than most Englishmen. He certainly knew it a-great
 deal better than .Gladstone who paid 1t a single visit. He went first
in 1840 and subsequentlj in 18h5, 1848 ard botween 186? and 18?0 when
‘he spent the summers writing in a rented’ house at Darreen.17 Yot his
v1sits-only served to strengthen his views. His ideas seen to havpi
'-h'en fixed as early as 1840 and to this period he ascribos “the
‘bpginning of mv interest in Ireland and the origin of the book (Tho

nglish in Ireland) which I wrote about it thirty yoars after™, 18

Many of the idsas expressad in Froude's autobiography on the
subject of his first visit anticipate those which are axiomatic in
his later work A passage such as tho following illustrates in graphic
o torms just what Froudc meant when he clinically set forth the distine-
ﬁ tion between the sunerior" and "inforior partsx '

-

Do what we will with Ireland, e cannot destroy .
the beauty of it. From Eandon I drove to Bantry, -
. from Bantry to Glengariff and Killarney. In all

17Curtis, Anglo-Saxons and Celts, p. 85, -

law H, Dunn, J, A, Froude - A Biograpgx (2 Volumes. Oxford:
1961 and 1963) Vol, I. p. 69,

1



LIt is impossible to avoid the impression that hq‘nevar really rade up

14,

the world I have never seen a lovelier road.

The inhabitants, except.where they have been

taken in bard and metamorphosed into police,,

seemed more like itribes of squalid apesl9

than humap beirgs, In the towns where I had

to stop for a few minutes, my car would be
- surrounded by forty or fifty beggars of both

sexes and all ages, whining, howling, arnd ‘
screaming for-the price of the tobacco for : >
the love of God, shoeless, hatless, the :
elf-locks hanging over their Lalf-naked

shoulders, and the rags hanging about their .

bodies, with faces made prematurely hideous.-

by dirt and misery. This fgature at least

the famine made an erd of.2¢ :

'E;seuheré he touches on one of the main themes of his work when

he relates how his Irish experiences led him to understand "what the

 Duke of Wellington had said, that Irelard was a half-comquered

-country, We should have to conquer it’hltogetﬁer or to let it go.'21

Froude was very vulnerable both to the impéct of his Irish
experiences and-to the simple.dogmatic approach of Cafl&le, fbr his
critical faculties had never been seriousiy culfivhted. AS a small
boy he had shown great: promise and had been entered by his—§mbitious
father at Westminster School at_thalagé of twelve, :Small and delicate.
he profpd utferly unequal ;o the rigours of public school life in the
days'b?fore A£nold's‘reforms.' The five years thit he spent there

were 2 total academic loss. The wonder is that he survived at all,

- -
19Kingsley referred to the Irish as “human chirpanzees®, Curtis.
Anglo-Saxons and Celts, p. 84, For more on the same subject see L. Perry
Curtis, Jr,, Apes and Angels (€ity of Washington: Smithsonian Institu-
tion Press, 1971). : - : :

[3

2QW. H, Dunn, Froude Vol, I.Ip. 69;

2144, , p. 10 -

—
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for those lost years. As hé said hinself "The five years most |
i;portant for ;n education ih scholarship had been qnt;rely wasted®™,22
Certainly he‘had réad.widely during ‘that period but that ™had done
| nothing for my scholaréhiﬁ."‘The‘only accomplishments which 1 had'
brought away from ngtminstér lay in cooking, shoé-cleaning, fire-
lighting, bed-making and‘sqph.like...ButIthese would be no use to .
me at College, énd in Greék and Latin and mathematics I was now as
backward at seventeen as at ‘twelve I had been absurdly precocious 23
" After a period spent at home, in the course of which his dis-
anpointed father threatened to anprentiéé Him to a tanner, he read
enough to qualify himself-for entrance to Oriel in 1836, But once
~more he admits that his studies "had no scholastié valué. I read
merely beaause T lked it, skipped over the difficulties and paid
_ small attpntion to the ndcetles of scholarship. n2k
| ‘ I’Froude never really outgraw the stage of uncritical enthusiasm.
The description that he wrote.of himself at Buckfastleigh\?chool
before he waﬁt to Westminster holds true of him in Qll its gssentials
as algrown mén. with the différence that théfcﬁmbats.he became in-
~olved in then vere not those of the heroces of-antiquiﬁy_but those
“of Celt and Saxon. He writes of énp of his bofhood teach;rs as follows:
~ The younger Kr, Lowndes was a Homeric scholar;

He was not accurate and kmew little or nothing
of the delicacies of the language, but the

Greeks and Trojans delighted him, . He flung

‘22W. H, Dunn, Froude Vol, I, p. 45.

23

Ibid., p. 43. R
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‘figure, and even now in Eire an almost contemporary villain.26 Froude;

e, -6,

himself'into‘the comﬁats of Gods and men

with as much eagerness as if he had besn

one of the warriors. He found in the small

me a partner in his enthusiasm,25

T

In precisely the same spirit Froude flung himself into Irish
history; making his heroes into gods and- their opponqnts into

s°methiﬁg almost less than men. The greatest of these heroes

was Cromwell, ‘ ' . o y

2, Crdmuall S

-
wos

The inclusion of Cromuell in a history of eightesnth cantury

. Ireland requires some-explanation. He is, it is true, a colossal

however, had his own spa?fal reasons for giving a prominent place to
Cromwell, Foremost among these must bb reckoned. the influence of - b Y

Carlyle who assigned to the heroes of history the special role of

" transmitting God's law to the masses who owed to' it unquestioning

obedience, For Carlyle, Cromwall was among the grea@as% of these

heroes. He was "the autocrat by divine appointment, who .attempted

] to bring the Divine Law of the Bible into actual practice in men's

affairs on earth"\27 For Froude too. Cromuell was God's messenger,

ard as the only ruler of Ireland with a vivid sense of his divine

| hqmmission, his regime was the yardstick by which to measure all

other attempts at governing Irelard,

25Tnid., p. 27, . S . I

» 3

. 260yen Dudley Edwards (ed.)), Conor Cruise O'Brien Introducas
Irelanmd (London: Andre Deutsch Idmiyed, 1969), p. 22!

2?Iippincott Victorian Critics) p. 26. ‘
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In order to Justii‘y his defsnce of Cromwell Froude feels
‘called upon once more to restate his pnhciples. Justice. he eXx-

n“ains, means not freedctn, not leaving Irelanr} to her own devices,

but Drotection - protncti.on of the honest the industrious arﬂ the

worthy. #ho first step was to Tenove the oppressors, that is to i
all those who were in arms against fCromleM .
Drc;gh'eda and ‘-\;exford were a nacessa.:ry part of tﬁé pr;:;:eés of liber-

ating Il.-elab'd.-' .‘The country was then "a blank sheet of paper, on . '""' "

uhich the Enc'lish Commoimvealth might m-ite what characters they

pleased™. 28

LY

What they spelt oﬁt was a policy of rmilitary' occupa@io’n..
Cromwell's ai-my was.se'ttied on the land they had conquei'éd. regiment '
by regi‘r'ént traoo by troop. The Irish beasantry indeed remainod in
their old homes but "the fa-ni]ies of the chiefs, the leading members
of the Insh race - the- mic’dle and upper classes as we should call
@hem. from Vhoso‘?anks the worst eleruen‘[:s of diSOrder e.r'ose"l29 were
W%\ygnd the Shannon to Connaught, in the hope oI: drawing a
strict line betwsen the Téutons and the Celts. - Catholic priests
were- declared “guilty of ‘high treason and banished. As Froude, .
_smn'mairi_'zod it, under the Cromwellian settlement the “owners of .tl.m
soil had forfeited their righfs and were deprived of them, The

religion out of which the worst of their crimes had originated was
'proscribed" .30 -

28Froudo ‘I, p. 130. -
29Tbid., p. 133. ~

30Tbid., p. 136.
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procaeded to identify Ireland uith'mngland The separate Iribh,/)
Parliament was gbolished and free/trade between the countrles was
th beneficial resnlts for Ifish‘industry and” pros-

e . L
Since the Cromwellian regime represents for Froude the ideal

Irish gpvernment it may be as well to dwell a little on its salient

- featares, On the one hand it involved destructlon the conquest .of

the Celts and the massacre of somé of them, the confiscatlon of their

land ard tha sunnression of their religion., It also involved the
abolition of tﬁat essentially Anglo-Irish institution the Irish
Parliament, OnAtha other bhand, it inv;ived some positive action -
the fostering of trade and industry. As Froude writes of the |
Cfomwellian'regime. Ireland' interests ‘were not sacriflced to
Eng’and s ccmmercial Joalousies...he Crcmvall refused to sacrufice

to English selfishness any single real benefit which it was in his

power_to confer® 31 .

The impIlications of thisc are <lear. In Froude's eyes the

destruction of Irish identity, whether in its Celtic or inglo-

T Irish featuros. was no loss, Cn the other hahd; whit he' does

commend 1s the fostering of inﬂustry and'industrioué habits among

~ the Protestant garrison which he hopes to draw ever more closely

towards England. ' The wisdom of suppressing vhat is Irish ard cul-

:tivating what is English, these are the lessons that rroude draws

from the’ Cromwellian regime. These are the tests he applies to

311b1d e Pe 137-87 | | /

r
!“
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~subsequent Envlish policy.-_; ' '
Before leaving the subjsict of Cromwell it may be well to

realize that his person was constantly before Froude. He revorts)ﬂ.
to him:at'the end of Voluma I, There was, he says, only one period.
when the English attempted fo‘govern-“wisely ahd firﬁly unaer‘a‘
rule impartially just, by the laes. so far as the intellect can
diecern them, appointed by the Kaker of the world; and that‘wes
under "the high inpulse of Puritaﬁism?. But it wes.onlf for a brief
period, ™When they ceased to governlteenselves nobly they were no

longer able to govern Treland nobly and after a short- lived experiment

gave up the effort™. 32

' 3..‘The natte}n of Englieh governmpnf
V" The bulk of Ffeude's three volumes are devoted to his'aﬁalyeis

of the misgovernment that folloued the death of Cromwell His approach
.is BSSBHtl&llYm@ narratlve one with his own cowments freely interspersed
among Ehg tale of events. Here an attempt will be made %o single out
the saixent featur;;{‘that is to say the salient errors,. of unglish _
policy towards Irelané%j Just as it had been Qromwall's great mer}?
‘te foster Irieh_trade and ;ndgstry; so it was a leadin;_feature off:
' Eeéland's normal policy to suppress them. In Froude's estieaﬁion
this was‘érobably fhe cardinal errof. |

Only three years. after the Rostoration a havigation Act was
passed from which Ireland was excluded qFroude describes i1ts effect
upon Ireland in words Hhich reveal his faelings about the 1njnst1ce

of the measure:u,

32@2-1 P 573'?4-




e

LT - ’ N o>
y She had established an indeoendent trade with
' New England; it was destroyed.~ All produce :
of the colonies sent to Ireland, a)l Irish e
produce sent to the colonies, had first to
be landed in England and thence reshippad in
English bottoms. She had established a large
and luerative cattle trade with Bristol,
Milford and Iiverpool. It was supposed to -
- lower the value of English farm produce, and
was utterly prohibited. Neither cow or
- bullock,” shesp or pig, fat or lean, might
"be transported Trem Ireland to England.
Salt, beef and bacon, even bu%%er and:cheese,
lay lﬁ\der the .sare interdict;

T

A .

This was only the beginning of the crippling of Irlsh trade.

In 1698 an export duty of four: shlllings in ﬁhe pound on all broad-

. cloths was imposed and of two s?lllings in tbe pound on. Jerseys.
flannels and friezes. Moreover,_ihg lrish were forbidden to e#nort

.elther wool or woollen manufactures to any country excent oncland

and then only through specified ports on each side of St Georve 5

Channel, 34 Froude s comments on this neasure‘deserve to be quoted.

+*

He" graphically describes the sentiments of the purbllnd comrerclal

TN

pol;\.ticie_.ns“35 who werse respensible for it:

This Ireland with her harbors and rivers, her *

urmumbered sheep flocks, fattened on her lime- v
stone pastures, producing the finest ‘fleece

in the world, this nest of .Popery and sedition,

this bottomless morass of .éxpense and confusion,

was to 1Aft up its head and Pprosper, tempt away

thelir capital and their workmen. rob England of

the secret of her wealth, her monopoly in the .

world's markets of the broadcloth frieze and '
flannel trade, 36 . mgf _ ' o

N . ps
- -
¥y

e

Bvid,, p. 161-62. :

M1bid., p. 267-68, \ ..' .
Sresd., p.2th, . AR

36Dnd., p. 263-64. | o
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o e He goes on to explain nrecisely why he considered England's commercial
) - 4
volicy: disastrously short sighted% " *
- ) .
. No spirit could hqve more effectually'kllled _
" 'the genius of Popery‘and’'Jacobitism, or could
have more .surely.provided that Ireland should : C
never again be a burden on the English exchequer - : e 'f
thap the growth of trade and manufacture.there. -
The practical intelligence, the fixed and orderly.
LT habits, the class of persons who would have been
: ' +'*  attracted over to make their homés...these things.
: o . would- have formed the links of an invisible chain,
Coe which could never havg been broken, to bind the
two islands into one, _
But the chance to turn Ineland into an extension of England was lost
/
v The wool trade was nrohibited and the result was "to convert the '
o “ ‘ ,
’ Irish beyond thelr other troublesome peculiarities, into a nation } .
“of smugglers" 38 ‘ .
&’ B ! . . . -
'+ The policy pursued with regard to the woollen industry'uas
extended to, other fields. Measures put fon'ard by the Irish House
d,- - .
: of Commons in 1?16 and 1719 in the interests of agriculture were ,_‘
- regected hy the English House and not until 1?28 were any concessions
- forthcoming on tha‘grounds that "to condemn the Irish to recurring : S
famine Eéf neither safe nox wise; ‘39 '
. Thb linen industry Irelard retained until 1773 and with it
T o some hope remained of creating four Ulsters instead of ane, In that
] year. however. it suffered a fatal blow in the shape of duties levied
- . ' k |
2 mal, plo26s, . £ |
o Ibid., p'26§. - . ) \. 2 S, _2.‘
. . . . _ . . * < . ) :
- 39 ' ' oL E ’ . .‘" - ’o
- ¢ - Ibid., p. 403, _ '
. N A ‘ . ., ) . : ) -‘ | R | Iz ‘ ' . . 5‘
'd"" ) ’ ‘ ) B . *, Q@
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""on the coarse kinds of’ffiéhﬁ;inen fabrics in direct -breach of the
T 'eﬁgégement-for ﬁhich.theif;wooilan industr& had been sacrﬁficedf.hq
: ';iohdé‘writes with considerable bitterness of the effect of
these reprasaive,ﬁaasuresx , o ‘< .

If Ireland.had fallen into sloth England had
first annihilated the most flourishing branch
of her industry. .She had left her the linen
trade, and boasted of having given her excep-
fional advantages in the orosecution of it, but
she was repenting of heriﬁégnanimity.'invading‘[

' the compact, and by side measures stealing it . _
from her in favor of her own pecple. She had . Yy
cut off Ireland from the sea by her navigation o
laws, and had_ forced her into a contraband
frade which enlisted half her population in / _ '
organized resistance to the law,. Even her " -
wretched agriculture had been discouraged, .
lest an increasing breadth of corn in Cork .
or Tlpperary should lower the value of
English land. Her salt meat and butter
were laid under an embargo when England , .o
wont to war, that the English fleets and .

~ armles might be victuallaﬂ'cheaply at the =~ s

. expense of Irish fatmers,*1 .

There is in this passage, as well as in those quoted_above,

Plication that tho restriction &f Irish trade was more than
aéonomic'disa§ter."It,was'also a ééral and political disaster,
s'far gs'Froude was concernedfindustry implied virtue ;ﬁd virtue
was associated with Proﬁeétaﬁ£1sm;ahd:E;gland._ someihing of this
‘emergoS'i@‘h;s traatment,éf Cromwall'spgéﬁievehenté. He uriﬁeé
ih;t the "vice of Ireland was idlena;s: therefore by all means he
étimulaiad indus£r3"42 and aggin iha£ industry *uasleverywhere,alive;

o

"Ow—;' |.i3.' 162. .
lebid., p. 197, . R -
- Lk2p I‘J 338 S | .

] Lo A‘-!‘joude ' ,pn 138l :

j,-. o ¢ s © S 5///
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23, , -
-oceating wealtn and cbmfoft. order and organiz;tion" 3 His most
"emnhatic statemont on the virtues-and imnlication of industry comes
.in his comment on the Irish gentry of the Restoration oeriod ‘who, .

he says, "wers well aware that, ac the- world then was, skill and
:industry were nainly Protestant virtues- and if Ireland was to bocome-
ias they intended a second ungland Irish Popory, with its idleness

and its. faction fights, and slatternly habits, could not be allowad

to recover the ascondantﬁ e ‘

In ;estricting Irish“trade successive English governments

were, Froude srgnes, doing more than condemning her to “erpetual :
'novorty. Thay were also condemning her to sloth and thus attaching
her to Popery. At the same time they were alionating her from nngland
and English virtues and thus hanging a millstone round their own necks.
) So strongly did Froude feel on this issue that when he came to speak
of the constitution of 1?82 ho so far forgot his pregudice againstthe
Patriot party as to commend thelr agitation for free trade. . He writes

L

that for once ™Treland had a definitely just cause. and was strong o

o
1

in virtue of 1t,"5
England's failure to foster typically English and Protbstant

.'v1rtues was matched by her failura to take a strong lino with typically

Irish and Catholic vices, - In other words'she pursued a policy of con-'

rvession where she shquld have followed one of repression, He writos

!,+3Ibid., p. 240,

L
Ibid- s Do ,159"60-

aSFroude II.jp. 2ho,
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with the assurance that characterizes his whole approach that:

There had been, was and ever would be but one
C o way of governing Ireland - by putting authority
exclusively into the hands of men of personal
probity and tried loyalty to the British connec-
tion. TUntaught by unvarying experience- England
has persisted from the beginning in the opposite
- method. She has sought to rule with the support
- of men by whom it has been a disgrace to be
supported, to sacrifice the known and obvious
interests of the Irish people to the intrigues
of demagogues for whom the horsewhip would have
“been a fitter reward. From the days of the Earls
" of Kildare to the days of the modern Upas Tree
‘'she has walked in the same footsteps and always
to the same goal. She has encouraged the
. hostility which she hoped to disarm. She has -
& + ‘taught those whom she wished to conciliate Bga} .
they may defy and irsult her.with impunity.

.~

An instance of this was England's failure to enforce the penal
la;é. They wéra as ™unshotted cannon loud sourding. and dohspicuously.
i;tnpotent"..a? While in 1728 the Established Church disposed of a mere
600 men, there were in Iroland 3,000 priests, all of them liable,
accordiﬁg“tb~tha*;gtter of.tﬁe statuée. fo either death én‘transﬁorta-
t;on. Yot ;hapels ;aie‘built.and Nasé qai§ opeﬁly while the Catholi;

, Primate resided in Dublin and ord#inéd clergy without conceaimeﬁt;'
Thére wuro'also‘houses ‘of Augustihians;\Franciscahs, Carmelites and
Dcminicans. Froude saw ﬁis as the deliberate policy of ‘the Efslish
’gdvérnment. "The Catholids were a weaﬁbn in the}f hands fo keep.thé

: Protestanf gﬁntry from beyng troublesome. They allowod_the penal Jaws

to stand, and the odium ¢f them to rest on the Irish Parliament, But

g hich would- bhve been the justifieation of those laws,

aéFroude II, p. 74-5;
“7Frouds I, p. 379. |
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they took care to make :'|.un;)<:)ssiblea."1"8

The laws forbidding Catholics to carry arms were more
L} : : ‘ .
honoured in the breadh than in the observance, When in‘1732 an

attempt was made to prosecute Lord .Gormanston for appearing in

- public with a sword he was indeed convicted but the Judges wore

- U“ LR RVEL IFRLYFRS TRYETINRVAE STRN AT N

rebuked by the Viceroy for their action on the grounds that it

would create an uqfavourable 5.:::1:1-9551011,_abro_.;n.c!.l"'9 Keedless to say

the episode drew some strong wofds from Froude, It implied, he says; -

that:

“...the Irish Catholics were not to be interfered
vith except in time of war, or when there was

" present irminbnce of rebellion., They were to be
left undisturbed to prepare 'at their lelsure for

* action when a foreign quarrel should give them an
oprorturmity. The Irish Protestant gentlemen, on
vhose heads the tempest would fall, were unable to

‘. regard. the proposal'with the same equamimity, The:

‘treachery of England towards them compelled them -
to persevere in a course which tended more and
‘more to embitter their relations with the people.
They continued to insist on a disarming act as
indispensable for Ireland's safety and England '
contimed to re ; until, in 1739, her ministers
found themselves én the edge of a rupture with
Spain. Vhen danger brought them to their senses
they remesbered that the Protestants formed after
all the sole part of the population of Ireland
on.whose loyalty they could rely in time of trial,
and wavered back to a policy of coerclon, which
was doublySSalling because it had been so long
suspeonded. I :

.-

'The toleration of Catholicism seemed to Froude to’be a dagger

CR

“Brbia., p. 380. |

~

49Ibid..' p. 586.

: 5°Ibid.. p. 586-87,

QS . ) . Vs
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aimed at the Protestant ascendancy who *"had been planted as a .
garrison in a hostile country...They were in possession of the
estates of the native proprietors who had lost them in defence
of their religion, and the toleratlon of that religion was a-'quasi-
confession that the confiscation had been an unrighteous act®, t

~ ~ Froude argues: that for the safety and well—belng of Ireland
the Catholics were too little repressed. Conversely another group
was too much repressed. ‘He saw the Presbyterians. or non-conforrists,

' as tﬁe most wvaluable element in the Irish cdlcny and the least
enpreciated As he points out the Protestant ascendancy - the clergy,

- the peers and the lnndowners - were essentially High Church and they -
; were Youd agains& Drincibles of church government uhlch tended. as
- \

they-uere pleasedto say, to republicanism' 52 The High Church party:

_ ...chose to believe that Ireland was theirs; that
- 1t was3for them to dictate the terms on vhich either
_~ Catholics or Dissenters should te pernitted to ablde
" among them. The Bishops argued that if they agreed
to a toleration act, they must be protected by a
sacramental test. Nonconformity must be laid under
a ban of some kind, and, if liberty of worship was
allowed, the army and navy, the learned professions
and the Civil Service must be reserved to Churchnen.2

In 1704 a Test Act was introduced by which:

The Presbyterians, the Independents, -the Huguenot
immigrants, the Quakers,...were swept under the
same political disabilities, and were at once cut.
off from the army, the rilitia, the civil service,
the commission of the pgﬁce_axﬁ from seats in the’
murd cipal corporations. .

51Thid., p. 526-77.
2Thid., p. 239.
53Imad., p. 239.

Huad., p. 313. o I
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While, as Froude notes, the penal laws against Catholics were

"allowed to remain a dead letter, those against the non-conformists

were put into effect. Presbyterians magistrates in Ulster were
removed, non-conformist aldermen ware'ejected from Belfast and

Derry and the validity of Dissenters'-marriages was assailed.??

/

In Froude's estimation these laws were nothing short of
madness. The ﬁon—cbnformists were, he stressed. the most valuable

elemént in Ireland. Many of them were descendants of the Cromwellian

settlers and in a crisis they could be counted on for their 1oyalt§
to England. %E/}he defence of Derry they!

+++flung over the wretched annals of their adopted

. country a solitjary gleam of true glory.  Even this
passed for notHing.  They were still Dissenters,
st31]l unconscigus that they owed obedience ‘to the
hybrid successérs of St. Patrick, the prelates of
the Establishment...vexed with suits in the ecclesiastical
courts, fopbidden to educate their children in their
own faithy treated as dangerous to a state which but
for them would have had no existence, and associated
with Papists in an Act of Parliament which deprived

. thém of their civil rights, the most ernest of them

- at length abandeoned the unthankful service...During
the first half of the eighteenth century, Down, Antrinm,
Tyrone, Armagh and Derry were emptied of Protestant
inhabitants; who were of more value to Iteland than
Califopnian gold mines.56 , : '

.Religious'persecuéion. persevered in till the reforms ;f 1782,
. completed the work begun by thé destruction of the wool trade. Year
by year non-conformists left Ireiand for the Americanj;oloniés wﬁefe_
"in the War of‘Independénce, England had no fiercer enemies than éhe
granésons and great grandsons of the Presbytorian? uh; had haldiﬂlsto:

against Tyreonnell™.57 With their departure strength ebbed away from

- ~

55Tbid., p. 320. -
56Froude II, p. 130-31.
57Froude I, p. 352,
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- the Protesuant cause. The resoonsibility for upholdlng the true
'religion devolved upon the Anglican Church for which Froude had
'nothlng but conteﬂpt ‘ _
) It was in the first place utterly unsuited to Ireland It
2wns a_creation of cqnprcmise,-the rellgion of educated gentlemen -
asifroude-pute it.58 In otuer vwords, it wue totally uusuited to a
missionary situat{on | Frcude makes the most of its shortcomings.
He cites the case of Hacket the Bishop of Down and Connor. who
habitually resided in Harmmersmith, and the scanda’ous cordition of
his diocese,>9 and he goes on to generalize about the condition of
,the church.
Irish goverment patronage; 5p1r1tua1 and secular.
" ran generally in political grooves, and was disposed

of to purchase votes in Parliament. A corrupt sec-'.

retary, if he chose to yse his opportunity and dis-ﬁ,

tribute Church preferment to his own advantage was

. never at a loss .for a clergyman who was eager to

make.a simomiacal bargain with him.

He cites as an exarple of the destructive power-of the. Castle
the case of the amalgamaticn og.the liviugs-gf Ki}makillcge and Kermare
witu that of Tralee, ihough distance and terrain"would make it impossible
for.one man to oversee them pergouallj. However "The Dean of Tralee had

~ his promotion and the ias£ English service had been keard in the church
of Kilmakiiloge. The cuurch itself lies a rcofless ruiu littered with

_skulls".él'kEven if corruption had not been at work the mere 600°2

)

58Tbid., p. 157.

Ibid., p. 2b2-43, !

6°Ib1d., p. 243~k -

-

. &1wd..p.ﬂﬁ.' o o | e
62m1d., p, 376. o - |
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beneficed clergy of the Anglican Church could scarcaly hope to make .

" headway against elther the '} resbyterians or the Cathq}ics.

It is clear from Froude's whole approach that he would

l

scarcely have been happy if it had made headway. For h;g an
Anglican, at least in eighteenth ceptury Ireland, was only the

next thing to a Catholic. As he putsit, in the eyes of the bishopsi
. . 1 . . .

a Calvinist was a detested enemy, The Cat

were good friends to the Pretender and, in

event of a reveolution, might unite ultimately -
with themselves, " Whigs, Low Churchmen, and
Non-conformists were malignant Ranoverians

and foes to their very heart of hearts 8f
Sacerdotalism and Episcopal authority.6

...a Catholic was but an erring brother,'wﬁizf

Thus the Anglican Church was ranged in Froude" mind with the forces

of darkness. It belonged with the Catholics and the Jacobites against

the cause of Protestant England. In 1689 the "bishops and clergy of
the Establishment prayed for James till Wiiliam'entered Dublin"su and
ih 1715 the Primate signed a declaration of loyalty to the King "with
an i11 grace on the margln of thepage from whlch it could be cut 3ff
when the Pretender came to .his own"'65

The bishops, in Froude's view, constitutad the main uaaknass

of Protestantism in Ireland. It was they who failed to carry: tha

religion to the people; they who failed to supervise the Charter

..Schools which were supposed to raise the younger generation as loyal

31p14., p. 323.

M nid., p. 237, ° '

éslbid., p. 384,

/
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and industrious Protestants.66 they who held that they discgorged
their obligations sufficiently by . mouthing sonorous platltudqp in
the House of Lords, and by preachlng occasional seroons while they
divided their time botween their Irish'palaces, or their London
Houses, varled wlth crﬁsag]ao in the House of Lords ago.}l:.l\';s;t.. a
relaxation of'Diésgnfers;'disabilities?.sé It was the clergy of

the jestablished church who derdved their income from tithes paid
urwillingly by‘Catholics and.Prgobyterians. It was the'bishops
" who set Anglicons against'Dissenters and thereby weakened the

whole Frotestant cause. Théey were for Froude one of the most

pernicious aspects of English rule in Ireland.

b, Trish ideas
- Implicit in*F;oude's first principles, in his analysis of

the'Cromwollian regime, and of English misgovermment, is an atttitude -
to the native Irish that needs to be examined separately i/f the
spirit of his book is to be understood. He argues that while they

. are nassiopnte in everythiné “pasoionate in their patriotism,
' passionate in their religion. passionately courageous, passionataly
loyal and affectionate - they are without the nanliness uhlch will
give strangth and solidity to the sentimentallxut of their disposi-
tions'.éﬂ To pu£ it anothor way the Irish were an essentiolly.feminino

nation: what they needed for their well-being was discioline and

66Froudo II, v, 452,

6?Ibidc| P- l"szo 'f
§8Froude I, p. 22,
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nasculire'authority.69
X

He goes so far as to suggest that the Irish really enjoyed
their subject status'

Among the neculiarlties of the Celtic pgasantry.

one of the most strilkdng is a contempt for

those who are afraid of them; a submissivemness y
‘ and even real attachment, which is proof against

much injustice and. many Sruelties, to a master

who is a macster indeed. 7 i

_ Authority. he-argués elsewheré. was only a form of "gontleness and’
kindness™ and was never more favourable to Irish interests than when
exercisad, as under Cromwell, in its most inflexible form.?1

Uncompromi sing authormty was also essential to English interests
for the Irﬂsh peasant was conparable to "some half—tamed animal, docilg{
.tnﬁer restralnt. and obedient and uncomplalnlng when governed ulth
firmness and justice™ but liable if let alone and told to be his own
governor to fly ™with a bliﬁd instinct at the hand which has unlocked
his chains®, 72 | |

Given this view of the Irish cha¥acter Froude's‘ideas follow
uithﬂa relentless logic. Nothing could be worse in sucH & 51tuatlon
than a pollcy of half renression which, on the one hani bred a hatred '
Tor bnglish ru1e and on the other, left the Irish the means of;re~

tallatlon Yot as we have seen thls was the normal Bnglish nolicy.

Frouda dwells at sone length at many Junctures. on its consequences.

69309 Curtis, ggglo-Saxons and Celts. P. 61—2 for the theme of .
"masculine®™ and "feminine™ nations, s

70Frbuda I, p. 363-64.
7lfrqude IIT, p. 471.

"721pid,; b, 116,
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It gave Irish ingratitude every chance to express itself: or,
to put it anothér way, it gavambatholicisn a chance to express itself,
For Froude, Irish, or Celtic, and Catholic are interchangeable terms.
Because England, from the reign of Henry VIII onwards, wis Protestant,
therefore Ireland was'Catholic and in Elizabeth's reign "zeal for
religion identified itself with political freedom”.”> By the 15(0's
the belief had crystallized that no Catholie:

.».could without sin submit to a heretic sovereign,

far less take part against the faithful who were in

arms for Holy Church. This miserable doctrins, which

‘was the root and foundation of all Ireland's woes,

which made toleration impossible an? compelled the

maintenance of laws which in turn provoked insurrec- .

tion, continued to work among the people, and haga

yet to issne_inrfresh”and terrible consequences.

The Irish, in Froude's mind, were identified with Catholicism
and Catholicism was identified with treason. Their religion was the
origin of the worst of Irish crimes and was in addition "intellectuélly
. degrading and spiritually poisonous”,’5 Treason inevitably took the
form of rebellion. The episode on which Froude dwells the most, as
demonstrating most clearly the sarguinary and um:nolesome nature of
Catholicism, or Irish\natio alism, was the uprising of 1641, It was
for him the turning point "on which all later controversies between

" England and Ireland hinge"?6 and(fien in the 1870's it constituted

?3Froude I, p. 48,

7uIbid§, p. 62. - .
- Pmaa., po213..
76Ib1d., p. 83, .

;
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for him an insuperable stumbling block to the establishment of '
micable relations between the two countrics.. Froude's own. account

of Catholic atrocities committed in the course of the rebeilion de- _
- G
- serves to bg read in the original if the full ibrggﬁof his invective_f
is to be&nporeciated. As important_es the episode itself was itst
memory, to which Froude makes-constint reference throughout his three
volumes, as the supremerexanple of what might be expectedias-the first‘
fruits of Catholic ascendancy. Cf the vear 1686 he:ﬁrites tnat_the‘_

"generation which remembered 1€41 had not yet died out. The traditions

: o A Ve
o of the massacre were-told by the fireside of évery Protestant family',i? T
NN . ' W ~“:_.“-- .
and again "1642 was not forgotten. Vhen the Irish had the bit betTeen kR
. : C ' o
their teeth they were unrestrainable savages“.78 He writes, with .. o
: ~ e . - : ) S

special reference to the Y641 rebellion, that not: \ | ST

" ...t311 they have done penance, all of them, by
frank confession and humiliation - the Irish for
their crimes in their own island - the Catholics
generally for their yet greater crimes throughout
the civilized world - can the past be forgotten,
and their lawful clains on the conscience of
mankind be equitably considered 79

Subsequent rebellions oartook for Froude. of the same essentially
Catholic character. The'United Irish insurrection of 1798, for example, :

though originally intended to incorporate the Ulster Presbyterians

‘declined rapidly into the form wrich rebe’lions in that country

""Ibig., p. 1270. .

,?BIbid., p. 181.

79b4d., p. 106.
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ingvitably assume and became a strictly natiofalist movement of the
Catholic Irifh“ €0 ”
Froude's attitude to Irish nationalism is vividly and unforget-

tably Dortrayad in ‘his deScription.of Fr;John Fur@hy, the leader of -
the rlsing in Wb;ford in 1?98
‘ //{,
. Father John was too enternrising a general to ,
s ~rest upon his laurels, Others could superintend
- executions of Protestants.. Father John's place
was in pursulng the campaign which he had so
auspiciously commenced.” On Vhit-Sunday he-had
murdered a clergyman and his parishioners. He
had, burned a Bishop's palace, and: had foyght and
won a battle. On Whit-Monday he had fought
another and more desperate battle, and had
taken Enniscorthy. On Whit-Tuesday, havlng
established his camp and left 10,000 men there, '
he marched the same afternoon to Wexford. Flood,

. Grattan, Wolfe Tone, 0'Connor, Edward Fitzgerald.u

these all in thelr way had seemed to pass for
representative Irish patriots, But here was
the real thing. The politicians were but
shadows. Father John was the substance.
With pistols in his holsters, his sword at
his side, and a large crucifix in his arms,
he rode at the head of his army, ;the true s
and perfect nppresentative of Catholic and
Celtic Ireland,Bl

Froude, with his strong-views of the Irish chéracter,

ted from their

L)

~ naturally wanted the natives to be dist{nctly sepa
Anglo-Saxon conquerors, Once more Cromwell with his "line of
. physical damarcation...ﬁétwaon th Teutonic and Celtic popu}atiOp“sz -

was his exemplar, Yet again successive English. povermments failed t¢

80Froude III, p. 265.
BJTbid.. p. 368, . - o ) g

82k roude I, p. 133.
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appreciate his wisdom

For Froude any intermingling of the superior and 1nferior part;
resulted not in.a,harmonious blending but in the abasement of the con-
queriné-race. The insidious orocess began with the hormans and con- -

tinued through the generations to produce’ in the eighteenth century

the tyoical "Irish gentleman" whom Froude ddscribes with such derision..

" The Protdstant rarrlson assirllated themselves to the conquered race-

/ Tl
"as the fish takes the color of the gravel on which he lies“.Bj The

-

Drocess wWas ‘hastened by .the total- disregard of Irlsh interests by
England. As Froude puts it "communityrof 1n3ury created e sympathy
of resentment“su andmthe seeds ﬁhre laid for a common revolt against
Englanrd. The suppression of the wool trade for example drove a wedge
between: Protestants on opposite sides of $t George's Channel and 1ed
to the Irlsh gentry maklnv comnon,cause with the native population._
~ Froude's description of the type of lesser landowner who, cut

off from the civilizing influence of ungland grow to-his full stature
in‘the Irish env1rohment is. memorable for its vehemence and invective,
Like other chapters of Froude s histony it deserves to be read in its
entirety Here, as elsewhere in.his work' he is.concerned . with certain
immutable characteristics of the Irlsh people:
. These were the men who...made the name of Irish

- rebellion forever infamous by the massacre of 1641,

These were the men who...avenged the wrongs of their
'bleedingvcountry by midnight murders, as Rapparees |

s and Tories, or else as cosherers, were not ashamed,
to be fed in idleness and vice by the tenants’ of

Q.

u BBIbid. ’ p- 28’0p.'. ’ ' (4'

81'*_[bid e D 610
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the lands which they had lost. These, too,
 are the same men whom we have known in later-

years, either & the spendthrifts who still

Lved by robbery in the. shape of debts which .
-they could never pay; as the hard riders, , 2
gamblers, drunkards, duelists, the rakes of

¥allow, the half savage, half humorous Irish

blackguards that figure in the legerds of the

first.years of the present century,~as the . e E\\
professional political agitators, as the place

hunters urider the disguise of patriots, .the

heroes of the tragi-comedy of the cabbage

garden, or the Fenians of the raid of the
" "Red River",85 ‘ -

The growth, of this type was much accelerated by, the practice
]

of absenteeism, which removed from the Irish scene the moderating

-

. o
influence of tbe greater landlords, Froude pinpoints this as one *

+ o

of the main cguses'of Irish woes. hs it became increasingly clear

&

that England intended Ireland to be not an equal partner but a poor
P - o ‘ ’ .
relation, Irish noblemen and Eentlemen-laft their estates to middlemen

and established themselves in London and Bath.86 "Rank, genius,
. . 4 [ ' ' -\

" " “wealth, intellectual cultivation, all, or almost all, that could have

given vigor to her 1$gislapion. and tone to her society forsook her®,87
ard Ireland was leftlfo virtual anarchy, "Englisp-owners. reducing
their du£ies to t?? recaivihg of rents and spending.them. left the

s lands to those:wﬁo:have chafed Qodernilreiand and the modain Irish
rags‘;ag ’To these absentees Froude ﬁttribuged the chiaef blame for the
rebellion of 1798, 89 |

N

L)

85mb14., p. 4056, -

84, p, 278-79.

o

87 Th1a, 593,

88bid., . 457.
8% roude II1, .v. 375,
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.”Froude saw in Irglan¢ an.amalgam‘of forces he detqsted, He
saw tHe'inherent weaknasses of the Celts, compounded by the vices of
Cathollclsn istuing inevitably in rebellion. England'd-fault was
to agvravate a volatile s:tuation by encouraging the forces of dis-
orﬁer and undermlning authority. The elemants in Irish life that he

"detested Froude st{gmatizéd as "Irish ideas™. Originally used py

Gladstore in a purely neutial sense to indicate the right of the
Low s -
Irish to their owm 1dentity90 this phrase was selzed on by Froude_ﬁﬁf?

ard held up to scorn. One chapter of ~his work bears it as a tiﬁle.

It is entirely givan over to a description of Irish vices so extreme .

»

as to be almost comic. Froude comes close to parodying himself, - He
dwells at length on the abduction of young Protestant heiresses by .

Catholie hooligans with, of course, the connlvance of the priests.

-

The ricture of anarchy is completed by aisectiqn on smuggling
written in F:oude's most colburfu% style. Once again he impugns

' _Irisgrpationaliém by associating it with the worst elements of Irish
life. Aprbgos a notable smuggling incidgnp he observes that the:

...barony of Iveragh and Darrynan? Abbey, where
the'Connells, or C'Connells, of later celebrity
had'already established themselves, was but “Q
seven miles distant across the water and it is

thus possible, and even probable, that Daniel
Comnell who had assisted at Puxley's murder
) and escaped the bullets at Cleinderry. ‘was a

‘ scion of the same family which, in the next
generation, produced the Liborators.91

®*Irish ideas" Froude argues were endemic among the native Celts

and came also to permeate the lesser gentry he desc}ibes so.viéidly.

OHammond, Gladstone and the Irish Nation, p. 81,
. \ :

91Froude I,-p. 465,

b
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-In fact, they camé t; pervade fhe totalify-of'lriéh life;'eipréssing"
- themselves in the constitution of 1?82.‘gnd‘in Grattan®'s tolerant
| attitude to the Catholics, as well as at lower levels of sﬁciefy.
The Pfotostant gentry could nb§ be regarded as a safe governing
agencylﬁné pﬁre than épula the Celts, His treatment of Grattan's

Parliarment is therefore, to say the least, partisan,

5, 1782 gnd Gra;tﬁn's Parliament
| In his treatment of.the revival of the Irish P;otestant
nation Froude's fixed views of Irish history find their full scope.
In Gra%fan, the leﬁder‘pf tha'Patribt‘Party, ard in Fitzgib;on, his™
" main opponent, he finds the embodiment of his own black and wﬁit?
views, : | _ ’ ) |
' For Froudg Irish self-gov%?nment was out of the question, as
" we have seen. Attempts f.o establish an independent leggslative
‘aésembly he labelled “visionary and impbssibleﬁ.gz "It was, he argues, -
" a cardinal error to have granted Ireland a separate Pgrliament in the
first place, “How easy had there been no Parliamant the task of
governing Ireland"93 he urltes and elsewhere he descrlbed it as "the -
carmion source of all the disorders of the pountry“.gu Cromwell, his
1deal governer, abolishea it. The gr#nt'of a Parliament, he argues,
vas based oﬁ the'mistaken assumption that the Irish.werefready for a
"freeo government'1 If, on the othar h;nd. the Irisﬁ had been “regarded
, . : _ \\
' REroude IX, p. k27, ' ‘

PIvid., p. b3. :
%Ibid.' p. 99- n e ‘ } ’
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* from the start as a conguered people whom a stronger neighbor had

forced for iis owmn conveniénbe into reluctant subﬁission, Ireland-
'would'havedescaped the worst of hker calamitiesé.95

With such pfeconceptions Froude naturally finds iﬁ impossiblé
to:t;ke the Irish n;tional movement seriously., He contrasts the
leaders of the American rebel coionies with the lrish leaders in
-1769: |

America reant to fight. The Irish meant only
to claror and to threaten-to fight. The '
.American‘leaders,'rightly or wrongly, were
working for the benefit of the whole populdtion |
of the colomies. The Irish leaders were usirg
the wrongs of their countfy as a means of - ‘
foreing Zngland to bribe them into connivance; .
Had the Irish at any veriod of their history e
aspired to any noble freedom they would have -
fought for it .as the Scotch foupht at far R
~greater disadvantage, They expected to :
oblain tke privileges which are only the
- prize of the brave and the noble by sloquence
and chicanery. They desired those privileges
only to convert them into personal profit
and vhen the hard truth was. spoken to them ' _
they screamed like hysterical girls.

Froude dismisses the Irish patriots as mere self-seekers,
Vriting of Ireland in 1747 he says that the "modern Irish patriot

A

now apreared on the scane; the aéﬁenturer whose trade was agitation
vho, careless of Ireland's wyigé;e,_ﬁade his own way to wealth ard
distinction c;nstituting Kmsalf Eﬁi champion of her‘wrongs“.97
‘Trge Hberty, he goes on to explain, consists not in salf—ébvernmant

tut in submission to just govermment,

9bid., 0. 1, , ‘
%Ibid., p, 84-5.

F?Froude I, p. €08,
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It is true that Froude exempts Grattan from his general
_censure of the Patriots with a firm declaration ta the effect that
he alone.was incorruptlble,98 but at the same time he does every-

 thing possible to diminish his stature. For exarple, he impugﬁs

. his motives when in 1782 he roéé in the House of Commons to protest
against England’s legislating -on behalf of Irelan&: He comments
that how much of 5érattan'q,aétion was a since;s emanation of

patriotism, how much was due to corcerted action with the Znglish

L]

Aéﬂh;gs to emﬁﬁrrafs and overthrow Lord liorth's tottering édministra-.
w-tiOn.ﬁgs known to Graftan himsélf,.and perhaps to ﬁo other parson“.99
| _ When he comes to consider the most dr;matic mbmen% iﬁhﬁrattan's )
career'yhen; in 1782, he moved a Declaration of Rights, Froude is
di;tiﬁctly ungenerous. He quotes but onépbrief paragraph of_that
speech ;nd then continues: | | |

Into what wild tumult of applause floors and
galleries burst at hearing these words it is
needless to tell, Neither is it needed to
follow further the stream of eloguence which °
has passed into the standard manuals of oratory
among the schoolbooks of two hemispheres. The
brilliance of oratory is at all times and froz
the very nature of the art in the inverse .
ratio of the truth contained in it; and as
theremever was a more shining speech delivered
in the English lanpuage, so never was there -
speech with less substance in it which would
bear the test of time, HNations are not born
on the floors of debating sociéties, nor on the, -
parade grounds of volunteers.. Freedom must be
.won on the battlefield or it is perishable as the
’ breath that boasts’ of it. : .

| y \\\ I
L . | :
9§Froude II, p. 182, N F‘J

PIvid., p. 309.
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He continues in the same vein until be concludes by dismissing the
bigh point of’Grattaﬂfs career as so much. "vain borbast”, 100
- Yot content with describing him as a mere souhding EONE or
‘clanging cymbal, Froude does not hesitate to accuse him of com-

plicity in "wholesale_infanticide" in the managing of bhe Foundiing

Hospital in Dublin,101

Grattan, in*Fraude's estimation, was no true friend of Ireland.
Had he been so his first task wéuld have been to work for the restora- )
tion of a resident Irish gentfy with some s;nse of their obligations
to society on the model of the English J.P.'s.l But: .

«..far fron G}attan‘wag a desire to heal the.

real sores of the country for which he was so

zealous. These wild disordered elements °
suited better for the campalgn in. which he en- _ = :
gaged of renovating an Irish nationality, 102

Grattan's championship of Irish self-government led ifi Froude's view
straight to anarchy, He descrites the Patriot Party as believing
that : |

»+sthe spirit which ravished Protestant

girls, nailed the ears and cheeks of clergy

to gateposts, houghed soldiers, and carded PR
tithe-procters was to“be .cured by additional

1iberty, Having opposed the Police Act in

vain in all its stages Grattan's now most

ardent hope was to repeal it, to arm the o
rabble with votes, and lay the country at ‘
their mercy, without.a force to maintain

the elements of order, And out of these

constituvents he dreamt that he could create

a fation,103 ' '

~—
w\.”

A0 b. 328-29, -
101por an accouﬁt f the whole episode see Froude ITI, p, 30-33,
102Froude IT, p,' . C .

- 103744., p..4op-08,
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+ Fot the least of Gg;ttan's errors was to advocate some degree
of Catholic eﬁancipétf;p. The Protest#nt ascendancy, he argued, had
nothing to fear from then:miritless and broken Catholics.;cu For.
Froudé such a step was_ah ¥y another move along the fatal path of
concéssion. ~In answer fo Gfattan‘s cdntention that there waf‘
“ nothing to‘fear from the Catholics he voints to the'disegt;blishﬁeht

of the Church, the obiiteration 6f‘Protastant as a political power,
~and the reduction of the Viceroy into a registrar of the decrees of
the Vatican,105 o S ;

Froude clearly believes that though Irish nationality might

originate as the expression of the Irish Protestant nation it could .
end only'in»the'ravival of Catholic, Celtic Ireland. Cn the eve of
the struggle ovpf the constitution of 1782 he writes with praise

of Fitzgibbon's foresight: ‘
But no one knew better than he, bred as he was

from the very heart of the Irisk people, the..
meaning -of the revival of an Irish nationality; -

it meant a nationality not of the Irish Protestants,
but of the Irish Catholic Celts. It meant.if success—
ful, the undoing of the work of Elizabeth and James

and Cromwell, It meant the overthrow of the Irish
Church, and in some shape or other a struggle for

the recovery of the lands,106

Froude is afraid.that if the Irish Parliament is, taken seriously

‘then it might be necessary to constitute a truly representative House

- of Commons and that, as Sir Hercules Lﬁngrishe}o? put ‘it in 1783

-

1051v44, , p. 277.

10514, p. 278.

S s e )

1061034, , p. 255, . - =

-

"lo?Sir Hercules Langrishe, 1731-1831. Member of Irish House of
Commons. o B : ’ :
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"inia countpj like ours, where tﬁe democracy does not- profess the
religion of the State" could only be "sub&qfsivp of the laws and
the constitution®,108 | |

Froude despises Gfattan and all that he stood for. On the

other hand, ‘he finds much scope for praise in the character apd

policy of Fitzgibbon who stands only second to Cromwell in the
category of 'true friends of Ireland. From the moment he appears
on the political scene he is presented in the most favourable Light:

He was a small, delicately-made man with a
handsome oval face, a bold gray eye; a manner
so haughty that patriot members complained of
his intolerablé insolence.,.He was the most
Just as well as the most determined of 1and-
lords; and he was loved and trusted by his
tenants as profoundly-as he was afterwards
hated by demagogues ard agitators...He had
sought for nj preferment. Preferment was

now seeking hjim.

With even greater force Froude writes that there:

...had grown out of the Irish race by some
freak of nature a man who had no versonal
objects of his own which he wished to servae,
who detested anarchy, who despised as well .-
as detested the cant which passed under the

- name of patriotism, who combined with high
intellectual power the most dauntless personal
courage, 1 ; o

.With such an intreduction it is not ‘surprising to find that
Fitzgibbonfs views coincide with those of Froude, He was highly

eritical of the constitution of 1782; he denounced the Volunteers,

“on'which the nationalist movement relied, as "sons of sedition®110 _

n

108rroude IX, p. 437,
Y0914, , p. 350-91. _ ‘ ]

MOmi4,, 5. 430,
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and needless to say, he was bitterly opposed to Catholic Emancipa-~
tion, : - |

As ;ight be expected he was-a strong friend of the connection.
-In 1785 he spoke in- a'debate on a Droposed treaty of commerce between
Englard and "Ireland, Among other things,‘the treaty would ‘have bound
the Irish legislature to re-enact whatever navigation laws were passed
by the British Parlieﬁent. Grattan and the Patri;ts saw in this an
attack on the newly acquired Irish constitution, but Fitzgibbon des-
c;ibed Ireiand as a “besotted na&}on“lll i1f she §eught to quarrel
with England and StrGSSBd’thB commgrcial advantages that the Irlsh
'might expect to enjoy ir they agreed Agaln in the course of the
Reoency crisis of 1789 he reminded his Iistaners that the “only
security for your liberty.is the connec;ion with Great Briiain"llz
and in a second speech on the same subject he pointed out to the
gentlemen of Ireland that "the only sacurity by which they held .
’ thelr property...is the connection of the I;ish crown with, and
its dependence upon, the Croﬁn of Englaﬁd".113 ;

These views Froude hgstene.to.enderse as "true” and as the
utterinces of Ireiand's 'gfeatest s£atesman“«114_ Fitzgibbon stood

~ for all that Froude held most dear - for the extinction of everything

* distinctively Irish and the elevation of Ireland to the economic and’

L

11)proude II, p. 443,
1121v44., b, 450,

1bid., p. 505.

1leronde III; p.. 307.



cultural status of a second England., He did not, 1ike Cromwell,

have an army at his back, but as one of the prinéipal.architects

~of the Union of 1801, ard as the chief opponent of the simultaneocus ~

passing of Catholic emancipation, he made his contribution to the

. R _ ,
same Ccause, . -
®

Grattan and Fitzgibbon became for Froude the symbols of folly

and wisjom respectively, In his partisan treatment of their careers,

policies and personalities we have an admirable illu;@yéﬁégn of his

whole aboroach both to Irish history and to historical scholarship,’




@HAPTER IIT
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lecky's A;ifoach to Irish Histony

1. lecky's approaéh 7' at ' , ( '

‘Froude's analysig-of Irish history.was clearly intolerable
to anyone with any faeli;g'for‘;ralandpor for historical scholarship,

To Lecky, already at work on his History of Ergland when the English -

T —

- in Ireland burst upon the scene between 3872 and 1874, it came as a

challenge: . .

I believe" he wrote "no-cne else in Irelard
could do anything very considerable to supply
an antidote, for I happen to have the ear of
the English public, and I am one of the very
few persons in Ireland who have the patience
to go through the original documents ard who
are not (I hope at least), under the influsnce
of some overpowering craze. I have always
hoped to get through my literary life with-
out a quarrel, but I believe that in putiing
on record my views about Mr. Froude's book
and the grounds on which these views are based,

ﬁ I am doing-seme real service to history, to

the cause of truth and to the reputation of
Ireland. .

Th;s is a very fair summary bf Lecky's qualifications. BHe was
Irish by birth andieducation. y4t wgll-known in Enéiand:‘ he had con-
siderable hﬁgtorical andlliterary experience: Ae was as detached as
it ldes within human cpmpetence to be and-heshad a lofty conception of

his task. Consequently his work possesses a distinction which sets it

Ay

_ 1This qubtétioﬁ'appears on pp. 29430 J. J.~Auchéuty. Lecky -‘a
biographical and eritical essay (London: Longrman's Green and Co., 1945)

.Unfortunately this work contains not a single footnote, No sources are

given for the many quotations which.appear in it.
46, &
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apart from Froude's end which-has %ecured for itlan-enduring place

in historical scholarship. The whole pivot of his work is not -

certain Dre-conceived'ideas but his sources: it is-his one historical4L

work to be based essentlally on manuscript material 2 Where Froude ’
boome fer the pulpit, lee#y marshalls his evidence and states his;
case, not indeed without fe£Vour, but without gross prejudice,

His academic background was favourable to the comnosition of

a major historical work.. He had gained wvaluable experience in the

-

produifion of the History of the Rise and Influence of Ratienalism

and the Historvy of Eurovean Nora]s from Aupustus to Charlemapne. two

works in which he had applied what he called the "historical method®
. to the evolution of theologlcal opinions, - That is to say he exnmined
. the causes that produced those opininns and the "degrees. apd ways in
which they benefited or injured ‘rankind®.3 Already he had made a
preliminary 1ncursion into Irish history and had formulated his
" approach around the key figures of Sw%ft; Flood, Grattan and O'Connell.b

He had been'fortnhete in %gﬁing unﬂer the influence of BuckleS-

whose . works had'determlned him to enter on a historical career, Buckle s

History of Civilizatlon in England, uhlch appeared between 1856 and

‘ 1861 engoyed an immense success on its first apnearance and influenced

the young Lecky along the lines that the “real history of the human

2Auchmuty. lecky - a'biog}aphicei and eritical essay.,.p. 78.

?

3I-Zerrmir. p. 58.

"I Z. H. Lecky, The Leaders of Public Coimien in Ireland.
. [N

5thkle'f 1821—6?.. English Historian,

o




48,
race is the history of tendencies that are perceived b;.thenminds.

and not of events that are discerned by the senses“ 6. . T

-

Buckle's approach formed a valuable counter-influence to that

? - . : . . 2

of Carlyle, I#€ky's aim was to find a mean "between Carlyle, who

resolves all hfstory into the acts of individuals and deliberately P

says that it is wrong ever to write therhistor} of small or bad

men except as far as they 11lustrate the lives of great men, ard

_Buckle whose icdea 4s history, leaving out the men and wonen™, 7

In his Irish history Lecky was at pains both to do Justice to key
figures such as- Grattan, and to 1nstitutions such as Darliament,
while taking into account social factors such as the penal laws., ™

" lecky had a high regard for his sources and a lofty concep—

tigggof his task as 2 “philosopher historian® but like anybody else

"he approached his work with a mind already shaoed ard formed by

. . h
certain: influences. The most Dowerful of these from hls days as a

Trinity College undergraduate to his" ripe old age was that of Burke

The Reflections on_the French ?bvolutlon became his staple readlng

while he was still a student ‘and it was hisdconstant companion on long

solitary walks in Ireland ard Suitzerland ~Hardly a‘nage we -are told,

© was nmar‘ced in his own hand 8 With Burke, Lecky came to evince:

T e -
++s.2 deep' veneration for the past and a
profound fear of change.- With Burke he
insisted that stability was indispensable

éFritz Stern (ed.) The Vhrieties of History (Cleveland and

New York: . .The World Publishing Ccmpany. 1956), p. 21.

7Hemoirs p. 106

8Lippin_cott. Vlctorian Critiecs of Democracy, p. 211.°

M~
“
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511+ 45 the 1ife of the state, and was best .
) reached by placing the chief 'political
— - power in the hands of the prépertied
classes, Again with Burke he thought
o ‘ that democracy was extremely ﬁangerous.9

The effect was “to enhance the natural conservatism of a‘product of .
the landqwnlng ¢lass, 10 His obsess#on,.lf that is not too strong a

. o . e : A . _
word, with the role of property owners in the constitution, and in
'L .. society at lafge,‘emerges clearly in péssége after passage in his

©

Ir:l.sh hi story.

Burke was one great formative iqfluenbe. sAnother was a Drofouhd A
) love‘for Ireland though only a fraction of hls life was snent there.|h

A friend describes him as he remembered him as’ a. young nan at Trinity
TN .
“w. College

His main enthusiasm was‘directed to ‘the '
history and polities of Ireland. / He . ce
studied the speeches of the principal IR
_ orators and could repeat by heart many ‘
r passages from.them.. He was thoroughly
acquainted with the history and especially
with the 'wrongs® of the country; he was
saturated with the writings and.poet ~
of the patriotic party, and he looked \upon
a Junier Fellow, who was the author of "Who - y :
Fears to Speak of '98" with feelings of un- T
-bounded admiration., Patriotism seemed to -
be then his one. absorbing passion: it . "t
found expression in his §arllest poetry -
. and -formed the subject of much of-his
conversatlon. .

P At this period of his’ llfe he certainlg considered a: Darliamentary

4

* ‘carger, and the idea haunted him Jong afterwards.12 The award to him

":"‘d;\ ' . R L]
: 9Ibid., p.: 215. '

- . S

- . | Al
7 ﬁlOLecky was the product of several generatlehs of Ir1sh 1andowners,
See Auchmuty, A biogranhical ard critlcal essay, Pe. 15.

-._T~_“. 1 11Quoted in the Memoir, p. 13. . 1 j
2 -lzlhli-. p. 30 and p. 1CO. L

L o
3 . \ R
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- _wﬁile at Trinity College of{&he Orafory Golﬁ'Hedal wduld certainly
indicate that such a career 1ay'ﬁall within his grasp. It is

interasting to speculate on what might have been the outcome if he
o )
had entered parliamant while stlll a young man ani if he had risen

‘*%;* to the leadership of an Irish national party. Perhaps some of his
' o - . A g |
bitterness against Parnell can be explained in terms of frustrated
. ambitionsd3 - RSN |

[

There is abundant “dvidence for iécky's patriotism-in the
SR Irisﬁ history. At an earlier date his genera}t sentiments and the

shape of his ideas emefge'froh his‘leadérs of Public Opinion. The

whole tenor of that work is govgrned by a love of Ireland Sﬁift;

he argues, first created public opinion in Irelandz Flood placed

the Irish parliament at the head of thaﬁ,op;nion and of the national

R " movﬁmqnﬁ; G}atﬁan helped it forw§ré'énd.did more than any other

:jsingle'individual‘to acﬁié&e a ?rquIrish bgrliament: O'Connell_
mobiling-Cathoiié opinion to aehiéve thé undoubted boon-of emanci-
patiqh; - o | ' |

. - : -

* The'lecky who tooi up his pen td angwer Froude was a man-of |

. N
‘. . & “33trong convictions. ‘He was emotionally involved in hls subject

atter. He once said in a letter that: S, o ‘\. N

As far as my exnerience goes, I can always
write very well on awy subject when I care

. 5o much about it that the tears come into -
my eyes when I -think about it. b

[N

13Helen Mulvey, "The Historian Lacky —.opbonent of Irish Home:
Rule“ Victorian Studies, I (1958) . 337-51.

L
1 Memoir, p. 53.
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‘evertheless lacky produced a work of scholarship where Froude
produced a ﬁhnifesto. 'Perhgps becéusg his tempera&ént was more
flexible, perhaps because ﬁ; came uﬁder.modaréting infiluences, .
his whole approach was different.

The follow1ng passage,sgealing with the origins of. the
Orange Order. conveys much of the spirit of bis work

It is vith a faeling of unfeigned dlffidence
that.I enter upon this branch of my narrative,
Our authentic materials are so’scanty, and so
steeped in party and sectarian animosity,

that a writer who had done his’ utmost to clear
his mind from prejudice, and bring together
with impartiality the confliceting statements ‘
of partisans, will still, if he is a wise 5 T
man, always doubt whether he has succeeded

in painting with perfect fidelity the

delicate gradations of provocation, pallia-
tion and puilt.1l5 - ‘

2. The misgovermment of Ireland

For Lecky Irish history provided an dbject le;sén'in how not
to govern a country. As he writes on tﬁe opening page of his wark;
in the “Hi%tory of I;eland;..wa may trace with Singﬁlar clearness
the perverting and degradlng influence of great legislative injustices.
and the wanner in thch they affect in turn every alement ‘of national
well-being"” .16 Thls i1s one of his principal themes.

First, both in the order of events and in its evil effects,
Iecky placed the confiscation of Irlsh land, which WBs a settled -

Aeature of Epglish nolicy from the time of Elizabeth onwards, Ho

1513c11. I, p. 421.' -«

1619Ckx'1. pP. 1. ' S .
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auotes Burke "uho had studied Irlsh history with much care, and
uhose passing remarks on it alwasy bear to an eminent degree the

,.J'u _

traces of his great ganius“ to. tpe effect that this was the out- .
. -

standing characteris?ic_of Engllsh pollcy between the acpession of

Elizabefh and the Revolution,17 - For Lecky it was certainly one of .

its most debtructive features, "Feelings of fierce and lasting'

rasentment must have rankled in many mlnds ‘he vwrites anﬂ tradi-

.tions were slovly formlnb which coloured the whole texture of Irish -

thought.".18 Under ¥ary, under Elizabeth, under James the policy
q; expropriation folloved by plantation was pjgfued to satisfy the
appetite of Eng_ish_advapturers.ﬂ Legal flaws of the most trivial
ldnd were made an excuse for expelling the nati;es. -Thé attempt
to expel all proprietors‘in the province of Connaught was only thé',

most flagrant case of-an abuse enacted on a much smaller scale

elsevhere,1% By the time of the accession of Charles I the “native

proprietors began to feel themselves doomad to certain and speedy

destruction‘20 and urder Wentworth it became government Dolicy to
. -

root out the native Irish by men “who cared no more for their rights

or happines;athan they 4id for the rights amd happiness of the

. Y b
worms which were severed by their spadas".21 The policy culminated"

—

7mi4., . 14.-
¥rbia., v, 21. .

191bid., p. 29-30.:

N

o
g
[w¥
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21pid., v. 33.
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in the almost complete extlnction of the natlive propri

Cromwell, - Vlrtually all the land in the three largest " richest

previnces was confiscated, while the native Irish were
the barren and rocky erovince of Connaughte Lecky,
the Cromwellian settlement and the other i:- “of the 18?6?5
writes that it vas "the foundation of that deep and lasting division
eetueen the proprietary and the tenants which is the chief cause of
the political andﬁsecial_evils of Ireland';éz

At the'éaeewtimeggs £he Irish.were being systemaéicaily de-
prieed qi'ﬁhei; lénd-auaeiermined effort was being made to exterminate
their religion. Under E_izabetb the két‘bf Uhiformity came into force
in Ireland. Al rellglous WDrShlp other than the Anglican became -
1llega1 and fines were imposed on those who absented themselves from
Church, nl’ ecclesiastlcs and ciVil officials were: bound to take
the Oath of Supremacy However, these laws were not generally '
enforced. The_Hass continued io be eelebraéed and'Catholics continued
to hold office. Under James I ang Charies I more vigour was seen in
the execution of these laws but the persecution was as nothing to that
threatened by the rising Puritan Parliament It was the fear that an
attempt would-be made to exterminate Catholicism that led to the '
reb8llion of 16&1 Under Cromwell it was proscribed, At the
Restoration it revived briefly but with the Revolution of 1688
and its identlflcation #ith Jacobitism: and treaSQn, it felt once
more the full vigour of the law. The  Revolution began g.new-phase

of Irish hlstory.

221bid., v. 10€,
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By‘that date the oﬁﬁership of almost every acre of land in
Ireland ?éd éassed, through expropriation and.cénquest; toa
Protestant minority. But their terure was insecure. They were
as Lacky‘says *thinly écattered among a hostile-population“ 24
The return of the ‘Stuarts would undoubtedly have placed all their
land titles in jecpardy. The memory of James II's narliament
of 1689 was vividly before them. Consequently. once William of
'Ofangé was securely on th bhréne‘it ﬂecame a‘%ettied featﬁre' B
of English policy to suppress Catholicism by anf méans. This
marked the opening of the Penal Era, At the same t1me cormercial
“jealousy led ‘to the systematic supnression of Irlsh trade and
'industry“ Together the two codes exercised "a nost fatal influence
on Trish 1ife",25 |
Lecky arguss that some portions of the Penal Code niéht be
' Justified as légitirate self defence but he foes on to say that
it went far beyond this, its aiw being to 'demoralize as well as
to degrade"26 while "it produced more: perniclons moral, social
and political effects than mary ssnguinary persecutions".2? In
W?rder to 11lustrate its all pervading evil influénce‘he goes into

its.ramifications in great detail,

?Mbid., p. 136,

?SIbiqg} p. 137.

26Tp14d., p.. 105, ) : . |

2 | :
?Ibid.’ p. 138. ) -

)
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One set‘of‘provisions was internded to e;q}ude the Qatholiés
from.civil‘life, thus offefing thpm oveiy iﬁducement to conform,
Another was designed to kee; them in a condition of ignorance by
bérring them froﬁ all except Pro?estant schools and univa£sities,
A third group was intendgd to continue the work started by a
. century o¥'more of confiscation and plantation by separafating'
the Catholics from the land. Tt was this aspect of the Penal

Code that appeared to Lecky to be one of its most destruétive,

-

Here he touches on one of the major themes of his work. Spesking
in the same breath of the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries he
' . . t

says that land:
4
.+.being an irremovable property, subject to
Government control, has always proved the
best pledge of the loyalty of its possessor,
. and its acquisition never fails to diffuse
© through a disaffected ¢lass conservative
and orderly habits...To make the landlord
class almost exclusively Protestant, while
the tenant class were almost exclusively
Catholic, was to plant in Ireland the seeds
.~ of the most permanent and menacing divisions.
*- On the other hand, a class of Catholic land-
~lords connected with one portion of the people
by property and with another portion of the
people by religion could not fail to soften -
~ at once the animosities of class and of creed,

Lamenting the absence of 2 stable and homogeneous Irish society he
continues that they "would'hava become the ﬁatural political leaders
of their.co-religionists, and it is to the absence of such a cla§s
that both ﬁhe revolutionary dnd sacredotal e*travagencas of Irish’
Catholic politics are mainly to be attributed®,28 |

A fourth éébect of thé’penﬁl code imping;d upon domestic life.

¥ - \

. %Ibtd,, p. 150-51.



If.the eldest son of a Catholic apostasized then the control of

the estate passed to him, the father being reduc;8\to'the position

of a 1ife tenant. If a uife'gpostasized t‘;E\E’E;rtain nronortlon

. of her husband's property passed tJ her, If a child'apost?sized

then he too might receive a proportipn'of his father's property.

As lecky describes it, the effect of this law was that the "unduti-

ful wife, the rebellious and unnatural son, had only to add to
their other crimes the Fuilt of = feigned conversion, 1n order to
secuxe both impunity and rawnrd" 29, \"

-+ For Lecky the effect of the Panal Code on Irish character
and society was disastrous. It destroyed the spring and bouyancy
of entorprisa » divided Catholics from Protestants and brought
about “the degradation of a nation”. 30

' The second of the immediate consequences of the GloriQUS
" Revolution was the intreduction of a serles of restrictlons on
Irish trade and industry, Lecky's tteatment of the scope and;
‘natura of that legislation does not di’fef‘essentially from that'
of Froude, bt where the latter ‘dwelt chiefly on uhat England
lost by it, lecky 1s chiefly aware of the " wrono done to Irelana.
| He quotes the bitt;r comment of Swift to the.effect that the
‘coﬁvenieﬁcy of-oérts and harbouEs which Nhture'beétowed so )

liberally on this kingdom. 1s of no rmore use to us than 2 beautlful

prospect to a man shut up in a dungeon®,’l

29Ib1dg, p. 153, 1
Orbid., p. 169.

ivid., p. 174,

: _s;!-i.
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By means of the penal laws England degraded and denoralized
. the Catholics. By means of the commercial restrictions she erushed
the Protestant garrison. drove then into exile and prevented the
formation’of those industrial hebits and feelings which are the -~
most powerful eupport of a-Government".'32 .

- These were, for lecky, the most serious features of Engiish

misrule but the full weight of his case against England rested also

., on such gbuses as the use of patronage and the tithe system.

- . The great Irish offices of state were at the disposal of
English ministers who dlstributed'them according to their own

' interests, Swift, in qne of the Draper s Ietters written in 1?24

provided a list of Irish offices distributed anong Lnglish politi-

cians, Lord Berkeley was Master of the Rolls, Lord Palmerston i-/
\\_First Remembrancer and he continues down;the list concluding that

1"those who have the nisfortune .to be horn here have the least title

hto any considerable employment to which they are seldom preferred

-~

s but upon a political consideration".33 Court favourites, uhether
xistresses or illegitimate offspring, were regularly-in receipt
6f Irish pensions.3* These abuses were hot checked until signs

| of growing independence made themSGIVes folt towards the end of the -

centurys

A

. In the matter of expIloitation the Church fared no better than

S

1p44., o, 190.

l 33ib£d.. p. 198,

i rju:[ﬂi- - P. 198-99,

——
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the state, Here tbp Irishmen were pacsed over for Englishmen: who ‘
had manifested their loyalty to the Hanoverians, In 1716 Arch-
bishop King35 complained that the king: - -

++.has disposed of six bishoprics in Ireland

since his accession to the throne, wund only

two of them have been given to persons

educated in Ireland, The same method was

taken in her late Kajesty's time, especially "

towards the later part of her reign, when

the Primacy, Kildare, Ossory, Derry and

Waterford were given to persons educated

at Oxford,36 o

The Anglican Church was a failure as a missionary body., It
was a totally-alien institution of ™an exotic and-anti-natibml T
character”.37 The very fact that it was an English institution
established in the wake 'of comquest was sufficient o account
for the fact j’:}_'t;g"t_it never took root among Fho people, * If anything,
more was needéégpo set up a barrier beftwssn it and the pecple to
whom it was suﬁﬁqsed to minister it was the tithe system. This was -
universally unpopular. The landlords, who wefp almost entirely
Protestant, escaped virtually all responsibility for supporting their
own church by bandiﬁgotogether'and refusing to pay the “tithe of
"agistement',.tha tithe for the pasturage of dry and barren cattle.

: . = .

When the clergy deagrxed the House of Commons threatened to appoint a
' committee to enquire into the Church's execytion of its pastoral -

9

duties. The threat was enough. The ‘clergy ylelded and from 1735 the

35Archbishop King - 1650-1729, Archbishop of Dublin,

3?1&51 I, p. 202-03, - _' KZ/\ .
’3? ‘ : ode

Ibid., p., 204,

——
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f~j tithe ceased to be exacted.38

The Catholie peasentry, however, were in no position to exert -
a comparable nressure.‘ mhe maln burden of paylng tithes fell upon

them while the landlord was enggot Often the collection of tithes

" was left to a tithe farmer, who repaid himself for his trouble by

tiking an extra percentage. - If'the cottiers were unable to pay in
full then. as Grattan put it, "tke Deasantry are made tributary to

the tithe farner. draw home his corn, his hay, and his turf for

—— -
-

nothing. give him their lebour, their cars and their horses at

. certain. times of the- jear for nothing. These oppressions not only

exist, but have acquired a formal and q\ftinct aopellation -

trnbutes' 3¢ .

Iecky regarded the tithe system as another of the serious

- abuses which, if England -did net directly perpetrate, she at least

did nothing to remedy. Pitt, it is true, tried to modify the systen'uo
but meeting with total lack of co-operation from the Irish Parliament
he did not press the natter.- The tithe question continued to be a
source of disorder and orime until tithes wera commuted ingo alland
tax paid by the landlord in 1838, '

Ireland we are forced to conclude from Iecky's work derivedij

. little or no benefit from her connectlon with England. When England

- actively intervened in the_Irlsh,SCene-he: influence was pernicious

38Ibia., v. 201-02.

39lecg1.II. p.-16,~-

H0mid., ». 459

“11hi4., p. 460-61. <
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and~divisive. When she failed to intervene, or did so only half-
heartedly, she permitted the perpetration of great abusés. Koreover,
she failed in what might be considered the most basic of all her tasks,
that of protecting her colony. .

Lecky traces the genesis of the Volunteers to the “old com-
plaint that in time of war Ireland had.often been left almost un-
ﬁrotected“vgz\ In 1778, for example: _ '

Treland found herself almost absolutely without

. the means of maintaining tranquility at home,

-or of repelling a foreign invasion. The ctnglish

fleet was occupied elsewhere; and the Irish coast

was unprotected, It'was said that little more

than a third part of the 12,000 men who were

consldered nécessary for the dgfence of the
country were actually there. ., 3

Again in 1796 Ireland found herself totally unprotected. She was"
saved from Franéh invasion byr£he nerest chance, It uas_tb lecky-
"a strange ggd startling.thing, that a éreat French fleet should
'haﬁe been able tp sail unmolested to the coast of Irélgnd.réo rerain

-

‘in an Irisﬁ bay for five wholé dazflfggg théﬁ to return to Ffanée
without encountering an'énglisﬁ fleet“.bh | ‘ ]
" When lecky came to consider the conditién of Ereland on the

eve of the Union, ﬁe_recalled thé#e episoées and reinforced them with
_ the a¥gumeht that the tasﬁﬁg?NEﬁppreésing the 1798 rebellion had fallen
m%iniy on the Irish yeomanry and militia.“Engifsh troops had arrived |

onli%yhen the back of the rebellion had been broken. Lecky had good

“2ns4., p. 218,
S, , p. 220,

Y ecky ITI, p. sho.
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reasoﬁs for asking whether. the obligations of the Erish Protestants - .
to English assistance were jn-trufh.very graat.45 -

The whole trend of his work is to answer tkat question in the

negative, "Whether he considers the Irish Protestants or the Irish
Catholies -he firds everyvhere evidence'of “the corrupt and selfish

government of an]and”.ué. His ownlfeelings en the subject come through

AY L)

clearlyx_'

! Tt would be difficult in the whole compass
of history to#«find another instance in which
such varioug and such powerful agencies con-
curred to degrade the character andpto blast ' -
the prosperity of a nation...The commercial '
legislation which ruined Zrish incdustry, the
confiscation of Irish -land, which disorganized X
the whole social condition of the country, the e
scandalous misapplication of patronage, which -
at once demoralized and impoverished the ' ’
nation, were all directly due to the snglish
government or the. English Parliament, %7 '

The Irisk Parliamgnt. as lac%y points out in the same passage,
waé a mere tool of the English governmeni. Though it %as primarily
and directly'respongible for the penal laws it was nofébré than "cf&&
in the hands of the potter"_.h.e The Irish Farliament u;s powﬁrless.
It was unrepresentative, Its mémbe:s could be easiiy'bribed by
="/ nveerages or pansioﬁ. Yost Trish gri;vances Lecky attributed to 'tﬁe

small.power which the.IrisB gentry had in.the goverrment pflthéi(

country” %9 That power they were to win back in the last quartaf,

 ®Slecky ¥, p. 165. ° - ; -

6oy I, P, 741, o A
“?Ibid.,.p. 241, _ oL [ S

5 <
u’BIbid.' pc ?’4'1.

Y acvy II, p. 3.
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of the eighteenth century. A new eka of Irish history was to %ﬁen. .

LS - . -
. -

_ misery, the Gunlight of ‘hope shone brivhtly upon her", X

3, The Gbideh Age

For Iecky, it was a distinetly hopeful pernod. He writes

-

© that Ireland from being the. slave of hngland rose to the dignlty

of independence ang that after a "long wlnter of oooression and
A

The immedtate cdhse of the reviVal of the Irish Parllament
was the revolt of the American colonies which on the one hani.

provided an objept lesson in what mlght be achieved by a country -

_:determined to secure its 11b%rty and. en the other, ewbarrassed

England and made her vulnerable” to outside pressure. _I’.oreover,‘

the unprotected state of the country at a time when French inva-
: |

sion seemed a distlnct possibility Jed to the rise of the, Volunteers,
an armed body which could serve to co—erce.ungland as well as to

protect Ireland against the French

3

’ The combination of all these: factors. coupled with the
aspects of ungllsh misrule that bore most “hardly upen the Protestants,

led to the rise of the doctrine that:

.
'...seli-government is the characteristic.feature
of English 1iberty, that Ireland, though subject
1+ to the King of England, wis not subJect to the
English parliament, that no 4AWS were: valid.
in Ireland whi¢h had not been made exc1u51ve1X
by-the King, Iords and Commons of Ireland...

' This was coming to be “the doﬁinant créed of the country™. 52

L _ -

| 5°Ib1d., . 317.

N
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: ‘urther back to the grant of Fagna Carta S .
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"It is characteristic of Lecky that he should go oft to point

r Ve Y
. .

out that there was nothing revolutiopary in this doctrine. On the

"

contrary\the - . v .}" 1
« Jl.right of Ire1and to pa;liamentary independence -
, had been unanithously asserted by the Irish Parlia-
"~ -ment of 1641; it had been a leading topic in the
Remongtrance presented by the Irish Catholics to
* the Copmissioners of Charles I in 1642, and in the

. negotiation of "the Catholic Confederates for: peace

in 1645, and it was reiterated in .emphatic terms by
the Parliament of James II, convened at Dublin in
1689, On tho ruin of the Cathollcs the banner which
) dropped from their hands was ¢aught up by the Fro-
testants, The doctrine of the legitirmate independence
, of the Irish Parliament passed from Yolyneux to Swift,
from Swift to Lucas, from. Lucas to Flood...It was the
. first principle of the policy of Charlemont; and the
. eloquence of:Grattan, assisted by the example. of
*  America and by the independence. which the sense of
power naturally gives, was rapidly preparlng its
traunph\53

It was' also typical of,lec?y to trace tre rise of civil literty even
s

He clearly derived 1wmense emotlonal satisfaction from the

~' -

contenulatlon of this period of Irish history Ehatever.aspect of

. it he touches on, whether it is the characters of Charlemont and

7 : ‘ . ‘ .
Gnattan.55 the character of the volﬁnteers.56 the quality of the

debates in the house of Commons, 57 or the nature of the legislatlon

passed, 55 he flnds ‘room for praise, Eighteenth century Dublih was

3

“his spinitual home and he might have been a'happy’man if he had been

&

“Slvig., p. 229,
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.been satisfied as a collsague of Flood‘and Grattan,

64,
born a century earlierjand if his politigcal aspirations could have
% _ : -
Grattan's Parliament comes close to fulfilling leckjfs‘EOn-
stitutional 1dea1 It is the yardstick by which he measures later.
developments in Ireland " As indicated in the lengthy passage guoted

‘above its outstanding charactoristic was™Xhat it enjoyed legislative

_indeoendence. Grattan, fhe spokesman.Of what lecky refers to as the

popular"_or nationa1“59 party,in a speech in the House of Commons
in 1782 enumerated three principal Irish grievances - tbe claims of

the British Parlianent to legislate for Irelind, tho power of the

- ."Frivy Council to suppress or Ylter Irish bills and the perpetual

Jutiny Aet which- vlaced the Irish army beyond‘the-control of the

Lrish Parliament L0 At any other time such. a statement of the irish

' case would probably have fallen on deaf ears but at this 3uncture

Enbland yielded. Fox announced in. the British Parliament the - -

tovernment's decision to yid{o to the Irish denands absolutely and

'unconditionally._ In his own words he would "meet Ireland on her

own- terms and pive her everything she wanted in the way she herself

Ny
seemed to wish for it" 61 Grattan summed up what had been achieved

14

"I understand“ he said "that Great Britain gives up in total every

claim to authority over Irelani“ 62 c;

PIbd., . 295, : ¢
€01bid., p. 301.
g

€10h33. ., o. 308,
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This gave formal recognition to;a process'which had already
begun. At the close of 1779 and the beginning of 1780 acts which
prohlbited the Irish from exporting thelr woollen manufactures and
glass were renealed and trade w1th Britlsh colonies in America and
Afrlca was thrown onen.63 These new, measures became "the main
sources of whatever material prosperlty Ireland engoyed durlng
the next twenty years" e | . . f‘

. N

With the attalnment of legislative 1ndebendence some feétures
of the Pena1 Code were medified, Catholics were still forbldden to
proselytize, but they were alloved to engage 1n teaching and were
permitted to ke the guardians ef Catholice chlldren. A Protestant
might no longer apprqprlate a Cathdlie's horse on tendering him &5 €5
' Dlssenters too beneflted in that their elnisters were- allowed to '
celebrate valid rarr1ages for the1r co-rellglonlsts 66 In 1780 the .
Test Act was abollshed 6?

Fpster s.Corn Law of 1784 promoted arable farming'by'granting
1arge bounties on the exportation of corr®and imposiﬁg'heavy duties
on 1ts import.%8 This meesure, togethoer with fhe repeal of the

irestrictions on trade,, made the last twenty years of the elghteanth

century a Deriod of great anri growlng nrosperity 69

63@_"?! 21_).2; ,, | o i e .-'".. v
&Iﬂ--_ 'Pf.?“B. o R
" B5ma., b, 3_12-114.( | S
E61nsa., p. 31t
67044, b2k, | | . : o *
65£§1g.. p. 286-87, .
$5Inta., p. i8eigs.
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An increase in Drosperity. a slackening in rellglous anlmosi-
ties, these were two beneflts that sprang, from the agitation of the
17%C's. They do much to explain lecky'Sventhu51asm_for.Irish lagls-

lative indépendence. Yot, imporfant as‘they are, they are not'the

‘features that lébky erphasizes above all others, They were only the

outward oroofs of an inner we]l—béing._'whgz_he delighted in above

* 31l was the nature of the constitﬁtion itself -and what he stressed .

was the role played bv property owners and the loyalty of the

Parlianent to the English connection.

The belief that the principal role in a legislative assembly

should, for the sake of spciety's-stabi]ity. bg taken by property-

~ L)

_owners, is one of lecky's:uﬁdefiying assunptiens. When he treats

of Grattan's Pé;liaaent he is anxiouf to stress what it was not,

o, ¢
-as well as what it was. He wrlte= t%at

L
L e few thlrgs can te mors grotesauely absurd

~
-

A

than to survose that the merits or dererits, .

the’ failure or the success, of the old Irish

Parliament. has any. real bearing bn modern

schemes for reconstructing the foverrment
~of Ireland on a revo‘uuionary and Jacobin :

basis; entrusting the orotection of oroperty . - "

and the. v--an.n‘c.enam:e of law ts some democratic

asrertly ccnsisting mainly of Fenians and Land~-

r-leaguers. of 8&1* aritators and penrilass

adventurers.: '

_The;eighteanth~ceﬁtury parliaﬁent. he is at’pains to stress}'éhould '

Ibe_descriped'éssen%ial?y as "fhe‘ﬁovérnment of Ireland by the gentlemen

of Iveland; and especially by'its.landloqd class™ and he cqntihues to

| the'effect’ that it "cowprised the flover of the landlord class. It

was a§sen§ia11yrand pre-erinently the réprasentativg of the property

.of the'cmﬁntry. It had al1 th@vinstincts and the prejudices, but

“n »

7Cinid,, . P1. S
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also all the gualities and capacitiés, of an educatgd propertied

class, and it brought great local knowledge and experience to its

task".?l

Lecky makes much of the point that Grattan's:

. ..%hole thedry of Irish politics was very far ’
from democratic. From first to last it was a
foremost article of his poliey that it was
essential to the safe-working of representative
institutions in Ireland that they should be
under the full guidance and control of the
prroperty of the country and that the greatest

of all calamities would be that this guidance
should pass inte the hands of adventurers and
demagogues. He desired the House of Commons

to be a body consisting mainly of the independent
larded gentry and'ieading lawyers, and resting
rainly én 2 freehdld suffrage,72 .

Iegky admits t an aristocratic fpfm of governmént may
haYe faults but he claihs that it does at least save a nation from
"the two greatest calamities that can befall it - from governﬁent
by fanaties ang éxperimentalists'and from government by gamblefs;
and adventirers®,?3 Armgdxfpxpé;‘too, he.argu;s. should rest in
the same'hands. He agrees with Grétiﬁn fha£ the "o1d, the original
volunteers had become respectable bécauge £hey rgprésentéd the.
properfy of the_nétibn“'bu£ that ﬁﬁ "armeqlﬁeggary‘?h.woﬁld be a .
potentially'Qangerous fﬁrég.i - . . T 3
| The role p]aye& by §%qpef£y in the movement to se;ure a free
Irish Parliavent waﬁ always closely linked in Lgeky's mind with

. another of its incontestable merits - its loyalty to the conrection,

"1Mvid., 2. s01-02.
T2 N
ibid., p. 427, .

g, 5. 5,
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Tor

He stresses, ﬁo doubt with nineteenth century developnentg in mind,
that those: ‘ Yy

“ «..vho were leading the movement wers not rebels
and were not demagogues, They had made - they _
were making - they were prepared to make every
effort in their power for the defence of the
Erpire and of the connection. They were the
gentry. of Ireland, and they were asking nothing
more than the restoration of their ancient
rights - nothing more than that political
liberty which Englishmen themselves raintained
to be the first of blessings...Loyal men, de-
votedly attached to the Croun and the connection,
who had strained the resources of tke country to
the utmost for the support of the Empire, who had
borne with'sirnal patience misgovernment of the
most varied and most crushing character, who were

- themselves discharging by an admirable voluntary
effort the neplected duties of the Government,
right surely afford to bear the imputation of
ingratitude if they availed themselves of the
one opportunity which had arisen since the

" Revolution of récovering their birth-right
of fresdom,75 : :

_ : {
Grattan summed up all lecky's own hopes zhd ideals when he

sald that_Ireland shoﬁld work tolcorrect 2nd imrrove her constitution-”
but ™uith a fixed, steady an¢ unalterakle resolution to ;tand or fall
with Great Britain®.?6 -

| In lecky'§ praiée of Grattan's Parlisment and of the entire
movemfer‘rt associated with it, we have a faithful picture of what he
himself vanted for Ireland. He writes that the "national movement®

was in almost all respe £s "worthy of a very hig degree of adnirat}on".??

For him Grattan ap Chariemont..the leader of" the Tp{unfeers. woere

/s

7oIvtd., p. 250, | B // '

-

?éLecEx-III: p. 226, ‘ //////
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comparable to Hambden or Iashington The Volunteers were a dis-
clplined and respon51ble body in the discharge of their Q~“itﬁtary
. no]lce functlons. The animosity between Anrllcans and Presbyterlans,
and'betveen Frotestants and Cathollcs, was diminishing and uhlle the
.country was deterrlned upon constitutlona‘ freedom it was loyal to . ;

'_the connection, 78 In addltlon ccmnerce%was reviving and uhe country ‘.,'
was pro;pering. _
' However, while lecky recognizéd the great nerits of . Grattan s
Parliament, he ha< also a vivld awvareness. of 1ts shortco*lngs. Jhile
it settled some points at 1ssue ‘between the tuo countries it raised
‘new prablems to which solutlons had to be found )
F;remost in lecky's mind was the danger that if the Ir1sh
constitution of 1782 remained unqualified by any further arrange ent
then it might weaken and endanger the Empire, While he cast no doubt (:j\ﬂ\
" on the loyalty of Grattan and his collaagues he bore—ln mlqd that a
"separate Irish Parliament. consisting of ren who were disloyal to the
, Lnglish Governmont could only lead either to separation or to c1v11
war. It would be the most power’ul ar4 the most cartain agent that
the wit of rman could dev1se for organ121ng the resources of Ireland
against dngland“ ?9 R ' s l‘ T
Even without actlve dlsloyalty in the Irlsh Parliamant there
wAs scope for frictlor The mere knowledge that the constitution of

—

1782 had been extofted from England‘under'duréss was enoughité'engender"

78 YR
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a'perpetual suspicion of-the mother <ountry, There is no doubt that
English ministers cherished the hone of regaining the lost silpremacy. 80_
Also, Wl n law, the two legislatures were co-ordinate and co-equal

*in pra;fj:;\i:;;}\ua,eJhct EngMsh minlsters ware resnon51ble to the
English Parliament but Irlsh minlsters were not resnon51ble to the
Irish Parliament "They were Englishmen, - strangers to Ireland
fapnointed and instructed by Engllsh ministers and changed with- ‘each
'succeeding Administration®, 51 Clearly this raised the 30551b111ty of
serious conflict part1cularly if the'Irish Parliament were reformed
s0 tbat it became less amenable to un"lish 1nf1uence &2 lec?y en-

. visaged the possibility of a conflict of 1nterests over sucr auestions
as the imposition of dutles and the declarat1on of peace and war.83

The cuestion of the precise nature of the relatlonnhlp between

Ingland and Irelanﬁ ¥as one unresolved issue., A second related Jrcd/’“\\\
nlem was the awakening of the country to politlcal awareness., As the
eighteenth century drew to a close, forces were at work beyond the ®
confines.of Parliament, Parliament must elther reform itself so
that those forces might be brought within the pale of the constitution
or else it must, face the possih1lity of its own destruction, As lecky

saw it, it was necessary to m1ke parliament more representatlve without

r

Ibid.; n. 335.

'..iBO
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' B?Ibid., P3G 2

83, R Y
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destroylng “the healthy and lndispensable ascendancy of nroperty

and intelllgence" ied ThlS nroved to be an imp0551b1e task

-

. . |
. !

4, Decline , : . 3

-

In"the early i?80's lecxy found a growing unity in Ireland
In the late l?“O s and down to tho time of the Union, .he traced
the growth of division and animosity In Dlace of the 1eadership
'of a- loyal and responsible gentry he found the people given ovar j
to rebels and agitators. The way was belrg prapared Veor the almost
total dlsruntlnn of soc1ety that he himself witnes=ed as he wrote
in the 1??0 s and 1880°'s. ‘

lecky nescrlbos the detqniorafion as ﬁaking rlace on several
frqnts.simultanedusly. nventé‘;n‘one spherea in?practing_with those
in another. and all of them‘cont“ibutSng-to the rebellion of 1798.
Thn faiiure to find-a satisfactorj answer to the Catnollc question
brought‘out into the open lat;nt rellgious animosity which crystallized
into Defenderism on the one hand and the Ora ge Novement on the other,
;hese novements, relying on terrcr and violence, hastened the break- |
. down of the establlshed order vhich uas in any case threatened by the.
.tide of the French nevolutlon, and by its offsprlng the United Irish-
men, The whoIe fabric of 5001ety was endangered. The fledgling
. constztuthn of l?ﬁ? might have gurvived any one of these trlals
separateWy but thelr combined ef act was fatal

Among the most urgent vroblems to ‘be granpled with was. Catholic

Emancipation Grnttan was its enthusiastie advgcate, It would he said

'_have been the coping stone of the Constitutlon of 1(82 " As he saw it

. <
T -
. .
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ihe question was whether: . ' ) . R
2 +++W0 Shall be a Protestgnt settlerent or an
. Irish nation,..for so long as we exclude
« Catholics from natural liberty and the
' comnon rights of man we are not a people, ..
. As the mover of the Declaration of Rights
I should be ashamed of giving freedem to
-but’ €00,000 of my fellow-countrymen, when
I could extend it to two rillions more,85

The establishment of a free Irish Parliament had ceftainly
s [ Q}-‘

. impressed on the Catholics more vividly than tefore the injustice
of their position, for while it‘ostensibly piaced Ireland "“in the
rank of frea‘and,sélf-governed kingdowsf..it left tke Catbélics _'
with no more political rights than the serfs of Kussia or Folang®, &6
Every relaxation of the Code Eﬂat had. already taken place only

N - - . .
increased ijpatien;b with_those that‘remaiﬁed. The demand of the
Catholic qumittea in 1791 that the.Code be abolished in it¢”)
entirety and a petition to the Ring in 1792 indicate that tif

. Catholics were no longer prepared to suffer in silence,

- The question had some far reaching implicati@hs. If, as Lecky h
az%ﬁriteg, the Catholieg could be enfranchised then “the chisr that
' yawned betveen the two gréat,sections of the Irish people could be
finally bridged™ and "Trelan? would indeed becore a nation™. But ify
veothe task was tardily or unskilfully
+ .accomplished, there were dangers of the most

terrible and the most permanent character to .

be feared, Religious amimosities and class

antipathies which had long been slumbering
. ~ipght be revived in_all their fierceress,

The elements of .anarchy and agitation which N :

~ s Lo " ’

85Ibid..'p. 313,

8 ecky 11, o, 25.
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-~ lay only too abundantly in a population poor,

- ignorant, turbulent, and superstitious beyond
alrmost any in Europe might be let loose and . :
turned into politics, The Cathkolics of Ireland,
wio had hitherto scarcely awakened to political
1ife, an' vhose leaders hac been uniformly loyal,
ard ruch rore inclined to lean towards the English
government than tcwards the Irish'Parliament, rmight

- be vermzanently alienated from the connection, In
the clash of discordant clemehts Ireland might be '
once more cursed with the calamities of c¢ivil war;
‘and confiscations and pena? laws had placed landed
nroverty so exclusively in the hands of the ascendant
c!ass,thatadanger still Zraver than rebellion rmight
be feared. It was thit which Burke truly called '
‘the nost irreconeilable quarrel that can divide a
nation - a strucele for the landed property of the
whole kingdom'.© ' -

s

pis

Lo be amply fulfilled: the,task

Lecly's forebod ng
was' roughli cerried ~ut wi£ﬁ “ire consequences. .Tﬁé Lnglish cabinef.
faced with the prospect of a major Luropean war, decided on a poiicy
of conciliatisn., The Irish House of Commons, uithlthe excepgion or

a small but virulent‘anti—Cathoji; party,_was,generaily in favour and
in-1?93 én'apt fiving the majority of Irish Catholics the vote was .
passed._‘For-Lecky i? was a disgster.fbr vhile in enfranchised the
“ignorant and excitable Catholie population‘_‘e8 it witheld power and
infiuence from the gentry. It drove ahéther wedge between the clg§§
that he looked upon as the natural leaders of the ﬁéople and the
multitudéslthey were subposed to guide, Moreover, by_uithﬁolding
__comp]éte emanéipation it Iaicd thé foundgtion for the long‘struggle,
which did rot end £il11 1829, dn the course. of uhidhl"the foundation

+vas laid for the pglitical anarchy of our own day".89

o
“"Ibid., p. 2%-o,
81hig., b, 1%0.

89nid., 5. 150,
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An important episode in that struggle was the brlef
lieutenancy of Lord Fitzwilliam. Lecky examines it in great détail
in order to bring out the full arbitrariness of Znglish policy, He'
stresses tha* from the very beginning of his period of offlce,
Fitzwilliam believed himself comniss;oned to carry to comvletionr
the process of emancipation begun in 1763, and arev1ous to his
departure for Ire‘]anH he found the "Cabinet, with Mr, Fi?g‘at their
. head, strongly impressed w1th the' sare convicticn" 0 It vas true
: that the Cabinet was not enthu51ast1c, true that. they kouid ﬁuch.
rrefer to delay the whole cuestion to sorme more tranquil “erlod
but £ti1] in Fitzwillia~'s words "if the Catno'lcs should appear.
determlned to stir the bu51ness. and to Sring it be¢ore ‘arliament,
I vas to give it a hﬂnASO“e support on the pzrt of the Government® 71

The Catholics were deterwﬂrod hs soon as F;tzwﬁiligm larded,
the question was forced upon his stterntion, Thé beli;f became
current that Emanciﬁation would soon be carried. Within ten days .
of his arrival the.new lieutenant was writing hore to'Portlanﬂ that
"not to grant cheerfully on the nart of the Go§er::ent'a11 the -
Catholics wish,‘wili not oﬁly be exceedingly'impolific, bu£ pérhaps

' "

dangerous" 9% In‘no.other vay, he said, cbu]d-interna? tranquillity
be restored and the dangar:of collaberaticn be rero&pd if the rrerch

should decide to invade. As French arrs ma‘e oroégress cn the Continent
‘ i - ;

~ [}

%Ibid.,‘ o, 267, .
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‘Catholics of all classes were in [avour., Thd Frotestant gertry -

~ministers dithqfeﬂ, and Por’c'_f'&lm‘j\"6 in a letter to the Lieuterant .~

‘ | | _ - | : . "?5..“: .

‘ -
in 1764 the danger of an invasion became more rressing: it became

imminent with the fall of Holland: in 1795. . - ' . (

Within Ireland there was little opposition to the measure.

o

appreciated the advantages of strengthéeninc the conservative

+

eletents in the constitution at a periocd when ™the ascendancy of .

of property, rank armd intellicence, was strained and weaken=d"93
b

and the people were ineclinirg towards new leaders. Fitzgibbon,. it is

trus, maintained a stout o;;Béitien to the measure but this would

. .o 4
not have availed against goverbment determinatizn to errry it.gg
. ‘\‘ » ) -
Thers wvas every reason to surpose that Fitzwilliams' aiz of “one '

peorle, one Christian veonle, bindins-ihenselves‘in one comnon
‘cause by -one civil oatﬁ"gS u;s“goipg'to,be achieveé;
“If the Cabinet had been wholly behind him there is no dqnét.
that it would have been. Buf -while Titzwilliar on the, spot r;garded'
o . :

the whole matter with an ever-increasing sense of urgency the Inglish °

=

rehearsed all.theitraditional arzuments against Emancipation. How,
he asked, could the “rotesstant establishment gurvive in face of the

numerical superiority of the Catholics if the old safeguards were
: - o

withdrawn197.

-

- 93Ibid.. v, ?€€,

Mbid., =, ~€1.
%5Thic., o, 7€3.

96Port}and - Secretary of Ltate for Eome Cepartment in Yitt's
ministéy, Former lord lieutenant;of Irelard,

9?Lectg IIT, p. 293.
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Fifzwilligm‘ﬁéunéeféa these aréuments at-lengfh.bﬁt t; no
a;gil. He was ??cuged of;ér§551ng'on witb Lrancipation with un- .
seemly haéta#and‘;asfqrdefed'to break‘off thé_proéeedi:gs; *The "
‘Cnbinet then‘agreed thgp he should be recz.illed.98 _

For irelgﬁd it w§s<a diéast;r. liot oniy:dia it éf@eft the
Catholics from the path of-conétitytional'reform into the atms of
the Uﬁitedrlrishmen, but it also alienaﬁeé the Protestant gentfy. .

_In-the word%.of'Sir Iawrence Parsons?® the:

-++hopes of the public were raised, and in ~ne - «
instant they were blasted. If the touse digd t
not resent that insult to tke natiop and to ‘
themselves, they would in.his mind be most
conterptible; for although a majority of tke

reople might submit to have their richts with-

held, they would never submit to be mocked in

so barefaced a rannar, ‘

v

For lecky the episode was a "fatal turrire point irn Irish

nhistory".lcl Even ﬁithoﬁt it the condition of Ireland was "gxceed- ©

[

ingly dangerous":102 5th 1t it became'hopeless. Such sizns of

' progress as thers werg in. Ireland - fLer raterial nrosperity, ihe

fading of relirious animosifies, the loyalty of the people to

England - all these were cancelled out:

EELmancipation was only one factor in his recall. dee Ibigd,,

p, 300-312, - .,

S : .. N
Parsors - 1758-1847, Fember of Irish Heuse of Comrons,

100

' : ibid.. p..315-16.
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“ ..:from.the day when ©'itt recalled Lord ) - ;”.f -

Fitzwilliam; the colirse: of her history
was changed,: - Intense and. growing. hatred
of England, révived religious and’&lass
_ " animosities, a savage rebellion savagely
) g Teprossed, a-legislative union prematurely
) _ T and corruptly carried, mark the closing
Sy . yoars of the efight@enth century, and after T
ﬁﬁ . . ninety yeirs of direct British govermment, I '
R " the'condition of Ireland is universally
c et ' recognized®s the ¢hief scaridal and the:
' S chief weakness of the Empire,

Kl
1Y

lecky'deséribes the cordition of Irelamd as going fror bad‘;”

'tp.wbrsé.“ The zovernment baviﬂg dgcided—to_rgfist E;ancipaiiﬁﬂ-~
Qent'but of-ité ¥ay to ifipress upon the Catholics théirJinferior
.status. They were told that "their disqﬁaiifications'ueré rermarent *
I -;i f{} and”indelibie,3ds;§ntia1 %o the coﬁneqtion o}'tﬁeir co;pﬁﬁy wiéhg |
o o Eng}aud; es;epgiél t; the ﬁonarcﬁicgl ;onstitﬁtion under wﬁiéh tﬁéy |

1izpd"lﬁa'while,Fitzgibbon,'their most . implacable enery, and the
1¥2;~iifo#pggeﬁt‘;f gii-moderétg reform o{ the cqqétituti;n'was nade Eariﬁ
T éf Clare.105 , |
. "In these circﬁwstance{ fruét;ation ﬁatﬁraiiy found unconsti-
titionil outlets, The tradttion of lawlesiness which had loms .
jé;isted among the paasantfy broke Bﬁt,in the,;hapé of a "neq_WhiteBoy_.
.. mo&eﬁqﬁﬁ"_vhiéh aimed aé fhe aboiitioﬁlof tithes ahdithe‘rﬁdrass ;f

‘ égrarién grievancesilosi Thé recall of Fitzéiiliam_coﬁtribq%edltq_tha

, A
. - e . [ .‘i ‘-. . //
ce 0t Peey 1an, b, gen,
ek s | ’
7 Ibid,, n, 345,
e T o 4
<10 . K
ISIbid.; Pe 324, -

: 106Ibid.,‘p, ?15.. . -: - -

<.
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spréad of the ﬁovemeht In the county qof Armagh it came into
confllct with the nilitant Protestantlsm of the horth in the ¢hape

of the Orange "ovemont wbich oledzed itselfl to supportrthe Protestant
ascenaanc as represented by the-nollcy of. Fltzcibbbn lC? The forma-
tion of this socintv in 1795 was the signal for the persecuticn of

Catholics in Armaﬂh and ‘the adJoining counties, From that }iher

v
£

onwards the: -

...disloya]ty of *Lhe Catholics advanced with ' .
gigantic strides. " Up to the perioed of ' . - .
the recall of lori Fitzwilllam thouch there
was great vositive lawlessness, and almost
cowclete alienition of symoathy from- the
Government there appears to haive been,

in these massis but little active polltlcal
disaffection

Héwaver. the events in Armagh and the belief that the. Der§ecutlon

" was cordoned.-or rather 1nst1guted by the Governnent drove the

Cathollcs inte the ranks of the United Irlshmen.l09
That - body was the 1“1=h offspring of the hopes and 1deals of

the French Pevolutlon  The revqutlﬂnary message had, besides its |

K universa] abpeal, a 5235,“1 appllcability to Ireland the cry for the -

1abolition of tithes and still mors that for the abolltlon of all re-'

Iiglous dJQUUallfICrtlnnS and Tor unlver511 franchise vas, llkely to

flnd a. ready hearlng in the Iraiand 3 the I?CO' _

In 1?9] the Society of Un1ted Irlshren was. founded for the )

'purvose of torw1n" a po]itlca‘ unlon of Protéstants an1 Latholies to'

Ly

m?Ibid.‘.\t* 426, - | S
:;-:_ Co . o o
.‘]Oelbid.‘., mousg, s

1¢
9I'b*;d.. D, 47
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achieve Parliamertary reform., -Alms so moderate would have been
. >

--/ﬂ\ . . ‘ ’ - . .
endorsed by Lecky himself.f'ﬁoweveri-the'movennnt Soon veered in a .

nére extrore d rectlon and even from the beglnnln” at least some of

i_its members, inc]uﬁlrc folfe Tone and Napper Tandy, thought in terms

of senaratlnn from Brltaln.llo It was the more radlcal elements that
“gave sbape and- direction to the movement

Lecby is at nains to brlng,out the essentzal differences |

. between.Tone* s aims and urattan s._ Where Tore looked forward to

'senaratlon, Grattar, uﬁheld the connectlon. where Tone advocated "

L] .
derocracy, including equal eldctorsl Hlstricts, manhood suffrage.

payment ef renreqentnulves anﬂ annua] uarllaments, Grattan upheld
tre “rlnacj of the proeertled classes.111 The constltution of 1782
'as for Tone a shabb Icemnronlse and 1ts beroes, Grattan and
Charlemoht decelvers. "They are no*" he said. sincere friends

of the nonu]or cause, they.drea+ the peoele as nuch is the Castler

"70‘35"112h_ ] . . ‘ :

It‘is hardly'necBSEary te say that for Leéky this was a .

: dangereus‘ghd subversive movement, Its denocratlc and 1eva111ng

tenﬂe"c1es rade tbe"selves ’elt in a 51tuatlon that vas already

suff1Cﬂent1y 1nfiammablel

.The riets of the Feep of Day Boys and

> .. Defenders rose and fell, but they had -

1nfected many eounties, and secret

.‘f

VDb R 1526 L L Ty
']%:L.Isid,.,' p_._)l?'-?z__‘ - L o
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combinations were soreading among the - v

- lowest class to resist the payment.of tithes

ard hearth ~oney, and soretires of priests - -

.dues, ard of rent, Vestrorland and Hobart

wrote’ that..,equality not only of religion
but of oroperty was expected, that large
numbers of pikes were manufactured, and
that there' werr constant rumours of an
irpendirg insurrection,113

Lecky, sew everywhere the elcrents of sedition and anarchy

‘multiplyine, As a final solvent there was the constant fear of

French invasion:

Emareination, ra

- Ireland was on the brink of the rebejlioh-d{‘1?9$.' Lecky

Under dny'circu:stanca the condition of oo
Ireland in the<last years of ‘the eighteenth

century must have been exceedinzly dangerous.
Mothing disorganizes and demoralizes a country
4in which there.are great internal eloments of

disorder, so certainly as a constant menace

of invasion; and ‘the situvation was enormously -
aggravated by the.fact that the brobable .
invaders were the soldiers.of a great and-
contagious Revelution, whose first.object

-was to set the voor against the rich, to

sweep away established Chirches: and 'to i
destroy the whole exiﬁting‘distribution‘gfl .

property and nover.ll

e

_ believed that sore nodest reforms might haye rrevented it, Catholic

< rg’

iamentary reforr and the aholition of tithes, gener-

ously grarted an' cuickly executed, zight have orevented the dis-

integr-tisn of society that he delineates:

-t

-But the ~en in vhose hands the direction of -

aflairs was placed, wern determined to resist
the rnost noderate and lepitirate reforms and
they made the pervetua? disqualification of
the Catholics, and the umqualified. maintenance.

o

B4, 7 b, 106,

‘llblbid.; o, 320, - . .o



of all the scandalous and enormous abuses
of the representative system the avowsd and ‘
foremost objects of their nollcy...Veny

" naturally then, "the reformirg energy of the

" country ebbed more and rore away from the C o
constltutlona1 leaders, - and began to look, L
to rebellion and foreign assist-nce for the

.o
.

»

ettalnment of its ObJECtS.lls-

5. The Union

The

'?ebellion of 17%% prepared the may for the Unlon of .

1201, . Grattan's 7’a“‘1a:len.,, mch for lccky embodied all that

as best in +relans, was orevaiWed LDOn to vote 1tself out of

Légcste"ce.

sovernment

It ‘was yat another 1nstancn'of tho corruot apd selflsh

-

of E {tla!’ﬁ- )

-

Lecly, - as we have seen, vas v1v1d"y aware o; the defects of the

nent setilegent., The anomaly of a ssparate Irish Parllament wlth

gy

1

-an axecutzve an“ol“ted and ins t*ucted by thc nngllsh Cabinet ralsed - .

in ewther 5

\orob1em o
+1ch u“?_l
oc a dermoera

and anarchy

_the constant 00551b1si+1 of sarlous confllct that might culmlnate

soarat*on or 2 union, 1 6 Ioreover there remalnad the
re“o&--—lnr the corrug t borough ascendancy, by hcans of .‘-
sh hegemony was ﬁﬁlnta'ned without runnlnh the danger _j
=c1 f‘ro'- wblch noth1n~ could ‘te axoected but confiscation -

" 1]7 Lecky. was aoparently overwhelmed by the dlfficulty

of solyl thase oroblens in the tben condltion of society.
SoL . -
,1}5rbie., o. 7. R
1 6 ’ '

;117Ib1ﬂ.; . L2171,

I Iec‘ ok20, . }-_. e

i 1?c2 Constltutzo* He fra nbly admc*ted that it could not be a perma- T
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- The contemplation of Ireland in the last ten yéars of the
eighteenth century £i114d him with despair, an? it =ight have been

v ’ . ’ c . ) .

logical for him to welcome the Union as ‘a new.start. Fut on the

contrary, in 1?@9,'as in the early 1720°'s, he st111 nlaced his- .’

faith in the gentrj_pf Iralqnd._ Hg writes that in the aftermath

of the: .
+..complete suppression of the rebellion, -
+ -the dinger of Parliament being comquered
by the party of disleyalty or anarchy .
- camnot have beer imminent; angd if it e
had become so, thars can be little doubt _ .
. that the governing, the -loydl, and .the
=+ . propertied classes in Ireland.would have
" themselves called for a Union. It is .
quite certain that.in 1759 it was not
‘desired or asked for by the classes wha
were most vitally interested in the .
preservatinn of the existing order of h -
-Property and law, ani-who had the, best T
. means of krowing the true condition of '
the country. The measure was-an - .. N
Znglish one introduced prematurely before
it hhd'baen-demanded.by any section of
Irish opinion, carried without a dissolutioh
‘and by gross corruption, in osrosition to
the #ajority of the Tree constituercies
and to the great prevonderance of the _
unbribed intellect of Irelanc. Under suck
conditions it was scarcely likely to crove
successful, 11 e,
Lecky detested. both the timing of ‘the fct of Union and the
L . ‘ : . ‘
vay in which it was carried.. In the closirg pages of his work he

-describes its .total failure to bring reace and security to Ireland.

. ' P s ) . .I .
The Ireland &f his.own ¥y he says, is as disaffected .a5.a newly

oo '

“brovince - and this he attributes princigally'to the

U
T

Bl

e nﬁ;_dictdry expérimonyé of‘législitidn"1]9 which had E}ought"'

T8rvid,, b, te1on,

~

1191bid._, p. 450, o
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_ about the deqline‘of Iriéh'ihdustry and. agriculture and totally ;-’—
’-diérupted landlord-tenant relations.

7..2?i5-br19f summary Of‘Irel;nd sinceé the Union. as well as'th§.

substanceé of his five volumes, constitute a crushing indictment of
znglish rule, His work becanme 2 mine of argument? for Home Rule

P

supporters but lecky himself was a stalwart Unionist., Eis essential
‘conservatisr outweighed his Irish nationalism. In a revealing

passage he contrasts Grattan's Farliament with its potential liome

Fule equivalent. He says of it that: - . o o

«».2]1 the members were Frotestants, and elected
by Protestants, and the most liberal” regarded
_the propriety-of Frotostant ascendancy as an
axiom, -The party which now cdlls itseli dis- _ i
“tirctively national was- absolutely unrepresented, " -
~ The Catholic priesthood, who are now pefhaps the - ° L e
strongest element in Irish political Life, had:
not ‘a vestige of nower and.although corrupt and
factious rmotives ray.often be detected,: the- *
great tribe of knaves.ans fanatics who noyw
win politieal bower by stirulating disloyalty,
" or class hatred, or agrarian crime, had as yet - -
nd_exi_,stence.l?6 o SR

1

The eséénc§—of Lacky's opposétiqn;to‘ﬁo$e Rule ja&\ih his préferring
;;éﬁteepth cen%u#y cprfuppion to'ﬁihéfaenth century democracy and
glericalism. Sihcefif was impoésible to revive Grattan's Parliameﬁt:
a huaned-yeérs after its Heyday'lecky-oﬁted for the Union as the
ﬁﬁly bulwark agagnst ;he-fbrces'of darkness, In ft‘aloné‘did hq see

any hovoe of "maintaining law, or securing ?ropert},-or enforecing

contracts, -op protecting loyal men, or supportinz in times of difficulty

ard danger, the interests of the Empireﬁ.lgl'

120
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“34.
When trcating cf the eighggéﬁth cenfury, lccky had dcprecéted

the reactionary v1ews of Fltzglbbon, but in g1v1ng prlorlty to the
security nf property and the stab111ty of. the establlshed order. he

annroxirated to his viexs. rltzglbbon stated'the_problem clearly i
in'180ﬁ He asked: ' )

What vas the securlty of the ILnglish settlers - - v
for ‘their physical existence at the lLevolution? :
And, what is the security of @heir ‘descendants
‘at’ this day? The Dcmarft.t'I and cormardlng nro-
tection of Great Britaln. JAf By any fatality
1t fails, You anpy, at thre merey of the old . -
inhabitants of the island; ancd I, should have
. . honed that the sawplqs of mercy exhlblted by
them.in the progress™of the late. reHeTliOﬂ
would have taurht thke rentlemer who call .
. themselves the Irish nation, to reflect with
sober attention on the dangers which surroumd - = 0

Lecky saw the Nﬁtiowal League as a purely destructlva force.

It had. destroyed ths capacity of the Ir;sh for self-government by

- maklng cunidity the rain MOtive df vo]itical‘acficn. and by

"diffusing the bellef that outrage. and v1olence, and dlshonest and,

tyrannica’ CO"blnatlons against 3roperty..contracta and- ind1v1dual

llberty, are the natural Teans of atta1ning polltlcal ends."123

&
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CHAPTER IV .. - B

"~ Some Comparisons and Conclusions
. - S :

The contrasts between'?roude and Lecky meke an immediate and
vivid impact upon the reader. On the one hand there is the Englishr
‘man pleading for the extinction of everything charecteristlcally
“Trish in the interests of, English hegemong: on the other,there is
‘ithe Irish Datriot laying bare the wrongs suffered by his country and
asking for a2 more just appraisal of 1ts hi story. Cn the one hand
there is the prophet seeking to impese his own views on- his readers.

' on the other there is the- metlculous scholar inviting his readers

' to meke up their own: minds on the b351s of the-evidence he puts

~*

before them, . . S S
Froude trusts to his instincts and his prejudices to see his °

work through T am accused of being a prejudiced mah“‘he once said

"and it is true. A gébd stiff pregudioe is a very useful tfing.::,

' It is like a rusty weather~cockl it w11l yield to a strong breeze,

but it does not. g6 veering about with every little puff of wind' 1 ‘;

;-_He distruststhe effects -of too much thinking, .He evidently approves

of Swift who “left behiné him one moré evidence that the fanaticism

‘of -fools may be keener sighted than the most. mesculine of intellects"2

v

‘and of° Pitt who though "he had no leisure to master the intricacies

Iy, H, Dunn, Froude Vol I, p. 6..

2Froude I, P+ 329. ’ 'f o _ '._ LN
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ofjthe pastAadministrative'blundering...grasped instinctively the.

only brinciplas of which order and gpod.govqrnmeﬁt could be restored%.3

* ' As the Times observed in its obifuary.‘Froude wa's: "not a ‘student in

e

“the real sense of the term; he hga neitber_tbe desire to p;obesﬂis
authorities to the bdttominér the!patieﬁce to}éﬁ so" B

Lecky. on the contfary;'pOSEBSSed érqéiSel& the'qualitiés éhat
Froude was deficient in, f%héaiettér urittén in 18?6.h§‘déscribes
hinself at workidn Dublin Castle on manuserdpt material:

I am going through all the.ipnf o‘i?r_}”;ations and
presentments before, or of the grand juries
in the different counties of-Ireland in the
“first sixty years of.the eighteenth century, -
and the confidential letters of the Lords . -
Justices to the Viceroys, who were usually -
in England; ahd there is alsoc a vast mass
of ‘curious ‘and miseellaneous ‘correspondence . C
. which I must examine, It is most strange . 1
that all this mass of interesting, ‘4nd often '
most quaint and picturesque; information, .
though. open to everybody and, for the most part, °
nearly ‘as legible as'print, should be almost
. absolutely unknown. Not half a dozen persons
T in a year, it seems, come there and then -
*. . _ usually only to make out_seme particular
" polnt. Sir Bernard Burke says that the whole
- sacret history of the Rebellion of 'S8, all the
tredchery and all the secret informations.of
the United Irishmen, are there preserved and
. perfectly unknown - Froude, who seems to have
s " gone #ery-superficially through thesé pavers, not
. having even gone over that pert. I am finding -
a great deal that is useful‘to me, “and I fear
it will give my Irish chapter a very dispro-
portionate magnitude and originality of research.

- I expect to be at least 'six weeks more 'at work here.5

Ombd., bl 631, |
hDgVid?Aleanils Ny Hr.‘FroudQ and Cirlyle (Londont W, ‘ihemann.
18%8), B 9. | » S LR _

B
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- Where Froude'uas content to follow in well-worn paths, 1ecky.?"-

" not uithout courage made more than one new departure In an7ther
_letter written in 1578, he wrote that he had “to prove, often from
very recondite sources; positlons uhich are in direct op9P31tion
to the best Enpllsh authorities, Besides Clarendon, Hume, and
many old’ wr1ters the' story of a general St Bartholemew Hassacre
in 16a1 is repeated by Hallam, ' bg Goldwin Smith, and by Green -'Q
uhiIe my. story of the Jacobite Parliament of 1689 is in direct '

!

obposition to Pacaulay' 6 - : o . i - /

P

Iecky himself anpeared to be v1vid1y aware of the contrast

-

between hlmself and Froude. In hls review of Froude's work in

Nacmll’an s Pagazlne. for example, he was at pains to -point out

precisely how, where and why he di ffered from him, angd- he also
dve1ls on the same subgect in a passage in whick’ the latter is not
mentlened by name but 15 1nd1cated by the contert He deprecates :
bias in the writing of hlsto:y and proceeds to say that it is:

'...Deculiarly necessary that the history of
- such a nation should be written, if not with
~ ' some génerosity, at least with some candour,
that a serious ‘effort should be made to present -
. in their true proportions both the lights and.
shades of the picture, to trace effécts to their
causes,- to make due alloaance_fer cireukstances
and for antecedents. When this is not dons, or
at least attempted history may easily sink to
‘the level of ‘the worst type of party pamphlet,
By s8lecting~simply such- facts as are usefuyl
the purpdse of blackenlng a national
character by omitting all palliating.
clrcumstances...by employlng the artifices of
_a dramatic writer to heighten, in. long. detailed;
‘and elaborate pictires, “the .effect ofithe. erimes ’ -
-committed on one side, uhlle those committed on .

“osg., pr121. | | :

— . ' . e
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the’ other are either wholly suppressed or

. are dismissed in a few vague, general, and
colourless phrasas...by these methods, and

by such as these, it is possible. even without
the introduction of positive misstatement, to
carry the art of historical misroprasentation
to a high degree of perfection.

-

Iecky then’ goes on to allude to the essential difference o

betwoen his apnroach and that of Froude. In his View-
-Irish history is unfortunately to'a
great extent a study .of morbid anatomy,
and much of its interest lies in the evidence
it furnishes of the' moral effects of bad laws
and of a vicious social cordition.” It wili
appear clear, I think, from the foregoing
¢ - narrative, how largely the circumstances
- under which the national character was formed
explain its tendencies, and how superficial are
. those theories which attribute them wholly to
race or to religion.

»

In this nassage we have two schools of thought clear”y dslinaated
They have been termed Anglo—Saxonism and. nnviron:entalism. .
Frouda may be’ described as an. arch Anglo~Saxonist. ono of
those who found his explanation of the rlse of the British ‘Empire
| not in PrOVidance. or luck, or the laws of political economy but
™n the distinctive racial attributes of the English people .tCon-"

varsely. he tried to axplain the failure of other nations and paople :

‘to match that achievement by the absonco of those same racial traits

=

[

or features' 9 The attitude implied, as Gladstore put it in the

course ‘of one of the Home Rule debates, that the Irish had a double

Lecky 1‘. p.'3'95-96;\ - s
81bid-1 p 396 9? ' .- ' '.A.

9bu.rtis, Anglo~baxons and: Galts. P. 8 ) - \ff '
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dose of original sin. . o
Howover. as Lecky was at, work on his ‘book in the 1°80's

1890 s, there arose the school of. thougbt to, which, with spme qu

ficationiq he hlmself belonged: Z'ﬁ,- -

N LY

Environmentalists were .basteally optimistic - .
= * about human nature, and.,.they believed that .~ = *-
. good laws made good men. They had little or )

no time .for a concept so vague, insfdious -and

. pessimistic as race,‘and they scorned the notion.

dthat, national character was a permanent, ifmutable,

and/inherited force which could never be altered

the hand of man. Entirely opposed to the

'hglo Saxonist, emphasis upon the transmisston.

-of desirable or unde51rable traits through- the
a bloodstream from cone.generation to. another

“within the sgme racial unit, the onv1ronmentalists ‘ut :

. «.Tound their key to humauhbehaviour in the total
historical and contemporary context ‘of any glven
country or natlon. o .

‘r —

and

ali-

‘There is evidonce~in-otary chapter o?‘leck}'s History to -

show that he beionged to this school, but with one important

. qualification° Lecky could never be' described .as an oﬁtlmist

Perhaps trom certain 1nborn tendoncies. perhaps because:he devoted

so much of his life to ‘the traglc hlstory of Ireland Lacky was

.essentlally a pessimist What-:he describes in'his five’ v°lumesiu'“

o

of history is not good laws at work creating’good meo. but. bad K

laws at work creatiné bad men, Therafore. although his point
N

of departure is 50 dlfferent from Froude* s. he shares nith him

'oconcluslons and views that have much.in cammori;

! Sk K ® R ok ok w ok ok ok

. 2]
The 'very fact that Froude and lecky remained on friendly
ASLA na . 9
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' tarms bafore. after and during’ the publication of their respectlve

r

works should alert us to their similarities as well aa(to their

— -y

differences. It may also be instructivé to remember that both were

b10$e‘friends-of car1y13.f Leoky's wife. describes walking with ¥r,

Carlyle and “talking over Irnsh history with Mr, Froude'11 as .puf'
among his activit1 ‘in the spring of 1871 His‘Yriandship with/.
Cdrlyle survived 3 temnorary estrangement over their respectlve
viaws on Irish his ory12 and" when the Prophet of Chelsea died it .
' Mas he, Frouda and Tyndall who accomnanied his body back to §cotland'
for burial 13- Consoquently.wit is not éntirelytiurpr151ng that theref,
should appear in lecky's thougﬁt some muted overtones of Froude's

\,viewsr | w . | - ‘
T e have seen thot one of the principal thgﬂés-bf Froude's
book is his interpretation of the Celtlc character and of the nature
of CatholiciSm.. Iacky is too tolerant to dwell ruch o? thesé

‘features of Irlsh 1ife “ﬁht there is some owidence that he. shared
1 ' somethingk,f Froude s apprqach Froude describes the Irlsh as
.\essentially fickle. unrellable and unfaithful to each other.lg Iecky.
while allowing for many: genuina enthusiasts" also has somé trouble

*~

1n taking Irish disaffection seriously. excontuwhen “alliad with

-r

-1
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L1654, p. %2,
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reIigious‘bf.agrarian passion®, He writes that: o

. ..disloyalty was often.a fashion.,a‘sentiment,j\
and almost an amusement, which ab tly -~ ™
coloured the popular imaginatich, but was much - .
too feeble and unsybstantial § thing to induce
men to make any genuine-sgerif in its cause,’
Everyone who has any real kiwledke of Irish .
life, character, and history kno

‘ a sentiment 'of this kind has been
. and knows also that distridts and cla .

' where it has been most. prevalent have n

and again remained perfectly passive in\times
~ when the prosgects of rebellion seemed most
- favourable.,.15

-

lecky believes, like Froude, that this weakness in the

national character was reinforced by Catholicism, While free from
any grbss prejudice he nevertheleés feels—bound to say that:

+++dt 15 on the whole a lower type of’religion ; "
that Protestantism, and it is peculiarly unsuited -
to a nation struggling with great difficulties.
It is exceedingly unfavourable to independence
- of intellect and to independence of character
which are the first conditions of national
progress, If softens, but it also weakens
the character and it produces habits of
thought and 1ife not favourable to industrial
detivity, ard extremely opposed to political
freedom. 16 : '

He then goes on to.mgke the point which is crucial to IFroude's

thought, namely that:

" westhere is no doubt that the Catholicism of
the bulk of the people has in more than ohe f
way largely contributed to their alienation
from England. It despens the distinctive
‘differences of the national type. The Church
as. an organized body becomes the centre of
the mational. affections, bringing in its train
‘ politicalrsympathies. affinities, and interests,

" L lsleckx Iﬁ, P 2.
" 16, |
Lecky I, p. L02.
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wholly diflerent Trom those of the great
magqrity of cnglisﬂmen 17

Froude. on the bas;s of his racial theories, and Lecky,

the bas"s of his environmenta_ist theories both tend to think in
terms-ol a stereotype Catholic. Irlshman. Froude places this stereo-
tyee in the very forefront of his history and deduces- from it the
conclusion that the Irish should be reduced to hewers of wood end
drawers of water in a land ruled by the descendants of Cromwell'
regirents, Lecky, as we have seen, touches on thls stereotype N
ruch more lightly, He deals wlth the "Celtic problem by sweeping -
it.under the carpet, and concentrating on the Irotestant natied,
The reader of rroude is at least in no danger of forgettlng about
the native Irnsh but lecky ignores them, or alludes to them, only
as a potentially sinister force liable, if detached from their
natural leade*s, to be whipped into a frenzy by demagogues or ..
agitators. Both*attitudes were equally negative.

. 2 profound pessimlsm oreVails in both their works, In
Froude's ‘because he seems to have despaired of England's ever
exerting herself and in Lecky's because he focused his hopes on'
an ideal constitution that, even he acknowledged had passed for

i 3
. everr Both, in effect., cut themselves off from a whole dimension

i

. of . Irish history. Lecky, for all‘his 1ove of Ireland. was deaf |

ard Dlind to the revival of Gaelic culture that was going forwa

N

. as he wrote. Only by reading works such as Justin McCarthy's ireland'

S ) B o ’

l?Ibid e+ P. 402-03,
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_-does so-in English terms.

3.

since the Union18 and William O'Brien s Irish Ideas 19 can we gain -
some ldea of what is hissing- from his work

Lecky looked on nineteenth century Ireland and despairad

‘But the democracy that to him was only another name for _anarchy

was for others a source of hope. _ For "the Irish -masses from belng
fa horde of helots in their own country have become 1ts masters.' 7
Popular power is still only in its 1nfancy‘but the infant is born.,

It is waxing fat and k1cking" 20 Iecky saw only that the “world | e
seems. ..to "have grown very old and very sad®., 21 -
It was inevitable that Froude and lecky should despair for

they. both hoped to create out of Ireland a‘socqnd England Froude
was expllcit on this point Iecky the champion of a separate

Irish identity in the shape of .Grattan's Parliament, night feel

a sense of injustlca at having such views imputed to him, It is
nevertheless true that when Lecky considors Irish ideQ%lty he always -

[

The ébnstitutlon of 1782, for example, was for hin “the Irish

analogue of the”English Revolution of 1688 by means of which Ireland

particlpatod at last in all that was best 1n the English Constitution®,22

. 187ustin PcCarthy, Ireland Since the Union (Chicagoz Donglue.
Henneberry and Co., 1888),

19W1lliam O'Brien, *M .F., Irish Ideas (Port Aashlngton. N.Y,:
Kennikat Press, 1970, Reissuo of 1893 edition), -

4

| 2"’Ibid., p. 156. | S

1Mamoir, D. 256 o - T
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Again he writes that it “was scarcely possible, indeed, that the
contaglon of nnglish Iiborty should not have spread to Ireland,

and that 1ts political Condltlon should not’ haVo apuearod intolor-
able to tboso Irishman who derlved,their notions of freodom from
the English Constitution®,23 Grattan 2lvays maintained that “
“Irelan& should 1mprovo ‘her Constitution. correct its abusos, and
asslmilate it as nearly as possible to that of Great Britain"2% and.
this was cloarly Lecky's view too.

- For both Froude and lecky, Irish history had no value or

interest oxcopt in relation to English history. This is implled

B even in the tltle of Froudé's work The nnglish in Ireland in the

Agghteenth Centuny in fact it is essgntially a contlnuation of

his History of England, in which he davelops a theme already touchéd

: . . |
on there - the failure of the English to colonize Ireland. In thef

- same way lecky's History of Ireiand in the Eighteenth Century is -

both in spirnt and 1n fact" a part of bis history of eighteenth centuny
Vngland It consists of chapters, amd parts—of chapters, drawn from
-hls larger work: it was -not published as a separate history until

1893, - - - S -
. <
Iecky finds it as 1mpossible as Froudo does to consider

' Ire]and as a separate entity. _For him, as he tells us on his opening

page, its history is a.™portion of the history of the Empirefzj,and.
: ‘ : : L

23Ib4d;, p. 51-2. . : |
b :
Lecly IIT, p. 226. .
. 25
— Lecky I, p. 1.
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| he maintains this theme right down to his last volume where he

writes- thmt there:
e WRS much forca, or at least much .
plausability in the contention that a
system which placed the government of
Ireland directly in the hands of men of
property who were strongly and in-
disputably attached to the Empire.,. :
. was_conducive both to the well being - S
" of Ireland, and to its attachment to
- the Empire. No political madness o
+ could be greater than to put the legis-
lative machinery of an 'integral agd
essential portion of the Empire into
‘the hands of men who were largely -
or mainly disaffected with that Empire.26
It ubuld_be seriously misleading to consider Lecky as a
' stfaight Irishman even though he spoke, urota and thought as an’
Irish patriot. He was, it is trne. born in Ireland of a famlly o
who had been Irish‘iandlords for a hundred and fifty years: he
was educatod at Trinity CoIlege Dub]in and represented his univers:.ty
‘.in the House of Cqmmons from 1895 to 1902 but these facts tell only
half the story As a boy he yas educated at various schools in
England, including Cheltenham College; from 1866 he normally resided
in Iondon and when he was not travel&ing in Spain, France, Holland,
Switzerland or Italy, he figured in London society, He was a member
of the Privy Council, a member of the Order of Merit and he was
. offered the Chair of Modern History at Oxford,
- The baro outline of his life speaks for itself Lecky moved
“4n two worlds. He was truly Anglo—Irish in the sense of ‘being

equally at home in both societies. One suspects that he was slighily

* e
- L " '
N

'261005x V,‘p. 196.
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" “mere Qtfhomi_in_ﬁngland..‘His‘gonnectioh with bis Irish estates

4

~order to work on manuseripts or to seek relaxation,

seems to have been'of the most tenuous kind, 1In the very com-

‘prehensive Memoir written by hi's wife fhﬁy are mentioned in connection

with Gladstone's land legislation and in aﬁlight—heg?ted ietter in

t«;hic;h',he sayss .

I went, among other things, to visit (I am
“&thamed to.say for the first time) some of .
" my tenants, at the prospect of which I was -
considerably-alarmed, for when éne hardly -
knows the differance between a potato and o
. & turnlp it is not easy to be very imposing
.~ .in conversation with farmers. However, I _
. think I acquited myself satisfactorily, .
™y  lamented the appearence of the potatoes,.
"+ ¢ eulogised the cows, did the.cattle disease,
-~ and abused the:- Govermment for not stopping
- their importation {(vhich they have not yet
done),27 : '

4

.

Lecky paid frequent visits to Irélan& but primardly either in /

Lo
In-a letter to his fqturqfwife he speaks of Ireland with

~ affection and yot ¥ith g certain detachment as though he were not -

~ wholly part of it, He sayéa - .

L wish you knew Ireland. I have so many S
- enthusiasms 'and associations-connected L e
with it; and its history and'its politics .
have so deeply coloured all my way of think-
ing. I always return te Killarney as in _ -
Some respects the most perfectly beautiful
place I have ever known.,.I am sure, too, - .
you would be.struck with the people, the most
affactiondﬁe}'1maginativg,.and quick-witted.
race I have ever. known,2 ‘

-

While both Froude snd Lecky appreciated the physical beauty of

Irelard, its culfural and political 1ife in'the latter half of the -
} | h -

t

~

27Memo.*..r, p. 43.

Ibid., p. 75-6. e
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_ nineteenth century lay, as we have seen, totally beyond their -
comprehension, Whatever was Celtic was alien to them both, Added
to this was a.deep-seated fear of democracy ‘that completed their
'/ : eétranggﬁent from the develoﬁmants golng: forward as they wrota.
N Froude's hostility to democracy was an-%ntegral part of the
hero worship that he derived from Carlyle, The hero was the mediator

T between God and Man whose mission it was ﬁo'guide the masses on the

\

path to salvation. Once more we have to -refer to‘the'military

. dictatorship of Cromwell as his ideal,

u“'
. Froude writes in general-terms of the shortcomings of democracy’
3 - \‘\‘ i . .
as follows: -

The volunteer politicians in every class,
those who put themselves forward in elections
to choose. or to be chosen, are usually the vain,
the restless, the personally ambitious; and
therefore the same causes which undermine
aristocracies destroy even more rapidly
popular govermments, Democracies are pro-

, , verbially short lived. They can destroy

v~ 7+ class priviléges, they can cverthrow

- Ainstitutions, but their function ends in_
destruction: and when the.generations pass' __
away which under a sterner system had learnt
habits of self-command ard. could, for a time,
dispense with control they pass away to give
Place usually to despgtism, Private character .
degenerates, Individuals forget their country
to care only for themselves and:therefore -
dwindle to their personal level,29

He contimies in the same vein-ia“fhe\égfgct that the'muitituae

”ﬁho are sléﬁes of their‘own ignorance will chéos; thdsefgp represént

' thaﬁ'uho f1§F§or their Y;nity or pander to their interest. :hmancipa-'
. tion fram autﬁs;ity cannot eleyafe, but can only'deg;adé‘thbse who ﬂ

ane'hot emancipated by nature and‘fact“.30 He then goés on to trace

e . .
2S'.Frouda I, p. 2L3;

Orbig,, p. 4,



the degeneracy of authordy :undec'Grattan.and its iﬁevitable .
result - the rebellion o;‘§>§8 o _’
These strictures on democracy, whether it extended to universal
-_suffrage.or simpl& to a modest degree of self-government. were -
essential to Froude's thought dxd naturally applied with a special

;fonce to Ireland. Lecﬁy, under the influence of-@urke, was also

hostile to democracy as such;‘aﬁd'especially to an Irish Catholic :

- democracy.31 This is clear from his Irish history and receives

confirwation from sneeches and letters. . -

As late. as 18?1 he seems to have believed that some degree

o; self-government was- st111 possible for Ireland. He wrote in the

1ntroduction to the second edition of his leaders of Public Opinion

~

Y in Ireland that to: ' . -

"...call into active polit1cal life the upper
class of Irishman and to enlarge the -sphere
of their political power, to give, in a word, .
to Ireland the greatest amount of self-
goverrment that is compatible with thse

- unity and security of the Empire, should

be the aim of every statesman

. Lecky, howeven, can hardly have been hgpeful that hls.ideal would be.
zed since, even as he wrote this, he was careful to disassociate
h If from the very moderate Home Rule party of Isaac Butt.33_, L

The'arrival‘of Parnell oq_the politiéal scene turned him for .

- 31Oddly enough he champions the "will of the majority" in his -
review of Froude's work See Macmillan's Magazine XXVII (1873), p. 2b6

- iy

s Memolr, Pi 76:7.

331b1d., o, 76. R
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ever against Home'Rule. He stood in Lecky's mind for tha antithesis

" of all that he valued In & letter to the Times in 1886 he descrlbed

P

the Home ‘Rule party as "anlmatad by two lbading ideas - a d951re to
plunder thetahole landed property of thefcountry. and an inveterate
hatred of the English connexion in evary'form“ 3h

In a letter written to 0*'Neill Daunt in 18?9 he exprGSSas

himself at graater length:

_Whatever elsé Parnell and his satellites

have done, they have at least in my opinion,.

killed Home Rule by demonstrating in the
clearest manner that the classes who

possess political power in Ireland are s
radically and profqundly unfit for sclf-
governmant .

He goes on to explgin thatﬂ N
+++2 stern exclusion from public 1life 'of all
men who in any degree coquet with or palliate
crime, and. a hatred of disorder and violence
and lawlessness are the qualities that are
found in all' classes uh1chigre capable of
self—government

It paésed his intellect, he .says:

.+.to conceive how men can imagine that
they are improving the political condition
- - of Ireland by instigating a fierce war of
classes, or its economical condition by
destroying 2ll respect for contracts and
making property uttarly insecure, or its
* moral.cordition by persuading the plople “
- that dishonbsty backed by intimidation is 7 ;
the best resort in bad times. -

Almost inevitably he then refers to the "great merits® X33 Grattan s

Parliament and.says he has no doubt “that it would have applied

—

axcoedingly drastic remedias to such proceedings as those of Mr. Parnell“ 35

3“Ibid.. p. 186,
351bid.. Pe 138 -39.



4 100,

In yet- stronger terms he writes in a letter of 1892 that:
...t is impossible for any candid man to
. doubt that the Parnellite mdvement was
essertially a treasonable conspiracy,
. promi{ting its end by calculated fraud,
_ v1olence and lawlessness, -by an amount : .
" of cruelty and. oppression seldom equalled - .
in modern times, by constant and systematic
appeals 20 the worst passions of - the Irigh -
. people.

-

e

If there was one feature of Irlsh political life in the |

. ninsteenth ceutury that perturbed Iecky mond}than any other. ‘it was

_ the power qf the clergy Froude was hostile to the Catholics as such: .

Lecky to the clergy. This was one\\f the settled principles of his
thought It occurs\for examule. in the series of letters that he

wrote to an Irish re tlve, Krightley Wilrmot-Chetwode. He urges him C,

k]

to read his "Jearly beloved Buckle even-though “having read so little

you cannot posslbﬁy anpreciate the wonderful discrimlnation and depth

of his 1iterary criticisms and though eloquence and intellectual

q
beauty are as a generel rule quite thrown eway,upon you. His central
principle that, the secularization of politics is the chief measure

and conaitionrof politieal progress, is alse tuat of my Leaders of

Public Opinion".37

Kuightley wilmo€~Chetwode was evidently slow to take offence

- for the corresuondence continued in the same vein. In a”subsoquent

letter Lecky observes 'You say you don't understand ‘what I mean by

*the secularization of politics®. I mean conducting politics with an

~

36Ibid.. p. 237.

3?H Montgomery Hyde,, A Vietorian Historian (Londonl Home
and Van Thol 1947), o. #1— .
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exclusive view to secular interests, I don'f\think_you'would'have
'had any difficulty about. it if you had read Mr. Buckle's book",38

Lecky clung tenaciously to this principle. In his Ireland

in the Eipghteenth Century he elaborates on the unfortunate effects
of Catholicism on the Irish character by stressing thats -
...no class of men by their principles and modes
of ]Jife and of thought are less fitted for . : :
political leadership than Catholic priests. It . F
is inevitable that they should subordinate
N political to sectarian considerations. It is
scarcely possible that they should be -sincerely '
-attached to tolerance, intellectual activity or T\\\\
political freedom. The theological habit of
~mind i1s beyond all others thé most opposed to
that spirit of compromise and practical good -
sense which is the first condition of free -
government and during the last three hundred *
years the gradual restriction of ecclesiastical

influence in politics has been one of the best - “r
measures of nat 1 progress, It may indaeﬁ‘_
be safely assert hat urnder the conditions

of modern life no country will ever play a

‘great and honourable part in_the world if the

policy of its rulers or the Higher education

of its people is subject to the control of the

Catholic priesthdoed. 9 A \

Lécky pleads consistently in his Irish hispofy for the

introduction of the clergy into the mainstream of Irish intellgctﬁ31 

1ife in the belief that ™it would be difficult to exaggerate the

benefit, both moral and political, which Ireland might have derived

from & priesthood imbued with the-best Iiberal' education of their

timerand-associatgd in some measure with the ﬁost cultivated andz

enlightened of their countrymen®. 40 In practical terms this meant
— .

Bbid., p. 45.
39Iech I, p: kOZ.i 
¥ S :
. uolech'IIIs‘p. 351. . -

f/__{//i. | :
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that the education of'candidates for the priesthood should be -
earried out in connection with Dublin University rather than in a purely
ecc1e51astica1 establishment such&as Laynooth

The establishment of.Yayno thuwas, froﬁ Llecky's point 5f view,
a retrograde step..a move towaros sectarianisnm in-education‘uhich
helped to dividefIreiand.and restrict the benefits of a liberol
education. He detested gegt;;ianism at all.levels of education,
He writes, for example, that ™the real education,of the Irish people

dates only, from 1834, when that system of unsectdrian education was = *

" founded which, though violently assailed by cohfiicting'bigotries.

has proved pfobably‘the greetest.benefit imperial 1egislationlhes
ever’bestewei upon the Irish peonle“.ul It is true that in the .
1890‘3 Iecky came to support the cause of a Catholic University | ’
but this was partly because it would give Catholic priests and
laymen a chance to be educated together.l"2

L]

Lecky feared the power of the Irish clergy. In the 1860'

(

he wrote to Wilmot- Chetwode that he did not see "the faintest

symptom of that religious indifferentism which must be the pre-

cursor of renovation*3 and in the 1850's he reverts to the same

¥
theme:

Two very interesting election trials which . :
lately took place show clearly what terrible

- spiritual threats are habitually employed . \\\i
for eleotioneering purposes, that not only

hlLech I, o é38.

uZSee Donal McCartney, "Lecky and the Irish University' question®™.
Irish Ecclesiastical Record, series. 5, CVIII 196?. p. 102-12, '

.

f. Hyde, A Victdrian Historian, p.-51. - ‘ ‘
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the pulpit and the altar, but even the
o confessional is made use of for those
o purposes.. A return has just been pub-
. - lished showing.that at the last- general
e N election in Ireland the illiterates’ (who
' profess to be unable to read the names on
the ballot paper) were more than. one in.
. five,,.It is well known that numbers of
-these Irish electors are not illiterate, tut
are compelled to declare themselves so in -
order that they should ‘vote through their'.
Driests.- . . '

-

The nower of the clergy was for ecby one of the worst

i o

aspects of Irish life and he opposed Home Rule nartly becauso "he
‘ had nore corfidence in the improvement of Brltish government than

in the elimination of clerical influences®,*5

. % O ETE ok ok ko2 ow X%

el Froude was unequivocally hostile to Celticilreland lecky

had Sf;ong reservations about it ‘Both contrlbuted somethlng to

the AnglofSaXonist stereotype of the Irish C?It’which, more than
anything else, brought about the defeat of the Home Rnle Bills."6
The stereotype as describad by urtis, was “made up of the follow1ng

-adjactives- childish, emotio lly unstable, ignorant dirty, venge-

ent',47_ Again, t quqie from Curtis,tthe "political

~ ful, and vi.
. : lesson which maNy Victorians d 6 from the. prevailing stéreotype

of Irish Celt wasithat the sum o Irish traifs, the.exéess of
’J\\ _' . lmHémoir, P. 24, /

usAuchmnty, Qecky-_a biograﬁhicai and critical ¥ssay, p. 73.

' " .
u6¢urtis, Anglo-Saxons and. Celts, p. 103.
5 .

Ia., p. 5.

=1



vices over yirtues rendered t?e\Ir'eh‘neople completely unfit for

those ancient Anglo—Saxon liberti enshﬁlned in the Constltution...

“hat the Celtic tenperawent,needed was Anglo—Saxon authority...

=

Paddy was not yet ready for Hcme Rule because in his ignorant,
'inexperienced and unstable hands. Anglo—Saxon Hberty. would '

. degenerate elther 1nto anarchy and c1vil war or into the dictator-
M
ship of the$Reman Catholic hierarchy and pries God".‘!*8 Both Froude

and lecky would, Ilihink.nhave given an unequiv al'asseﬁﬁ to this.
"éenerel etateuent.' . O - _“ \ ;

s In‘thel} hostilitpato Hu;e Rule they reflected prevailing
opieien. Gladstone was an tntensely lonely man, He wrote to
Morley in 18G4 th;tfaz'

+¢sVery great difficulty for me in this matter
is that circtimstances have imposed on me an
absolute isolation. It was in process of time
determined for, not by, me; that a large pro-
portion of my political character and action
should be lodged cutside this country., I feel
keenly for ’my colleagues that this is hard -

. upon -them,; that they should have to act under:
or ¥ith a man who has been moulded, and that

' by pretty strong hands, under inﬁluences to

“which they are uholly strangers

—

Almost alorie among Englishmen he had a positive pollcy for' Ireland
He wrote to Clemenceau in 1882 that' ‘ -

:What I hope for and desire, what I labour.. - ,
for and have at heart, is to decentralize .
authority in Ireland. %e have dis-established
“the Church, we have rel}eved the tenant class of
-‘manx_gribvances and we are now going to produce
a state of things which will make the humblest

~48Ibid..~p.A64. I o C S

- ugﬂammcnd Gladstone and: the Irish Hatlon. Hammonad
identifies the chief influences as, Homer and\ﬂggfg//ﬂ pio o

f
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. Irishman realize that he is a governing
agency and that the govermment is to be
carried on by him and for him, ‘

Tﬁ;;letter drew from Lord Salisbury the remark that he d1d not much

- 1ike the idea of the humblest Irishman as a governing agency.50

Froude and Lecky would have agreed They saw ng/yggein the
 -Irish situation. Home: Rule was necessarily out of the question and'
fGladstone s other measures they subjected to severe cfiticism. Fos
_Freude they were yeﬁ“hnother examp]e of the .fatal pollcy of conoession 51
~ He lgments the disestablishment of the Irish Church and denlores the
..Iand Acts: because together they meant a grave weakenlng of English
in{lnence. All that he can: offer is the suggestions that were:

: Eng nd, even now at this eleventh hour, to .
6;'}ahat ‘she recogni.zed the state of Ireland .
o be 3 disgrace to her, that she would pass
- no hurried measures at the dictation of in-
cendaries, but’ that deliberately and with
all her energies she would examine the causes
of her failure, and find some remedy for it,
that meanwhile she rust be free from political
pressure, that,the qonstitution would be sus-
- pended, and tha th three Southern provinces
would for half a g@ntury be govarned by the
Crown, the comfiittee of the Land League are
- well aware that without a shot beifig fired
. % in the field their functions uould be at an
v . em.s ‘
.
Froude wa's 4imp1y returning to his old -axiom that the superlor part

had only to, exert herself to be obeyed

" Lecky too has Jittle to offer. he writes thats -

P1d:, p. 709-10.

'v{’rz’oude III, p. 525. | ' B

/



.+.the political condition has certainly

not improved and the difficulty of. Irish
govermment'has not diminished.: The ele- - o '
mentary conditions of national stability,
of all industrial and political prosperity . _ .

. “are in few countries rmore seriously impaired, ' ¢

The Union has not made_Ireland eitHer & loyal

or an united country&53 AR

But hg,still believed in its contimuance. His views on Church
- Disestablishment and the lands Acts are equivocal and need to be

" . elucidatéd by a cémpetent:biographer§54

. Both Froude and lecky were. trapped within the narrow-circle .
_of theifvconvictions.' They could not begin to appreciate the political-
creed of expressed in a’ speech delivered in Cork;in 1885. "No

man has a rigkt(to fix the boundary of the march of a nationt no men

has @ right to say to his country - thus far shalt thou go and no.

further™. This was the view that Gladstone came to endérsa,

¢

Froude would certainly have repiied that the Irish were in-
capable of marching anywhere since they were not a nation in the true

sense of the term. Natipnhood, as he éonsténtly tells us, hasto be _

_ N : .
wont on the battlefield and cannct be‘attaiped, as he puts it, by

- assasinations.and secret tribunals,

Lecky's view was, as always, more complex. For him the Irish
were éei-taiﬁly.in some sense a nation but his use of the_term lacks
. ‘ ; T

éf;rity‘and definition, Somepiﬁgs he uses it to refer to the sum ..

e . ) ' -

- ¢l
' 53;20‘_41 vV, p. 492,

SuAcco}ding to Auchmuty, A Biographical and Critical Essay, p. 23,

Lecky regarded the Church Disestablishment as "just™ but it is hard to
reconcile this with lecky V, p. 360. According to the Memoir, p, 69
Lecky favoured a peasant proprietorship but passages in the Irish
hisﬁgry appear to be.critical of Gladstqpe's'legislation, e.g. lecky III,
p- #03. - : o
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ﬁotal of’;hé inhabitants ;f Ireland, as when he £§1ks.about Catholic
.Emancipaﬁion creating an Irish nafiog'oup of the ﬁwo great sections
thbf'thé peopie.SS Sometimes it refers, or appea%s %o refer, to the
Celts, as when he describes the.Anglic;n Church as "an‘lti-national"..s6 |
Both these uses of the word édggest a broad reaning, reaching down to
“include what Gladstone ca%led the . *humblest Irishman", Usualiyl \
however, Lacky uses the word,i;.a much more elitist and traditional,
‘sense, He 1&entifies'£he natio; vifh a group, that is with thé
1anded gentry. in much the same uny as Luther, for example, identlfled
"the German nation with the bishops and princes, and Louis XIV identi-
‘fied it with hfimself,57 What lecky refers to as the “popular" or ?l
nationglﬂ‘party is not a mass movement but the 11tu19 gro#p of \\
aristocrats led by Grattan,3® "It was nétionaiiém in this §ery |
tfadit?oqal addllimitéd sense that;‘a%\we have seen, captur;a.his
imag?naﬁigh and became the focus of all his "aspi®ations, Consequently
when under Parnéll nationalism éame to mean the incluéioﬁ‘of theAraﬁk
ﬁnd file he found himself totally out of sympathy with it, ﬁeré his -
- o gackéround was nétura11y important. As the descendant of é'iong
,1ine of 1andowners he found it impossible to identify with the agrarlan

-

raforms that were part and pnrcel of Irish nationalism at the end of the

55Lecky III, p. 28-5,

' 5615ch'I. p. 204,

S?See E. H Carq; Yationallsm and After (London Macmillan &.Co..
d., 1945), p. 2, o ~ .

»
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"nineteenth century. As Harolé laski has put it, “iie are the L
Prisoners of our experience; and since the main item in our experience
is galned in the effort to make our 11v1ng the Yay in which that liv1ng
is earned is that whlch most profoundly shapes our notlons of what is
dasirable®,59

An iﬁdispensabie eleﬁent'in‘lecky's whole approach uas'thq
importance of néintainéng the connectiqn; He, and those who though
like him, could never' embrace the natlonalist creed in its developed
form slnce. as descrlbed by Hans Kohn it "centers the supreme loyalty
.of the overwhelrlnr rajority of the people upon tte nation state
elther ex1st1ng or desired“ 60 Iech and othars gave t161r supreme
loyalty not to the nation state but to the wider and more amorphous
unlt of the Empire, ' _

P f ell, éﬁ the contrary, appears to havé envisaged the nation
as tiw vltimate unit, When he said that no man had a right to fix
the boundary to the march of the nation he snoke in the contaxt of
. Home Rule. but the words clear*y dpened up the pos&ié;;ity that

Ireland mlght become a soverelgn state, - e

LY

Froude was a nationalist in the developed sense of Hans Kohn,

3

This is notr i‘ul_'l.y aoparent from the Egglish in Ireland but it does

emarge from his History of x:.nglanu uhich makes it clear that supreme

loyalty §hould be directed to.the nation state, at least as long as

-

59Harold Laski, The hatura of the Yodern State in Politics,
(J. B, Idpnincott Company. 1931) -

60Hans Eohn, "Nationalism™, Internat.ional Eggzclogadié. of

the Social Sciences, 1968,Vol. II p. 63,
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. the state“ﬁhs England.-‘He was a thoreughgoing Englieh nationalist
‘and, because’ he believed that “the superior ‘part had a rlght to govern;
‘a thoroughgoing imperialist His life moved in a purely nnglo—aaxon
groove. H “folloued England round the world”, llterally in pay ing
_visits to the colonies and figuratively in advocatlng a commorwealth
of ﬁhglish-speaking peoplesLthat migPt come to 1nclude even the United
. States.bl - o o
‘r; lecky, though certeinly an Anglophile, and thoug} anxlous as.
'we have seen ;Q‘maintain the integrlty of the Empire, was in a sense
'detached fron all local lpyalties. Even His beloved Ireland he once N
described as a perfectly hopeless country 1nhabited by fools - and
that was in 1866 before the rise of the Home' Rule Movenment. €2 Throush—
out his life. from the time he was an undergraduate. he travelled
uidely in Europe for manths at a tlmE and he: becare a regular guest
of the Queen of the Netherlancs in the House in the Yoods outside
‘ the Hague There he formed one of a group of intellectuals which
included Guizot, Renan, Thiers, Facaulay. Clarendon. hapier, Ranke
and Motley.63 Bis links with the Cent.lnent wore further strengthened
when he married one of the 4ueen‘s ladiee-in-waltlng and thereafter he
l sp:nt ‘many happy weeks in Holland as a guest of his wife's family.
Consequently Iecky never became trapped u1th1n an Anglo-uaXOn context

as Froude did.

é;W.\H. Dunn, Froude Vol, II, p. 351-53,

’)ff 62H. Montgcme;y Hyde, A Victorian Historiag. p. 67.

3Auohmuty, A Biographical and Critical Essay.

( .
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However, he was trappeﬂ within the mental outlook of his ¢lass,
His marriage into a titled Dutch fémily can.cortainly have done

nothing fo weaken it His position may bocome somewhat clearer in

the ligh of soms observations of Erie étrauss who writes that:.
+..23 far as any special group 1tself enjoyed-
a pyivileged position within Irish soclety-
whigh needed the English connection for its
mayntenance its professed nationalism was
limited and qualified to an extent sufficient
to enable this group to combine the advantages
of ‘unfettered development for its. members with -
the secugity which only Lnglish support could
guarantee, o
" This basic fact.explains the gradual transfer o~
of leadership of the nationalist movement from :
more to less priv1legad groups, as each of them
in turn was confronted by the cholice between -
the heroic policy of leading a reBellious people' ;
at manifest risk to its own privileges and the
 Prudent resignation to security and stagnation
through a compromise with. the paramount power.6u

‘Thus, tha leadershir of the nationalist movement passed from
. tho landlords, represented by Grattan, to tho middle-class representao
by O'Connell to the lower middlo class representod by Parnell and the
Iand League, As leadership passed lower ‘and 1ower doun the social
"scale Lecky became more and more alienated from Irish nationalism.
Grattan was his ideal: about O'Conneli he had very severe ryserVa-
tions Parnel] meant only anarchy and treason.
Froude and Iecky.were unitod in their opposition_to Hono.ﬁnla{ .

‘Toa grfat extent their thoughts movod in the -same groove., In vory-
_ ing degrees they both approachod Irish history from yithont; Neither
was in a-positlon to identify with the mass of the Irish booplo. _{.
neither could enter into the memories, the Joys and the sufferings

|

61“Erﬁ.c Strauss, Irish Nationalism and Britioh Democracy ' (Londons
Methuen. 1951}, p. 276, g - : : .

+
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* which Ernest Renan deseribes as the soul or spiritual principle of

Loy

a nation.65 It is true that Lecky felt the shame of the demise of

' Grattan s Parliament, but neither he nor Froude had any part in

the long history of poverty, persecution and humlliation that had

moulded the Celtic Irish. ,_

‘The Celts were 2 nation in the sense that they had "
heratage of glory and grief to be shared"and "in the future, one
common plan to be realized™, 66 Heither Froude, nor, Iecky had a
part in that past or future,

o

ile in thls sense they have much in common they cannot

%

" be put in the same category as historians. lFroude, 1ike the rushing

Zstream.frdm which his name isederived,67 froths and bubbles and
- . . ] . .
sparkles, sweeping all before him in afheadlong dash for his goal.

Laecky falrly 11mps\along.68 His style and the camposition ef-his-

-~ work correspond astonishingly with the description we have of his

'-physi%:a'l appearance, -He was "ah', unwor.lcily figure, with his head
“ on one side, his disjointed limbs and his flapping hands“.69 Yot

. hls book, for all its lack of eo-ordination is a work of integrity;
' / * - .

5Ernest Renan, "What is a“Nation?” Iecture. at the Sorbonne,

11 March 1882, cited in Arend 14 jphart, (ed.) World Politics (Bostona-

Allyn and Bacon), p. 80-81 -
A
66Ibid., P-. 80-81.
: . . .
6?According to Froude's biographer "Froude" is derived from
the Celtic "ffrwd™ meaning ™a rushing stream®, W. H. Dunn, Froude .
Vol, 1, p. 214, | . g o

68See Villiam O'Connor ¥orris, "Mr, Lecky's last Volunes"

review of Vols. VII and VIII of'W, E. H, Lecky's A History of England

in the Eighteanth Century in Hacmillan s hagazine, Vol, LXIII, 1890-91, p.

6
9Auchmuty. A Biographical and Critical Essay. p. 4.

17}

12,
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It is a contribution to historlcal 5°h°£5=Fh19 where rroude s is
a. mere manifesto. ﬁt is also a cont;'Bution to clear thinking
‘for uhile he. “does not prove that Home Rule’ is right or wrong...
he. trains the mlnds of Unionlsts and Homé Rulers alike to‘think
sens1bly abopt that d‘g,other problems”.?o

| Frepde provides us with a cleesiéfbtetement .of ‘the Crange
view of Irish history. Lecky raises ‘some perennial questions’ such
as, “When is a courtry ready for self-government? When, and under
'what conditlons may a mother country refuse self-gevernment?" and

.

helps towards the formulation of some intelligent answers,’x

705tern, The Varieties of History. p. 236. A quotation from
G. M. Trevelyan,- .

71see Helen Mulvey, Victorian Studies, I (1953), n. 337-51,
. . N\ . N

’
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