UNIVERSAL
LIBRARY

OU_216031

Advddll
TVSHdAINN















Heroes of the Nations

A Series of Biographical Studies
presenting the livesand work
of certain representative his-
torical characters, about whom
have gathered the traditions
of the nations to which they
belong, and who have, in the
majority of instances, been
accepted as types of the sev-
eral national ideals.

FOR FUIL LIST SEE END OF THIS VOLUMR



beroes of the nations

EDITED BY

Evelgt Hbbott, D.B.
FALLOW OF BALLI OL COLLHGR, OXFORD

FACTA DUCI VIVENT OPROSAOUE
OLORIA RERUM.— OVID, IN UVIAM 265

THE HCRO'S DEEM AND HARD-WON
FAME SHALL. LIVE-

DANIEL O'CONNELL









DANIEL O'CONNELL.
FROM THE PAINTING BY DAVID WILKIE.



DANIEL OCONNELL

AND THE REVIVAL OF NATIONAL LIFE
IN IRELAND

IT

ROBERT DUNLOP, M.A.

AUTHOR OF "A LIFE OF HENRY GIATTAN," ETC

G. P. PUTNAM'S SONS
NEW YORK AND LONDON
the Knicfoarbocftct Dres



COPYRIGHT, 1900
BY
3. P. PUTNAM'S SONS

TheKnickerbocker pres, Newyork



PREFACE.

HI1S little volume is not offered to the public as

a mere verbal expansion of the article which |
contributed a few years ago to the Dictionary

of National Biography. The conditions of its pro-
duction have allowed of freer treatment tfian was
possible or even desirable in the former instance.
At the same time | have endeavoured to maintain
the attitude of impartiality which, | trust, marked
the earlier essay. My view throughout has re
mained unchanged. The ashes of the controversy
that raged about O'Connell during his lifetime are
still hot in the path of his biographer. Perhaps
even yet the time has hardly come when it is pos
sible to judge him in his true proportions. Years of
study devoted to Irish history and a warm attach-
ment to the land of my literary adoption will, |
hope, plead for me with those who regard it as a
presumption for anyone save an Irishman to offer
an opinion on a subject peculiarly Irish. Fortunate
in possessing dear friends in both camps, and know-
ing that however divided they are in politics they
are united in a common love of their common
country, | shall account myself doubly fortunate if
the sketch | have here attempted of perhaps the
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1Y Preface.

most illustrious of their countrymen tends in any
— even the slightest—degree to lessen the grounds
of difference and to strengthen the bonds of union
between them. Having no other cause to serve but
that of truth, | have concealed nothing and set
nothing down in malice. ForO'Connell my admira-
tion has increased the more attentively | have
studied his life; and though | am well aware that
the result has fallen far short of the modest ideal |
set before me, | have tried to console myself with
the reflection of a generous critic, who was wont to
remark that, " nullum esse librum tarn malum ut non
aliqua parte prodesset.”
R. D.

October 28, 1899.

O'CONNELL COAT-OF-ARMS.
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DANIEL O'CONNELL.

CHAPTERI.

EARLY LIFE AND MARRIAGE.
1775-1802.

EVOLUTION has succeeded revolution in
Ireland and one set of proprietors another.

But despite the frequent changes through

which the country has passed—the plantations, trans-
plantations and worst of all the confiscations under
the penal code—the O'Connells have never entirely
lost foothold in that wild and mountainous strip of
land that stretches out storm-lashed into the Atlantic
between Dingle Bay and the river of Kenmare, of
which they were at one time the lords and masters.
" We have peace in these glens/' said old Maurice
O'Connell to Charles Smith, the antiquarian, when
he was soliciting information for his history of Kerry,

"and amid this seclusion enjoy a respite from persecu-
tion, where we can still profess the beloved faith of our



2 Daniel O'Connell [1775

fathers. But if you make mention of me and mine,
these seaside solitudes will no longer yield us an asylum.
The Sassanagh will scale the mountains of Darrynane
and we too shall be driven out upon the world without
a home."

But the O'Connellswere a shrewd race withal, know-
ing when to bend to the inevitable, when also to
turn their opportunities to best advantage; and per-
haps they owed their immunity from invasion as
much to their political insignificance and the prudent
alliances they contracted with their English neigh-
bours as to the solitariness of their glens.

Carhen House, the birthplace of the Liberator,
has long ago disappeared, and the little village of
Cahirciveen, which now the railway renders easily
accessible, has since acquired a new importance
from its proximity to the cable-station on Valentia
Island. But the sea with all its changing moods of
calm and storm, of ebb and flow, and the mountains
on which the mists gather or which wind-cleared
reflect in purple radiance the glory of the western
sun abide the same. In all essential features the
place remains unchanged from the day when as a
boy O'Connell paddled on the silvery sandsof Darry-
nane Bay, or as a busy barrister snatching a briei
holiday from his professional duties hunted the hare
on foot and made the hills resound with shout and
laughter, or as a wearied politician, seeking rest and
health amid his native vales, watched with saddened
eyes the waves as they curled and broke on that
rock-bound coast. The wild beauty of the place
early impressed itself on O'Connell's sensitive nature,
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1802] Early Life and Marriage. 3

and recollections of his mountain home added an
intensity to his love of his native land, which neither
time nor the excitement of a public life ever dulled.
Quoting Landor's lines from Gebir on the sea-shel—

" Shake one, and it awakens : then apply
Its polisht lips to your attentive ear,
And it remembers its august abodes,
And murmurs as the ocean murmurs there."

he wrote to the poet in 1838 :

" Would that | had you here, to show you ' their august
abode' in its most awful beauty. | could show you at
noontide—when the stern south-western had blown long
and rudely—the mountain waves coming in from the
illimitable ocean in majestic succession, expanding their
gigantic force, and throwing up stupendous masss of
foam, against the more gigantic and more stupendous
mountain cliffs that fence not only this my native spot,
but form that eternal barrier which prevents the wild
Atlantic from submerging the cultivated plains and high
steepled villages of proud Britain hersdf. Or, were you
with me amidst the Alpine scenery that surrounds my
humble abode, listening to the eternal roar of the mount-
ain torrent, as it bounds through the rocky defiles of
my native glens, | would venture to tell you how | was
born within the sound of the everlasting wave, and how
my dreamy boyhood dwelt upon imaginary intercourse
with those who are dead of yore, and fed its fond fancies
upon the ancient and long-faded glories of that land
which preserved literature and Christianity when the
ret of now civilised Europe was shrouded in the dark-
ness of godless ignorance. Yes! my expanding spirit,
delighted in these day dreams, till catching from them



4 Daniel O'Connell (1775

an enthusiasm which no disappointment can embitter,
nor accumulating years diminish, | formed the high
resolve to leave my native land better after my death
than | found her at my birth, and, if possible, to make
her what she ought to be—

' Great, glorious and free,
First flower of the earth, and first gem of the sea

" Perhaps, if | could show you the calm and exquisite
beauty of these capacious bays and mountain promon-
tories softened in the pale moonlight which shines this
lovely evening, till all which during the day was grand
and terrific has become calm and serene in the silent
tranquillity of the clear night—perhaps you would readily
admit that the man who has been so often called a
ferocious demagogue, is, in truth, a gentle lover of
Nature, an enthusiast of all her beauties—

* Fond of each gentle and each dreary scene’
and catching from the loveliness as well as the dreariness
of the ocean, and Alpine scenes with which he is sur-
rounded, a greater ardour to promote the good of man,
in his overwhelming admiration of the mighty works
of God."

The eldest son of Morgan O'Connell and Cather-
ine, daughter of John O'Mullane of Whitechurch,
county Cork, Daniel O'Connell was born at Carhen
House on 6th August, 1775 ; being, with the excep-
tion of his uncle, Count Daniel O'Connell, the first
of his house destined to make a name for himself in
history and to extend the reputation of a hitherto
undistinguished and insignificant Irish clan into the
farthest corners of the earth. His birth coincided
almost with the declaration of American independ-
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ence and with the first relaxation of those penal
laws, through the operation of which, extended
over three-quarters of a century, the Irish Roman
Catholics, and in them the bulk of the nation, had
been reduced to a state of physical, political, and
moral serfdom almost without parallel in Europe.
Thisfirst act of justice towards their own country-
men had been followed by a determined effort on
the part of the Irish Protestants—the descendants
of successive generations of English settlers—to reas-
sert the legislative independence of their own parlia-
ment and rebut the claim of the British legislature to
enact laws binding on Ireland. O'Connell was too
young to remember the great volunteer movement
and the intense wave of patriotism that passed over
the country, reaching even to the Catholics, whose
sympathy, if obliged to restrict itself to their purses,
was on that account none the less sincere or efficient.
When Grattan won his memorable but fruitless
victory O'Connell was barely seven years old, and it
is small wonder if in recalling his earliest impress-
ions the statesman's figure should have loomed less
largely in his imagination than that of the redoubt-
able buccaneer, Paul Jones, whose appearance off
the coast of Kerry struck terror into the peasants of
the district.

Like many great men O'Connell loved to attribute
his success in life to the influence of his mother, and
it was indeed to her—a pious, sensible, and affection-
ate woman as she seems to have been—and to David
Mahony, an old hedge-schoolmaster—one of those
curious products of the penal code, whose avocation
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it was, seated behind some dyke or hedge out of the
way of informers, to teach his pupils " feloniously to
learn"—that he owed the first rudiments of his
education. At an early age, however, he had the
-jood fortune to be adopted by his uncle, Maurice of
Darrynane, the head of the family, a childless and
somewhat eccentric, but withal prudent old gentle-
man, familiarly known in the neighbourhood as
" Old Hunting Cap " ; and it was at Darrynane that
the happiest days of his childhood were passed. Of
books he had small store. Hisfavourite was Captain
Cook's Voyages (" the first big book | ever read and |
read it with intense avidity "); but it was in ballads
that he chiefly delighted, and no time could ever
efface the impression or even entirely the words of a
ballad he once heard sung by a man and woman in
the streets of Tralee when he was only twelve years
old—
" | leaned my back against an oak,
| thought it was a trusty tree,
But firstit bent; and then it broke—
' Twas thus my love deserted me ! "

Diffidence was never, perhaps, one of O'Connell's
weak points, but it may be suspected that the preco-
cious announcement of his intention to rival Flood
and Grattan in" making astir in the world also," dur-
ing a discussion at his uncle's table on the relative
merits of those two orators, owes its point to the par-
donable exaggeration of a friendly afterthought.
Anyhow his career at Father Harrington's school at
Cove, now Queenstown (said to have been the first
school opened in Ireland by a Catholic priest, subse-
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quent to the relaxation of the penal laws), whither he
was sent at the age of thirteen, hardly leads us to sup-
pose that the natural exuberance of his boyhood was
greatly damped by the thought of any such high re-
solve, and for himself he seems to have been quite
satisfied with having achieved the unique distinction
of being the only boy in the school who had never
been flogged. " This,” he used to say, " | owed
to my attention.”

As a Roman Catholic, Trinity College was, of
course, closed to him, but thanks to the liberality
of his uncle, " Old Hunting Cap," after spending
three years at Harrington's school, he and his
younger brother, Maurice, were, as had long been
the custom among the wealthier Catholics, sent to
complete their education abroad. Proving, how-
ever, too old for admission into the school of Li6ge
—their original destination—they entered the Eng-
lish College of St. Omer in January, 1791. Here
they remained for some eighteen months, and in an
old writing desk, which still occupies its original
niche at Darrynane, may yet be found a number of
letters from the two boys to their uncle: not very
clever nor very amusing—those of Daniel, at any
rate, relating for the most part to his studies, and
practical details of expenses incurred—but full of
gratitude, and inquisitive of news from home. From
the Principal of the College, however, Dr. Gregory
Stapleton, old Maurice had the satisfaction of learn-
ing that his nephews were doing well; and if the
younger was hardly as industrious as he might have
been, Daniel at any rate was destined to make a
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remarkable figure in society. In August, 1792, the
brothers were transferred to the college at Douay,
where for a pension of twenty-five guineas a year
" we get very small portions at dinner ; most of the
lads getting what they call seconds, that is, a second
portion every day, and for them they pay £3 or *4
ayear extraordinary. We would be much obliged
to you for leave to get them, but this as you please.”
Notwithstanding this and other drawbacks, such as
having to pay for their own washing, Douay was
"in every respect,” Daniel thought, better than St.
Omer. But the lessons in philosophy, from which
he had expected to derive so much profit, were
shortly interrupted by the progress of the French
Revolution, and in obedience to his uncle's orders
he and Maurice quitted Douay in January of the
following year. Forced for safety's sake to wear
the tricolour cockade, but loathing himself for so
doing, Daniel no sooner found himself on board the
Dover packet than he tore it from his hat and flung
it into the sea  How intense, then, must have been
his disgust to hear one of his fellow-passengers, a
countryman of his own to boot, one John Sheares
by name, destined himself a few years later to a
traitor's death for his share in the Rebellion of '98,
gloating over the details of the execution, w'hich he
had witnessed, of the unfortunate Louis X V1! For
such brutalities O'Connell had no taste. His per-
sonal experience of the conduct of the revolution-
ists, especially towards the religious orders, always
coloured his estimate of the French Revolution, and
it is small wonder that, on returning to England, he
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should have declared himself to be at heart almost
aTory. Referring to the subject in maturer years
he said : " The French Revolution produced some
good, but it was not without alloy : it was mingled
with much impiety. Liberty and religion were first
separated. The experiment was a bad one. It had
much of French levity in it, and a deal of what was
much worse."

In the hurry of the flight from Douay O'Connell
had left nearly all his wearing apparel behind him,
and his first business on reaching London was to
replenish his wardrobe. This done he went to board
for a time with a Mr. Fagan, a relative apparently
of the family, who earned a scanty livelihood by
keeping a small private school in or near London.
From him he acquired the elements of logic ; but the
expenses of his establishment proving too great for
Mr. Fagan's straitened resources, owing to the war and
consequent rise in prices, O'Connell was before long
compelled to shift his quarters.  After keeping one
term at Gray's Inn he was on 30th January, 1794, ad-
mitted a student of Lincoln's, and took lodgings
with a Mr. Tracy in a court off Coventry Street.
Many years afterwards, happening to be pointing
out the place to his friend, O'Neil Daunt, his atteny
tion was attracted to a fishmonger's shop. "That
shop," said he, " is in precisely the same state in
which | remember it when | was at Gray's Inn,
nearly fifty years ago—the same sized windows, the
same frontage, and | believe the same fish ! " Sub-
sequently for the sake of greater quietness and the
facilities it afforded him for boating he removed out
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to Chiswick, where he made the acquaintance, which
ripened into a life-long friendship, of a young Irish-
man of good family connections and fortune, Richard
Newton Bennett, who afterwards became a colonial
chief-justice.

In the summer of 1795 he paid avisit to Ireland.
" | remember/' he said, contrasting the rapid modes
of travelling in his later years with the slow and in.
convenient methods of hisyouth,—

" | remember when | left Darrynanefor London in 1795,
my first day's journey wasto Carhen, my second to Kil -
lorglin, my third to Tralee, my fourth to Limerick, two
days thence to Dublin. | sailed from Dublin in the
evening ; my passage to Holyhead was performed in
twenty-four hours; from Holyhead to Chester took six
and thirty hours ; from Chester to London three days*'

Meantimehestudied diligently, hisreading, outside
the usual law-books—Espinasse's Nis Prius, Black-
stone's Commentaries and Coke On Littleton—being
confined chiefly to the Bible and Gibbon's Decline
andFalL For the rest, as he wrote to his uncle, he
had

"Two objects to pursue—the one, the attainment of
knowledge : the other, the acquisition of all those quali-
tieswhich constitute the polite gentleman. . . , And
as for the motives of ambition which you suggest, | as
sure you that no man can possess more of it than | do.
| have, indeed, a glowing and—if | may use the express-
ion—an enthusiastic ambition, which converts every
toil into a pleasure, and every study into an amusement.
Though nature may have given me subordinate talents,
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| never will be satisfied with a subordinate situation in
my profession. No man is able, | am aware, to supply
the total deficiency of abilities, but everybody is capable
of improving and enlarging a stock, however small, and
in its beginning contemptible. It is this reflection af-
fords me most consolation. If | do not rise at the Bar,
| will not have to meet the reproaches of my own
conscience."

In November, 1796, having completed his terms, he
returned to Ireland, and pending his call some eigh-
teen months later to the Bar, went into lodgings at
14 Trinity Place, Dublin.

It was a critical moment in the history of his
country; for the recognition of the legislative inde-
pendence of the Irish parliament, which the threat
of armed resistance had extorted from England
in 1782, had proved a delusive victory, and what the
eloquence of Grattan, backed by the swords of the
volunteers, had achieved the influence of bribery
and corruption had undone. The one chance of
safety that had offered itself, in the opportunity
given to parliament in 1784 to consent to its own
reform and thus to render itself independent of ad-
ministration, had been neglected, and after fourteen
years experiment the country found itself more at
the mercy of the English minister than it had been
in the days that preceded the agitation for independ-
ence. The desperate attempt of Earl Fitzwilliam
in 1795 to give effect to the demands of the patriotic
party, and at the eleventh hour, as it were, to rescue
the constitution from the parliament that was be-
traying it, had ended in failure, and with the arrival
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of Earl Camden the country drifted rapidly in the
direction of rebellion.

O'Connell's return to Ireland was almost coinci-
dent with the arrival of Lord Camden and the de-
parture of Theobald Wolfe Tone from America on
his mission to France. But in political questions he
had at this time only the faintest interest. It is
true he was induced by his friend Bennett to enroll
himself as a United Irishman ; but the insight he
thus obtained into the workings of the conspiracy
served only to teach him " to have no secrets in
politics." Of the leaders of the movement he al-
ways spoke contemptuously and perhaps a little un-
justly. In the diary which he kept at thistime is
the following significant note under date, 29 Decem-
ber, 1796—

" The French Fleet is arrived in Bantry Bay. .o
The Irish are not yet sufficiently enlightened to bear the
sun of Freedom. Freedom would soon dwindle into
licentiousness. they would rob, they would murder.

Theliberty which | look for is that which would
increase the happiness of mankind."

For his own part, having at the time no other ob-
ject than haply to become a great and successful
lawyer, he occupied himself chiefly in preparing for his
call to the Bar, which took place on 19th May, 1798,
three days only before that on which the Rebellion
broke out. He had recently joined the Lawyers'
Y eomanry Corps; but thinking, after the risingtook
place, that it would be prudent, owing to his connec-
tion, albeit of the slightest, with the revolutionary
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movement, to retire from Dublin till the storm had
blown over, he took his passage in a potato-boat
bound for Courtmacsherry, and after a capital trip
of thirty-six hours found himself safely ashore at
Cork. In Kerry only the faintest reverberations
were heard of the storm that was devastating Wick-
low and Wexford and spreading consternation to
the very heart of Dublin, and for O'Connell the
summer would have passed away pleasantly enough
had he not, in his enthusiasm for hare-hunting, heed-
lessly exposed himself for several hours to a heavy,
drenching rain, in consequence of which he con-
tracted a violent fever, which brought him almost
to death's door.

On his recovery, he joined the Munster circuit in
the following year, being one of thefirst to profit by
the Relief Act of 1793 and the removal of the dis-
abilities placed by the penal laws on Catholics prac-
tising at the Bar. Recalling the circumstances for
Daunt's benefit, he said :

"It was at four o'clock on a fine sunny morning that
| left Carhen, on horseback. My brother John came
part of the way with me; and oh, how | did envy him
when he turned off the road to hunt among the mount-
ains, whilst /had to enter on the drudgery of my pro-
fession. But we parted. | looked after him, from time
to time, until he was out of sight, and then | cheered up
my spiritsas well as | could. | had left home at such an
early hour that | was in Tralee at half-past twelve. |
got my horse fed, and thinking it was aswell to push on,
| remounted him, and took the road to Tarbert by Lis-
towell. A few miles further on, a shower of rain drove
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me under abridge for shelter. Whilel stayed there, the
rain sent Robert Hickson aso under the bridge. He

saluted me, and asked me where | was going. | an-
swered, ' To Tarbert.' 'Why so late? said Hickson.
"I am not late,' said I; '| have been up since four

o'clock this morning." 'Why, where do you come
from? ' From Carhen.'! Hickson looked astonished,
for the distance was nearly fifty Irish miles. But he
expressed his warm approval of my activity. 'You'll
do, young gentleman/ said he; 'l se you 11 do." |
then rode on, and got to Tarbert about five, in the after-
noon—fully sixty miles, Irish, from Carhen. There
was n't one book to be had at the inn—I had no ac
quaintance in the town; and | felt my spirits low
enough at the prospect of a long, stupid evening. But
| wes relieved by the sudden appearance of Ralph Mar-
shall, an old friend of mine, who came to the inn to
dress for a ball that took place in Tarbert that night.
He asked me to accompany him to the ball. 'Why/
said I, ' | have ridden sixty miles/ ' Oh, you don't seem
in the least tired/ said he, ' so come along." Accord-
ingly 1 went, and sat up until two o'clock in the morn-
ing, dancing. | arose next day at half-past eight, and
rode to the Limerick assizes. At the Tralee assizes of
the same circuit James Connor gave me a brief. There
was one of the witnesses of the other party whose cross-
examination was thrown upon me by the opposite coun-
sel. | did not do as | have seen fifty young counsels
do; namely, hand the cross-examination over to my
senior. | thought it due to myself to attempt it, hit or
miss! and | cross-examined him rightwell. | remember
he stated that he had his share of apint of whiskey ;
whereupon | asked him whether his share was not all
except the pewter? He confessed that it was ; and the
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oddity of my putting the question was very successful, and
created a general and hearty laugh. Jerry Keller re-
peated the encouragement Robert Hickson had already
bestowed upon my activity, in the very same words—
"You 11 do, young gentleman, you ‘11 do.""

Though the Relief Act of 1793 had opened the
legal profession to the Roman Catholics, the inner
Bar, with its emoluments and high offices, still and
for some time even after emancipation had been won
continued to be jealously preserved by the Protest-
ant ascendancy for itself. But of O'Connell's suc-
cess even in the limited sphere permitted him there
was from the first no question. His fee-book, still
extant, shows an income of £60 for the first year,
rising to £420.17.6 in the second, to ;£1077.4.3 in
1806, and to £3,808.7.0 in 1814. In 1828 his emol-
uments exceeded ;£8000, and that too though he
lost one term.

Nevertheless it is hardly to be wondered at if, in
the consciousness of possessing abilitieswhich would
have raised him to the highest position in his pro-
fession, he should sometimes have allowed himself
to treat the occupants of the judicial bench with a
degree of contempt bordering at times on insolence.
And regrettable though these outbursts of temper
may seem to us, it is absurd to apologise for them
as inexcusable. For, with a Norbury, who com-
bined the ferocity of a hangman with the jocular-
ity of a buffoon, representing the majesty and
impartiality of the law; with a Saurin, whose atti-
tude towards the Catholics seemed constantly to be
coloured by avindictiverecollection of therevocation
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of the edict of Nantes, as attorney-general; and
with a Bench adorned by a Day, of whom Curran
remarked that his efforts to understand a point of
law resembled an attempt to open an oyster with a
rolling-pin; by a Boyd, whose excessive fondness
for brandy led to his invention of a curiously-shaped
ink-pot out of which, with the help of a hollow quill,
he contrived to slake his thirst in court without
greatly compromising his dignity ; and by a Lefroy,
whose misfortune it was to have mistaken the bench
for a Calvinistic pulpit—with such examples before
him worse lapses than ever he was guilty of might
surely have been deemed pardonable.

Besides, it must not be forgotten that O'Connell,
lawyer though he was, had small respect for the
mummeries of the law, and laughed heartily at the
legal virtues of horse-hairwigs. Doubtlessthe laugh
was full of bitterness. For he could not forget that
he was an Irishman, and that the honours open to
the descendant of a French Huguenot were inacces-
sible to him—a Catholic and a native. But at least
his countrymen should be taught by his example to
throw off their old habits of servility, and taking
courage from him learn to stand erect like men.
Nor was the lesson wholly in vain, deeply though
the iron of oppression had entered into their souls,
and even after the triumphs of the courts had yielded
to those greater ones of the House of Commons, the
title of Counsellor ever remained his favourite appel-
lation with the Irish peasantry. How indeed should
it have been otherwise? Emancipation and Repeal—
these were things which touched his imagination,
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but hardly interested the Irish peasant in a prac-
tical way. It was different when, standing in the
dock, feeling the meshes of the law tightening
around him, and hope itself expiring in his breast,
to see the Counsellor enter the court and almost
with a word restore him to liberty. This not only
touched his imagination but won his gratitude, and
whatever the Irish peasant is, he is neither dull nor
ungrateful.

That no one whose legal acquirements were not of
the highest order could ever have ventured to ad-
dress the bench as O'Connell sometimes did may be
taken for granted. Cleverness and self-conceit are
as useful qualities in a lawyer as in another; but
mere cleverness and self-conceit would never have
raised O'Connell to the position he held at the Bar
or have enabled him to hold hisown with a Norbury
and a Johnson. And it is all the more necessary to
insist on this point as theidea is not yet extinct that
O'Connell was more demagogue than lawyer, and
that he owed his success more to his assurance and
rough wit than to any solid knowledge of law he
possessed. It is true that in the serener atmosphere
of modern times no judge would tolerate the lan-
guage in which O'Connell occasionally addressed the
court. But the Ireland of to-day is not the Ireland
of the beginning of the century, and in nothing is
the change more perceptible than in the administra-
tion of justice. The spirit of intolerance is perhaps
not yet quite extinct; but at least there is greater
decorum, and such an anomaly as a Norbury or a
Saurin is happily no longer possible.

a
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Hisfirstcircuit over, O'Connell returned to Dublin
to find the whole town in a state of intense excite-
ment in regard to the projected legislative union be-
tween Great Britain and Ireland. Like his brethren
of the Bar generally, who saw in the measure the
probable decadence of Dublin and the consequent
diminution of their own importance and fees, he
was naturally strongly opposed to it on professional
grounds.  But as the agitation grew, his opposition
assumed a political complexion. On 13th January,
1800, he attended a meeting in the Royal Exchange,
convened by a number of influential Roman Catho-
lics for the purpose of protesting against the insinua-
tion that the Union was favourably regarded by
them. Being induced to speak, he opened his mind
freely on the subject. It was the first time he had
addressed a public gathering; but the diffidence
with which he began soon wore off before the ap-
proving cheers of his audience. Were the alterna-
tive offered him, he exclaimed, of union or the
re-enactment of the penal code in all its rigour, he
would without hesitation prefer the latter as the
lesser and more sufferable evil, trusting to the justice
of his brethren, the Protestants of Ireland, who had
already liberated him rather than lay his country at
the feet of foreigners. To this opinion he continued
faithful through life. It is the key-note of hiswhole
political creed—union amongst Irishmen of every
religious and political persuasion for national objects
—an Irishman first and then only a Roman Catholic.
"It is a curious thing enough," he afterwards re-
marked to O'Neil Daunt, " that all the principles of
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my subsequent political life are contained in my
very first speech.”

His interference in politics, however, offended his
uncle, who, with the timidity natural to one who had
been brought up under the demoralising influence of
the penal laws, was apprehensive lest active opposi-
tion to government might damage his professional
prospects. Nor indeed was he far wrong. At any
time, from the very beginning almost of his career,
O'Connell could, had he been so minded, have pur-
chased advancement and office by the surrender of
his political principles. That he did not do so, may
be set in the balance against the taunts afterwards
levelled at him of living on the bounty of his coun-
trymen. Never indeed was sarcasm more pointless,
and those who sneered at the " big beggarman "
forgot that the national tribute reflected as much
honour on the recipient as it did on the givers of it.
Apart, however, from the question of the Union
there is no reason to suppose that at this time
O'Connell took any particular interest in politics.
But the Union exercised a profound effect upon him.
It was the Union, he always declared, that first stirred
him up to comeforward in politics. "1 was," hesaid,
" maddened when | heard the bells of St. Patrick's
ringing out ajoyful peal for Ireland's degradation, as
ifitwasagloriousnational festival. My blood boiled,
and | vowed, on that morning, that the foul dishonour
should not last, if | could ever put an end to it."

Between his first and second appearance on a pub-
lic platform five years elapsed—five years of honour-
able progress in his profession, of mental growth
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and domestic felicity. At what time he fell in love
with his cousin, Mary O'Connell, we do not know;
but if his practice was regulated by the advice he
once gave to a friend of his never to offer marriage
at an early stage in his courtship, the affair, we may
conjecture, was probably of some years' standing.
Mary O'Connell was the daughter of Dr. O'Connell
of Tralee, a gentleman much esteemed for his pro-
fessional ability, but of pecuniary resources too
limited to provide his daughter with a dower. The
match displeased O'Connell's family, particularly his
uncle Maurice, who, in fact, had already singled out
a suitable partner for him in the person of Miss
Mary Ann Healy, a mature spinster of short stature,
but remarkably long purse and—nose. Indeed, so
seriously did her personal appearance threaten to
damage her matrimonial prospects, that in making
his will, her father thought it only right to increase
her portion expressly " on account of her nose."
But neither Miss Healy's attractions, nor the fear of
being disinherited by his uncle, was sufficient to
move O'Connell from his purpose.

" | never," he said, " proposed marriage to any woman
but one—my Mary. | said to her, * Are you engaged,
Miss O'Connell?—she answered ' | am not'; ‘'then,’
said |, ' will you engage yourself tome?" ' | will," was
her reply. And | said | would devote my life to make
her happy. She deserved that | should : she gave me
thirty-four years of the purest happiness that man ever
enjoyed."

The marriage was privately celebrated at the lodg-
ings of the bride's brother-in-law, James Connor, in
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Dame Street, Dublin, on 23rd June, 1802, and shortly
afterwards O'Connell took a house in Westland
Row. It was in every respect a happy marriage.
His wife proved a true helpmate and companion to
him, sharing in all his joys and sorrows, stimulating
his ambition and keeping always one place quiet for
him, where, when worn out by professional cares or
discouraged by the apparent hopelessness of the
political struggle on which he had entered, he was
always sure of finding peace and sympathy and en-
couragement. It is not given to every man, espe-
cially to such as pass their lives in the fierce blaze of
public opinion, so to regulate their conduct as always
to avoid the arrows of scandal. But in O'Connell's
case they fell harmlessly by his side, and if it was
indeed true, as calumny asserted, that on one occa-
sion he allowed his attentions to a married lady to
pass the strict bounds of propriety, this, in the case
of one of the best-abused men that ever lived, was
surely but as the dust in the balance, underlying the
pure gold of affection that shines through every
written word of his correspondence.

Certainly, the woman who, after fifteen years of
wedded life, could write the following letter to her
husband can hardly be called unhappy:

" My own darling Dan,—1 assure you, my darling, you
are our continual subject. When a kind husband or
father is spoken of, Ellen and Kate will exclaim,
' Mamma, sure he is not so good a husband or father as
our father I' You may guess, darling, what my reply is.
You know what you deserve, and you are aware that in
existence | don't think there is such a husband and
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father as you are, and aways have been. Indeed, |
think it quite impossible there could, and if the truest
and tenderest affection can repay you, believe me that |
feel and bear it for you. In truth, my own Dan, | am
always at a loss for words to convey to you how | love
and doat on you. Many and many atime | exclaim to
myself, ' What a happy creature am |; how grateful
should | be to Providence for bestowing on me such a
husband ! ' And <o, indeed, | am. We will, Love,
shortly be fifteen years married, and | can answer that |
never have had cause to repent it. | have, darling, ex-
perienced all the happiness of the married state without
feeling any of its cares, thanks to a fond and indulgent
husband."




CHAPTER IL
IRELAND AFTER THE UNION.

1803-1812.

HE great experiment had been made. Ireland,
which, since the days of Henry IL had led a
more or less independent existence; bound

only to her sister-island by the bond of allegiance
which both Englishmen and Irishmen owed to the
same crown, had now, for legislative purposes, by
the Act of Union, become absorbed in the latter.
Her parliament—at once her pride and her shame—
had ceased its separate existence. Her ancient no-
biiity, with privileges curtailed and hereditary lustre
dimmed, sat silent and despised under the con-
temptuous stare of the independent barons of Eng-
land. Her representatives, diminished in numbers
to the requirements of a mere province, without the
power, or even the will, to influence by one hair's
breadth the fate of their country, sank into igno-
minious silence, or sought for compensation in the
wider interests of the Empire. Over the whole
island there hung a silence like unto the silence of
death. Was it really death? Were the energies of

23
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the nation actually paralysed ? Or, was it not rather
the tranquillity that follows a storm : the harbinger
of peaceful days to come? Had the great experi-
ment succeeded ? Had Pitt at last solved the great
problem that had defied the wisdom of all the illus-
trious statesman of the past ? Or had he commit-
ted the greatest blunder of which any statesman was
capable? Who should say? History would inter-
pret it by the events of the future.

Suddenly out of the silence there fell upon the
startled ears of the metropolis the sound of a call to
arms.  On that quiet summer evening, the 23rd
July, 1803, a fresh insurrection had broken out. For
a moment Thomas Street was filled by a rushing,
thronging crowd. For a moment there was a rea
danger lest Dublin Castle should fall into their
hands. Half an hour later their leader, the ill-fated
but high-souled Robert Emmet, was a fugitive
among the Wicklow hills, and of the insurrection
nothing remained but the corpse of one grey-headed
old man, ajudge of theland, Lord Kilwarden, than
whom Ireland never had a warmer or a truer friend,
done to death in a mistake. Yes! the whole thing
was a mistake.

"1 ak you," said O'Connell, " whether a madder
scheme was ever devised by a Bedlamite? Here was
Mr. Emmet, having got together about £1200 in money,
and seventy-four men ; whereupon he makes war upon
King George I11., with 150,000 of the best troops in
Europe, and the wealth of three kingdoms at his com-
mand ! Why, my good sir, poor Emmet's scheme was
aswild as anything in romance."
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But mad and visionary asthe scheme was, it is out
of such stuff that the history of Ireland is chiefly
made up. Time after time had the Irish measured
their strength against the might of England, each
time to reap only defeat and irretrievable disaster.
When would they learn the folly of these heroic
experiments ?

There, keeping watch and ward in the street for
six nights together, so long as the panic lasted,
dressed in the uniform of the Lawyers' Yeomanry
Corps, learning among other things that to entrust
civilians with a bayonet was not perhaps the best
way to restore order, stood one whose life's business
it was to instruct his fellow-countrymen in the effi-
cacy of constitutional agitation ; to turn them aside
from midnight conspiracy and frantic rebellion; to
convince them that the pen of the gownsman and
the voice of the orator are more effective weapons
than the sword of the soldier and the knife of the
assassin ; but above all to teach them that only
through national unity, through singleness of aim
and purpose, and the laying aside of party feuds and
party jealousies could they ever expect to attain to
national independence. A difficult—nay, an almost
impossible—undertaking it might well have seemed
in the case of a country so torn to pieces, as Ireland
was, by religious, political, social, and agrarian dissen-
sions. The one point from which a man might have
worked had been destroyed when Pitt destroyed the
Irish parliament. For, ignorant and bigoted as were
many of those who sat in it; accessible as were many
of them to theinfluence of bribes and offices; yet they
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were not wholly inaccessible to the claims of justice
and humanity, nor to the influence of popular opin-
ion.  The victory of '82 and the concessions to the
Roman Catholics proved this. True, its delibera-
tions had sometimes resembled the wrangling of a
bear-garden ; true, indeed, that the Imperial Parlia-
ment would probably deliberate more calmly—if, in-
deed, it condescended to deliberate at all. This was
the danger. For how could three-fourths of the
population insist on having their wants and wishes
attended to if, excluded from representation, they
were likewise deprived of the influence of public
opinion? Let the reader compare the division lists
during the first quarter of this century with those of
more modern times, and he will be able to appreci-
ate in something like its formidable dimensions the
task which O'Connell undertook, and if only par-
tially, yet not wholly unsuccessfully, accomplished.
O'ConneH's first appearance in public, as we have
remarked, was at a meeting of a few spirited Roman
Catholic citizens of Dublin to protest against the
Union. But as a body the Catholics regarded the
measure with languid interest. Their leaders, If not
convinced, had at least been induced to hope that
the surrender of their national independence would
be followed by their complete religious emancipa-
tion. The hope had proved delusive, and Pitt, un-
able wholly to exonerate himself from blame, had
repudiated his responsibility by resigning office. It
was a case of moral bankruptcy: for the Union
remained, though the price stipulated for it had
not been paid. The result greatly damaged the
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reputation of the chiefs of the Catholic party; but the
suspension of the Habeas Corpus Act, during the
years immediately following the Union, effectually,
if not entirely, silenced all remonstrance. Never-
theless as time went on symptoms began to manifest
themselves that the younger Catholics were grow-
ing impatient of the timid policy of their nominal
leaders. Already at a semi-informal meeting in
February, 1805—the first that had been held since
the Rebellion—OQ'Connell, now beginning to take
an active interest in politics, had protested against
further delay in agitating their claims, and so far
successfully that the meeting very cautiously and
after much hesitation resolved to petition parlia-
ment. The petition, the first of a long series to
the Imperial Parliament, was presented on 25th
March by Lord Grenville in the Upper and by Fox
in the Lower House. Among the signatures ap-
pended to it that of O'Connell appears as seven-
teenth in the list.

It was of course rejected ; but its rejection, far from
seeming a reason for relaxing their efforts and falling
back into hopeless apathy, was in O'Connell's opinion
only an argument in favour of redoubled exertions
and sessional petitions. In this, how'ever, he had
reluctantly to yield to the will of the majority, which
in their desire not to hamper Fox, who had in the
meantime succeeded to office, thought it wiser to
refrain from agitating the question, leaving it to that
statesman's generosity and well-known sympathy
with them to advocate their claims at whatever
opportunity should seem to him most propitious.
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The opportunity never arrived; but after Fox's
death, a few months later, bolder counsels began to
prevail. At a Catholic aggregate on 17th February,
1807, O'Connell, aided perhaps by the accidental
absence of John Keogh of Mount Jerome—a Goliath
among the Catholics of an older generation and still,
though tottering on the edge of the grave, not with-
out influence among them—succeeded in carrying
the meeting with him. What, he asked, was the
meaning of the objection that to petition parliament
for admission into the constitution was to injure the
Empire? Was it an injury to offer the allegiance
of five millions of subjects? He would tell those
who spoke thus that emancipation would long ago
have been conceded by their Protestant countrymen
in their domestic legislature had not the Union,
with rude violence and amid the wreck of the
country, swept away every opportunity of kindness
and liberality on the one hand and every occasion
of gratitude and affection on the other. By a small
majority the meeting resolved to again petition
parliament. But the petition was never presented.
The courage with which O'Connell's words had
inspired it soon evaporated, and Keogh, indignant at
the presumption to instruct him in the management
of the Catholic business, procured its withdrawal at
a subsequent meeting on 18th April, nominally out
of deference to the wishes of the veteran advocate
of their claims, Henry Grattan.

Nevertheless the " dignified silence,” or " wait-a-
while" policy of Keogh and his aristocratic friends
had received a blow from which it never recovered.
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" Keogh," said O'Connell, " was undoubtedly useful
in hisday. But he was one who would rather that
the cause should fail than that anybody but himself
should have the honour of carrying it." The judg-
ment, though severe, was not unmerited ; for the
Catholics, in the unbiassed opinion of Wolfe Tone,
owed Keogh little thanks for the way in which he
had bungled their affairsin 1793. The growing in-
fluence of O'Connell was apparent at the next aggre-
gate, on 19th January, 1808. Again the voice of the
" dignified silence " party made itself heard in favour
of delay. The time was not propitious; their
avowed enemies were in power, and the like. But
all these objections—objections that could only man-
ifest a spirit of division, a feeling of party, and a
miserable ambition of leadership—O'Connell swept
aside, and under the inspiration of his eloguence the
meeting unanimously resolved to petition. From
that day he and not Keogh was the leader of the
Catholics.

The first step had been taken. Whither would it
lead ? Not as yet to emancipation; but to dissen-
sions, heart-burnings, petty jealousies, despondency,
and apathy among the Catholics themselves. Only
through much tribulation and long-suffering were
the Catholics to work out their freedom. And the
cause of all this misfortune was, in the first place,
the man who, though himself a Protestant, had un-
selfishly devoted the evening of a long and useful life
to the advancement of their cause !

On 23d May, 1808, Grattan presented the Catho-
lic petition to the House of Commons, and two days
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later in referring it to committee he announced that
he was able to infuse a little novelty into the debate
in consequence of his having been authorised by the
Catholics to consent to a veto by the crown on all
episcopal nominations, or in other words that no
Catholic bishop should be nominated without the ex-
press approbation of the sovereign. The statement
made a favourable impression on the House and dis-
armed many of the opponents of emancipation.
But in Ireland the announcement was received with
very mingled feelings. No one could of course be-
lieve that Grattan had made the statement without
having some good grounds for it; but it was equally
certain that no such concession had been made by the
Catholics publicly as a body. It is unnecessary to
discuss the details of the intrigue that had led to the
unfortunate misunderstanding. Suffice it to say that
while the Catholic aristocracy, and all those who
hoped to profit in the distribution of the loaves and
fishes of office, regarded the concession with favour
as a short-cut to the realisation of their wishes, the
bulk of their co-religionists repudiated it with indig-
nation. Neither side would give way, and so,
divided into vetoists and anti-vetoists, wasting their
strength in mutual recrimination and mutual abuse,
the Catholics ceased, for a time, to excite anything
but the contempt and derision of their opponents-
Only O'Connell never despaired of their ultimate
success, insisting continually, in season and out of
season, on the necessity of constant agitation ; but
preaching for the most part to dull and hostile ears.

But the baneful effects of the Union had, by this
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time, begun to be felt in other quarters than among
the Catholics, and nowhere with greater intensity
than among the merchants of the metropolis. This
was to be expected. For the conditions which had
led to the extraordinary development of Dublin
during the latter half of the eighteenth century—
the confluence thither of the aristocracy and gentry
during the meeting of parliament, stirring into
activity all those trades and professions that follow
in the wake of wealth—now that they had ceased to
exist, their disappearance had produced a correspond-
ing state of depression. It wasasif the centre of a
great industry had suddenly been annihilated ; and
as Rome suffered when Constantine removed the
capital of the empire to the shores of the Bosphorus,
so Dublin suffered when Pitt transferred the Irish
legislature to London. What Dublin lost London
gained ; but the gain to the larger and richer town
did not compensate for the loss to the smaller and
poorer. The mansions of the nobility and gentry,
formerly replete with elegance and luxury, standing
tenantless and deserted, or, if inhabited at all, so
subdivided and sub-let that each apartment was the
abode of over-crowded poverty and squalor ; the un-
frequented streets, the steadily-rising list of failures
and bankruptcies—all these were the sure signs of
decadence. In proportion as the city declined com-
mercially so did it decline intellectually. What visi-
tor to Dublin in the early decades of this century
could ever think of comparing it with the Dublin
of Charlemont's time? Elsewhere the signs of de-
pression were not so visible, and if indeed Limerick,
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Cork, Galway, and Waterford remained stationary,
Belfast was actually growing and beginning to rival
Dublin itself in wealth and importance. But Bel-
fast had never known what it was to be the capital
of the kingdom, and the causes which were leading to
its increasing prosperity were natural and wholly
devoid of political significance.  Throughout the
country generally the yearly growing number of
absentee proprietors, bringingwith it the dissolution
of those personal ties which had hitherto existed
between landlord and tenant and helped to mollify
the asperities of a state of affairs having its origin
in conquest and confiscation, pointed inevitably in
the direction of Encumbered Estates Acts and the
transference of the soil from gentlemen into the
hands of money lenders. The facts were too patent
to admit of dispute, and men, who had hitherto
fiercely opposed each other in politics and religion,
found themselves drawn together on a common plat-
form by a perception of their common misfortune.
In the darkness that had fallen on the Catholic
cause the prospect of finding in the repeal of the
Union a fresh rallying-point for agitation, in which
Irishmen of every religious persuasion, Protestant,
Catholic, and Presbyterian, could take part, seemed
to O'Connell an unexpected blessing. It was with
extreme satisfaction, therefore, that he accepted an
invitation from the high sheriff of Dublin, Sir James
Riddall, to attend an aggregate meeting of the citi-
zens, freemen and freeholders of Dublin, at the Royal
Exchange, on 18th September, 1810, to consider
the propriety of petitioning parliament for a repeal
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of the Union. Speaking in support of a resolution
to appoint a committee to prepare the petition, he
said that the Union, so far from healing the wounds
of their country, had only added another element of
discord. No Irishman could look back on the ten
years that had elapsed since the Union—ten years
of torpor and silence—without a sense of shame and
indignation. It was a melancholy period—a period
in which Ireland saw her artificers starved, her
tradesmen begging, her merchants become bank-
rupts, her gentry banished, her nobility degraded.
Within that period domestic turbulence had broken
out from day to day into open violence and murder ;
religious dissensions aggravated and embittered;
credit and commerce annihilated ; taxation aug-
mented in amount and vexation. But as the Union
had only been possible through their own folly and
religious dissensions, so its repeal was only possible
through mutual tolerance and national unity. The
Protestant alone could not expect to liberate his
country ; the Roman Catholic alone could notdoit;
neither could the Presbyterian ; but amalgamate the
three into the Irishman, and the Union stood re
pealed. Let them, he begged them, learn discretion
from their enemies. They had crushed Ireland by
fomenting religious discord : let them serve her by
abandoning it for ever. Let each man give up his
share of the mischief: let each man forsake every
feeling of rancour. He said not this to barter with
them. Herequired no equivalent. Whatever course
they took, his mind was fixed. He would trample

under foot the Catholic claims could they interfere
3
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with Repeal. Nay, were Mr. Perceval to-morrow to
offer him the repeal of the Union upon the terms of
re-enacting the entire penal code, he declared it from
his heart and in the presence of his God, that he
would most cheerfully embrace his offer.

But the poison of religious discord had entered
too deeply into the life-blood of the nation to yield
thus easily to the medicine of remonstrance, how-
ever wisely or eloquently administered. An old
tale, and soon told in the case of Ireland, to relate
how enthusiasm was followed by apathy; and in
short how the whole movement burnt itself out in
ineffectual speechesand cheers; ineffectual to attract
attention asthe rattling of the prisoner's chains turn-
ing restlessly in his sleep is to disturb the security of
his gaoler.  Nothing, it was clear to O'Connell,
could be expected so long as the Catholics were
divided amongst themselves. How to compose their
differences, and to give greater emphasis to their de-
mands than was afforded by the spasmodic opera-
tion of aggregate assemblies, and the listless action
of an irresponsible committee, was the problem that
awaited solution.

In the early days of Catholic agitation their meet-
ings had partaken of the character of arepresentative
assembly, and were indeed like those of the volun-
teers, a sort of imperium in itnperio. That such as
semblies as that which gained for itself the nick-name
of the Back-Lane Parliament constituted a real
menace to the independence of Parliament could not
be denied, and immediately after the concessions of
1793 an act was passed, called the Convention Act,
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which, it may be remarked, was not formally repealed
till 1879—rendering such representative meetings
for any purposes whatever illegal in the future.
From that time forward the affairs of the Catholics
had rested with a Committee, elected by a general
meeting, whose business had restricted itself to the
preparation of petitions to Parliament. The question
was how to give to such Committee the character
and authority of a representative body without in-
fringing the provisions of the Convention Act. The
first step was to increase the size of the Committee.
This was done at an aggregate meeting on 19th July,
1810, when the preparation of a petition was en-
trusted to forty-two persons; their appointment be-
ing safeguarded by a resolution to the effect that
they were not to be regarded as the representatives
of the Catholic body or any portion thereof. The
next step was taken by the Committee itself at a sub-
sequent meeting on 29th December, when aresolution
—based on a previous one of 30th July, suggesting
the formation of local committees holding communi-
cation with the general Committee in Dublin as
likely to prove highly useful to the Catholic cause—
was passed, requiring their secretary to address an
invitation to the Catholics of Ireland generally to
appoint managers of the Catholic petition in each
county. The invitation was accepted here and there,
and when the Committee met on 2d February, 18il,
to frame a petition for presentation to parliament,
the presence of a number of country gentlemen, as
managers for their respective counties, led to a fierce
dispute, the opposition being led by Keogh's son,
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Cornelius, supported by Lord Ffrench, who insisted
that the Committee had no right, without infringing
the Convention Act, to add to its numbers beyond
that fixed by the aggregate meeting from which it
had derived its authority. The objection was met
by O'Connell, who argued that as the Committee it-
self was not a representative assembly, the presence
of the managers could not be regarded as a breach
of the Convention Act, inasmuch as, according to a
trite and quaint maxim, which no one disputed, " a
deputy could not constitute a deputy.” It was his
first attempt at driving a coach and six through an
act of Parliament—an art at which he afterwards
became adept.

But it soon appeared that government was not
going to allow the action of the Committee to pass
unchallenged. On 12th February the Chief Secre-
tary, Wellesley Pole, issued a circular letter to all
sheriffs, chief magistrates, etc., throughout the coun-
try, authorising them to arrest and summarily im-
prison all such Catholics as, in contravention of the
Act 33, George I Il., chap. 29, were engaged in ap-
pointing representatives, delegates, or managers, to
act on their behalf, as members of an unlawful as-
sembly sitting in Dublin, and calling itself the
Catholic Committee. The letter, a mere brutum
fulmen intended to deter the Catholics from the
course upon which they were entering, gave rise to
a debate in the House of Commons on 22d Feb-
ruary, when it was sharply criticised as unconstitu-
tionally trenching on the sacred right of petitioning.
But before any information regarding the debate
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long, either on circuit, or in the law-courts, he could
still find time to arrange meetings, draw up resolu-
tions, make speeches and in short direct the whole
business of the Catholics, struggling ceaselessly to
arouse his countrymen from their torpor.

The principle of appointing managers, though at-
tacked, had prevailed. Was it possible to extend
the principle still further without running foul of
the Convention Act? At any rate it was worth try-
ing. Anything, in O'Connell's opinion, was better
than stagnation—even prosecution. Accordingly at
a general meeting held in Fishamble Street theatre,
on 9th July, for the purpose of appointing a Com-
mittee to prepare the Catholic petition, it was re-
solved that the said Committee do consist of the
Catholic peers and their eldest sons, the Catholic
baronets, the prelates of the Catholic Church in Ire-
land, ten persons to be appointed by the Catholics
in each county in Ireland, and aso of five persons to
be appointed by the Catholic inhabitants of each
parish in Dublin.  O'Connell, who was suffering
from aslight indisposition, and spoke with difficulty,
confined himself to afew remarks. In the propriety
of the step they were about to take, he expressed
his entire concurrence, especially in so far as it went
to give the people the free, unbiassed, and constitu-
tional right of selecting a Committee. He consid-
ered it a justifiable experiment, and cheerfully
offered himself as the first victim of alegal prosecu-
tion. If any one parish in the city of Dublin would
do him the honour of electing him to represent
them in the common council, he was ready to give
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bail and let the legal question, arising on the con-
struction of the statute, be thus settled.

Government accepted the challenge. On 2d Au-
gust a proclamation was issued pronouncing such
elections to be illegal, and ten days later a number of
gentlemen who had taken part in them were arrested
on the warrant of Chief-Justice Downes. The trial
was appointed for November. On 19th October
the Catholic Committee, as reconstituted, assem-
bled in Fishamble Street theatre. The business of
the meeting had been concluded, and the members
were already dispersing when two police magistrates
appeared on the scene. Their object was unmistak-
able; but this time they had arrived too late. On
21st November began the trial of Dr. Edward Sheri-
dan, one of the gentlemen concerned in the illegal elec-
tions. Though not leading counsel in the case, the
plan of the defence had been arranged by O'Con-
nell. The case for the prosecution turned upon the
construction to be placed on the words in the Con-
vention Act " under pretence of petitioning/' which it
was agreed meant purpose. The defence admitted
that the meeting was for the bona fide purpose of
petitioning, that there was no pretence about it, and
therefore did not fall within the ban of the Act.
In charging the jury Chief-Justice Downes let it
clearly be seen that, whatever construction the words
were capable of, in his opinion the Committee, in its
new shape, was an illegal assembly within the mean-
ing of the Act; but the jury took the opposite view
and acquitted Dr. Sheridan.

The victory of the Catholics was, however, short-
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lived. A counter-prosecution against Chief-Justice
Downes for illegal arrest failed; and on reassem-
bling in Fishamble Street theatre on 23d December
the Committee found the room in possession of a
police magistrate. A scene of intense excitement
followed. Requesting to be informed if the meet-
ing was that of the Catholic Committee, but obtain-
ing no direct answer to his question, the magistrate
took it upon himself to decide that it was, and
ordered it instantly to disperse. Failing, however,
to induce the chairman, Lord Fingal, to leave the
chair, he forcibly removed him by gently pushing
him from it. The meeting, thereupon, voted the
Hon. Thomas Barnwall into his place; but, yielding
to the advice of Sir Edward Bellew, immediately
afterwards quietly separated. Some of the members
then proceeded to the Crown and Anchor tavern,
whither the indefatigable police magistrate followed
them, but retired without further molesting them
on learning that they had met in their individual
capacity. It was clear that the Duke of Richmond
and Mr. Wellesley Pole were in earnest this time.
They had failed to convict Dr. Sheridan; but they
had defeated the attack on Chief-Justice Downes,
they had dispersed the Committee, and in January of
the following year, 1812, they managed to secure the
conviction of Mr. Thomas Kirwan on asimilar charge
to that preferred against Sheridan. But the resources
of the Catholics were by no means exhausted. For
assembling in aggregate meeting on 26th December
they entrusted the management of their affairs to
a Catholic Board, which was, however, merely the
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Catholic Committee under a new name. Their
tactics did not deceive government; but as the
Board had been expressly appointed for the purpose
of petitioning, it did not feel justified in suppressing
it, though determined to keep a close watch on its
proceedings.




CHAPTER III.
PARLIAMENT AND THE CATHOLIC CLAIMS*

1812-1813.

N nth May, 1812, a bullet fired by a madman,

named Bellingham, cut short the life of the

Prime Minister of England, Mr. Perceval.

The deed sent athrill of horror through the country;

but it was not without a certain feeling of relief that

men saw an end put to one of the most bigoted and
reactionary administrations of modern times.

"For my part,” said O'Connell, "I feel unaffected
horror at his fate, and all trace of resentment for his
crimes is obliterated ; but | do not forget that he was a
narrow-minded bigot, apaltry statesman, and abad min-
ister ; that every species of public corruption and profli-
gacy had in him a flippant and pert advocate ; that every
advance towards reform or economy had in him a de-
cided enemy ; and that the liberties of the people were
the object of his derision."

Surely now, however, thought the Catholics, now
that his baneful influence was removed, the Regent

4L
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would have the courage, as he was long supposed to
have the will, to free himself from his father's ser-
vants and, mindful of his old promises, promises often
repeated, call round him more liberal-minded men.

The fond delusion was soon dispelled. His re-
fusal to admit a deputation of Catholics to a personal
interview, and the reconstruction of an administra-
tion on lines avowedly hostile to their claims, was
evidence sufficient to convince the blindest that no
considerations of honour would induce the Prince to
run the slightest risk on their behalf. The indigna-
tion of the Catholics found vent in the famous
" witchery resolutions,"—a thinly veiled attack on
the Regent's liaison with Lady Hertford—at an
aggregate meeting on 18th June.

"We learn,” said the Catholics, " with deep disap-
pointment and anguish, how cruelly the promised boon
of Catholic freedom has been intercepted by the fatal
witchery of an unworthy secret influence, hostile to our
fairest hopes, spurning alike the sanctions of public and
private virtue, the demands of persona gratitude, and
the sacred obligations of plighted honour. To thisim-
pure source we trace, but too distinctly, our afflicted
hopes and protracted servitude, the arrogant invasion of
the undoubted right of petitioning, the acrimony of
illegal state prosecutions, the surrender of Ireland to
prolonged oppression, and the insult and the many ex-
periments, equally pitiful and perilous, recently practised
upon the habitual passiveness of an ill-treated but high-
spirited people.”

What the resolutions lacked in direct application
was supplied by O'Connell, whose indictment of the
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Regent created an extraordinary sensation. But
what would have been the violence of O'Connell's
language had it been known, as it now is, that the
Duke of Richmond and Wellesley Pole in dispersing
the Committee had been merely acting on the secret
instructions of the Regent himself?

It was a petulant and even foolish explosion of
wrath, natural enough perhaps under the circum-
stances, but calculated to do harm by creating fresh
obstacles in the way of emancipation. But the set-
tlement of the Catholic question had now become a
matter of political expediency. It was a disturbing
element in English politics. It, and it alone, had
prevented Canning and Wellesley accepting office in
the new administration at a time when the strain
placed upon England by the war with France called
for unanimity and vigorous action at home. The
guestion must therefore be settled without further
delay. Public opinion in Ireland was divided as to
the terms of the settlement. It should therefore be
settled without reference to Irish opinion, and solely
on the grounds of Imperial policy. Accordingly on
22d June the House of Commons, on the motion of
Canning, pledged itself by 235 to 106 to take into its
consideration in the following session the laws affect-
ing the Roman Catholics.

The announcement was hailed with lively satis-
faction in Ireland. The Catholics, said O'Connell,
speaking at an aggregate meeting on 2d July, had
reached a momentous period in their history. Thrice
before had emancipation seemed within their grasp;
thrice had it eluded them—in 1793, when they failed
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from timidity; in 1800, when they rejected it asthe
price of their nationality; in 1806, when they al-
lowed themselves to be deluded by the good inten-
tions of the Whigs. From these errors of the past
their conduct now should be free. Their course
was plain and simple. It consisted, not in relaxing,
but in redoubling their efforts; in pressing forward
as a people should do who deserved liberty. Under
the banner of " Simple Repeal ° Ireland had once
before triumphed gloriously. It was a motto of
good omen. Let " Simple Repeal" be re-echoed
from north to south, from east to west, and should
they again fail they would at least have the consola-
tion of knowing that they had deserved success. At
Limerick, on 24th July, during the assizes, his lan-
guage was even more direct. Nothing, he declared,
would satisfy the Catholicsbut their absolute and un-
qualified emancipation. The talk about securities as
the price of their freedom was a base and dastardly
insult upon their understanding, and they would
have none of it.

Wherever he spoke—at Dublin, at Limerick, at
Cork—his words were cheered to the echo. But
cheers alone, he reminded his audience, would never
lead to victory. He knew well the nature of his
countrymen—how soon they were moved to en-
thusiasm, how quickly their enthusiasm evaporated
before the stern realities of every-day life. It was
easy, he used to say, to tell a Catholic in the streets
by his subdued demeanour and crouching walk. So
deeply had the iron of oppression entered their souls
that, in order to curry favour with their Protestant
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neighbours, they would surrender their most sacred
rights, allow themselves to be driven like ani-
mals to the polling booths to vote for their bitterest
enemy, nay, even to consent to prostitute the virtue
of their wives and daughters to the pleasure of their
hereditary masters. A pitiful picture, truly, but one
which only faintly outlines the depth of the de-
gradation to which the bulk of his countrymen had
sunk. And yet out of such unpromising material,
out of a nation of slaves, would O'Connell create a
nation of freemen.

" Hereditary bondsmen ! know ye not,
Who would be free, themselves must strike the blow ? "

This was the constant refrain of all his speeches:
for the reader of them now repeated ad nauseam.
But O'Connell had no hesitation in repeating him-
self. " It is not," he said,

" by advancing a political truth once, or twice, or even
ten times, that the public will take it up and firmly adopt
it. Incessant repetition is required to impress political
truths upon the public mind. Men, by dways hearing
the same things, insensibly associate them with received
truisms. They find the facts at last quietly reposing in a
corner of their minds, and no more think of doubting
them than if they formed part of their religious belief."

In truth, O'Connell had only one lesson to teach ;
but, once learned, what a change, what a revolution
would it effect in the lives and thoughts of Irish-
men | Would they ever learn " themselves to strike
the blow?" Would they ever have the courage to
cast off the shackles of a degrading servitude that
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lowered them to the level of beasts, and learn to
stand erect like men? The time was coming. As
yet the agitation had only touched the wealthier
middle class; the bulk of the nation lay steeped in
apathy and despair.

Parliament was dissolved on 29th September. The
results of the elections in Ireland during the autumn
confirmed O'Connell's apprehensions. At Cork,
where he had recently spoken amid wild applause,
the apathy of the Catholics had lost one of their
staunchest supporters, Christopher Hely Hutchinson,
his seat; at Newry private and personal interests had
prevailed with the Catholics to return an Orangeman,
and elsewhere the recreancy and cowardice of wealthy
members of their body had told with damaging ef-
fect against their cause. The indignation of the
Board was intense, and despite the warning voice of
O'Connell that they were investing themselves with
the powers of an irresponsible inquisition, and scat-
tering the seeds of discord widespread, a motion was
passed on 28th November, declaring that such persons
as had deserted the tried friends of the Catholics at
the late general election were no longer deserving of
their confidence. The resolution, as O'Connell pre-
dicted, only served to aggravate the situation by
causing a split in the Board itself. " One would im-
agine/* said he, " that we really were at aloss for
enemies, so sedulous do we appear to be to excite
them among ourselves. One would suppose that
Ireland was not sufficiently divided and distracted
already, but that division and dissension in the
Catholic Board could be afforded in addition and asa
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pastime.” After working infinite mischief, the reso-
lution was, at his earnest entreaty, subsequently
rescinded.

Meanwhile the friends of the Catholics in Parlia-
ment were employing their time in preparing a bill
which, if it did not extend to afinal adjustment of
the question, was thought to embody all those
claims which the Protestants were at all likely under
existing circumstances to concede. What those cir-
cumstances were, the reader will easily recall for him-
self. In 1812 Napoleon wasat the height of his power,
and the head of the Roman Church a prisoner in
his hands. What might happen if PiusV11., or his
successor, should lend himself to promote the ambi-
tious designs of the Emperor of the French? The
danger was perhaps more imaginary than real; but
at least it was intelligible. The world had yet to
learn that if in spiritual matters the Pope could com-
mand the implicit and unquestioning obedience of
every Irish Roman Catholic, in temporal matters,
in affairs touching his political rights, he was an ab-
solute cipher. In admitting the Catholics, and es
pecially the Irish Catholics, within the pale of the
constitution the majority of Englishmen and Scotch-
men believed, and conscientiously believed, that they
were putting into the hands of their deadliest enemy
A weapon to destroy the constitution itself. They
remembered the days of Queen Mary, the massacre
of St. Bartholomew, the Spanish Armada, the Irish
massacres of 1641, the attempt of James | | . to sub-
vertthe constitution, the persecutionsof Tyrconnell,
the rebellion of 1798 ; they forgot the anti-papal

\'
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legislation of pre-Reformation times, the loyalty of
the Catholics at the most critical periods of their
history, the wars of extermination against the Irish
that had led to the rising in '41, the ecclesiastical
tyranny of the Puritans, the transplantations and
transportations of the Commonwealth, the deporta-
tions and sequestrations under the penal code, the
fiendish outrages of the Orangemen, the picketings,
the half-hangings that had driven the most abject
peasantry in the world to take up arms in their own
defence. They saw only the result; they overlooked
the causes that had given birth to it. Visions of a
popish rising still occupied their imagination. They
believed that the concession of the Catholic claims
would only lead to the establishment of a Catholic
tyranny, and that themselves, from being the oppres-
sors, would become the oppressed. They did not be-
lieve that national independence was as dear to the
Catholic as it wasto the Protestant. It is unwise to
sneer at their fears. Toleration is a plant of slow
growth. Perhaps in an Irish parliament these fears
would have carried lessweight, and emancipation have
already been conceded ; but the question had been
referred to an assembly of which the great majority
knew practically nothing of the country for which
they were called upon to legislate.

That an assembly so constituted should have con-
sented to pledge itself to a revision of the laws
affecting the Catholics with a view to their ameliora-
tion, and on Grattan's motion to have reaffirmed its
determination on March ist, 1813, was a great step

forward. In its essential features the Bill to which
4
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Parliament was asked to give its consent was practi-
cally the same as that which passed into law sixteen
years later plus an elaborate oath of allegiance to be
taken by all Catholics, whether clergymen or lay-
men. By this oath the Catholic deposed that he
would support the Protestant succession and the
existing state of Protestant property, would discover
all plots and treasons which came within his know-
ledge, would not make use of any power he obtained
in the state either to its injury or the overthrow of
the Protestant Church, and would assent to the
nomination of no Catholic bishop or apostolic vicar
of whose loyalty and tranquil disposition he was not
convinced. The Bill was read a first time on 30th
April, and the serious consideration of it deferred for
afortnight. Inthe interval it underwent a serious
alteration. For the security offered by the above
oath, seeming to Canning hardly stringent enough to
conciliate the more timorous Protestants, he per-
suaded Grattan to consent to the addition of certain
clauses establishing a board of commissioners having
power to inspect all correspondence with Rome re-
ferring to episcopal nominations, and to veto the ap-
pointment of any bishop whose loyalty might be
suspected.

* In Ireland the initial stages of the Bill were being
watched with intense interest. The day following
its introduction, the Catholic Board met. Reporters
were excluded; but a summary of its proceedings
communicated by O'Connell appeared in the Evening
Post on 4th May. The summary expressed his view
of thesituation. Leavingthe ecclesiastical provisions
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" where they might be safely confided—in the hands
of the Catholic hierarchy "—and confining himself
to its civil enactments, he pronounced the Bill to
be restricted in principle (omitting the Protestant
dissenters entirely from its consideration), doubtful
in its wording, and inadequate to that full relief
which had been expected. His conduct in trans-
mitting the report to the newspapers was regarded
by many as indiscreet, especially by such as, in their
eagerness to clutch at the benefits conferred by the
Bill, hoped by their silence to give an appearance of
acquiescence in its provisions, and at a subsequent
meeting of the Board an attempt was made to cen-
sure him by submitting a resolution to the effect
that on the date in question " no motion was enter-
tained by the Board, relative to the Catholic Bill,
nor any resolution adopted.” This O'Connell op-
posed on the ground that it was manifestly untrue ;
but for the sake of harmony he offered, if anyone
would move " that the Board has not hitherto come
to any resolution declaratory of its sentiments on
the Catholic Bill," to second it himself. His pro-
posal was adopted by a small majority. But the
dispute was symptomatic of graver dissensions in
the near future.

Thefact was, O'Connell knew that the Board was
divided on the question of the securities, and had
deliberately furnished the report to the Evening Post
with the express object of forcing the hand of the
vetoists. No formally worded motion in condemna-
tion of the Bill had indeed been passed by the
Board, but the weight of opinion had been decidedly
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against it, and it was well that the public should
know it. Silence at such a time was sure to be mis-
interpreted as approbation. But it was not so much
the civil enactments as (after the addition of the
Canning clauses) the ecclesiastical provisions that
troubled him. The acceptance or rejection of them
had, as he expressed it, been left to the clergy them-
selves, but not without a word of warning, that if
they decided in favour of them he would still re-
serve to himself the right of protesting against any
measure that might tarnish the last relic of national
independence—the last fragment of the ancient
pride and greatness of Imperial Ireland—the inde-
pendence of her Church.

The warning was not neglected. On 27th May, the
Irish prelates decided that the ecclesiastical clauses
were utterly incompatible with the discipline of the
Roman Catholic Church and could not be acceded to
without incurring the guilt of schism. O'Connell
did not try to conceal his satisfaction at the result.
In one quarter, at least, unanimity prevailed. When
the Board next met, on 29th May, he rose to propose
a special vote of thanks to the bishops for their
patriotic conduct.

" The Catholic prelates of Ireland," said he, and his
voice rang triumphantly through the room, " de-
serve your eternal gratitude. They have stood forward
manfully and without disguise to asigt you in getting
rid of aBill which purported to be for your relief, but
which, in reality, would have perpetuated your degra-
dation and slavery. Had they consulted their worldly
interest they would have supported the Bill; but the
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sacred calls of duty made them reject such considera-
tions with contempt. And they were right, most mani-
festly right, in rejecting it. Nothing but mischief and
degradation could have resulted from the commission
proposed in the Bill. For let them consider the proba-
ble constitution of the proposed board of ecclesiastical
commissioners in the hands of the Duke of Richmond—
of that man whose administration had been signalised
by a sullen and sulky opposition to the Catholics of
Ireland, and whose most distinguishing characteristic
as a chief governor was that he continued to hate the
Papists, he knew not why nor wherefore.  For president
they might safely reckon on that ludicrous enemy of
theirs, who had got, in jest, the name he deserved in
good earnest of ' Orange Peel'—a raw youth sgueezed
out of the workings of | know not what factory in Eng-
land, and sent over to Ireland before he had got rid of
the foppery of perfumed handkerchiefs and thin shoes,
upon, the simple ground that, having vindicated the mur-
derous Walcheren expedition, he was thought to be a
lad ready to vindicate anything and everything. After
him would come my Lord Manners, a gentleman cer-
tainly, but quite as ignorant of the wants, wishes, feel-
ings, and dispositions of the Irish people, as he was the
day before he arrived in the country. Too decent to
inspire any disgust, too polite to give persona offence,
too weak to discriminate between the artful misrepre-
sentations of bigotry and the plain language of truth,
with the natural propensity of a small mind to the
practical details of intolerance, he was in fact such a
man as bigotry would select as her choicest instrument.
With him was sure to be associated his Grace the Duke
of Richmond's special adviser in ecclesiastical affairs,
the Right Hon. Dr. Duigenan, appointed for no other



54 Daniel O'Connell [1812-

reason than being, like the tanner's dog, chained up by
day and let loose by night, he was particularly fitted for
the task of worrying popish bishops. Nor was William
Saurin, the Attorney-General, likely to be wanting, and
what a day would that be for Ireland when the grand-
son of a French Huguenot should sit in judgment on
the Catholic hierarchy of theland! From this disgrace
the bishops had saved them, and theirs, without any
regard to the event, should be the prase and
glory/'

As a matter of fact, the action of the Catholic
episcopacy had nothing whatever to do with the
defeat of the Bill, which had been dropped in con-
sequence of the rejection in committee of the first
clause in it, admitting the Catholics to sit in Parlia-
ment, two days before the bishops had pronounced
against it. But in his strictures on the probable
constitution and action of the commission O'Connell
hit the nail directly on the head. " | perceive,”
wrote Peel to the Duke of Richmond on 21st May,
"that the Chief Secretary is made President of
the Catholic Cabinet which his Majesty is in future
to have, and in his absence the senior Privy Council-
lor; so that it is possible Dr. Duigenan may pre-
side/' Better evidence as to the insidious character
of the Bill O'Connell could not have desired. But
the Board was hard to convince. The loaves and
fishes of office were a bait too tempting to be re-
sisted by many. Despite O'Connell's exhortations
to unanimity, they insisted on dividing, and it was
only after a fierce struggle that the vote of thanks
to the bishops was carried by 61 to 20.
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The die was cast. Henceforth there could be no
question of a compromise. The battle of the securi-
ties must be fought out till one side or the other
gave way. From that day forward the party that
favoured the veto ceased to attend the meetings of
the Board, and with their withdrawal the prospect of
immediate emancipation receded into the distance.
It was a bitter draught to drink, and no man felt the
bitterness of it more than did O'Connell. On his
devoted head fell all the abuse and contumely of
disappointed ambition. But not for one moment
did he quail before the storm of angry passion that
raged around him. What recked he of theanimosity
of men who for their own private advantage would
have compromised the independence of their Church
—"of men who discounted their consciences and
obtained money by their pretensions of piety" ?

The Bill was gone—for that he thanked God;
but the star of hope still shone, and emancipation,
if deferred for a time, would come, when it came,
without any such disgraceful conditions. That come
it must, he never for a moment doubted. " Yes,"
he assured the great assembly of his countrymen
that, at his invitation, met together in Fishamble
Street theatre on 15th June, to render thanks for
their deliverance, and to renew their petition for the
total and unqualified repeal of the penal laws,—

" Yes, the hour of your emancipation is at hand ; you
will, you must be, emancipated, not by the operation of
any force or violence, which is unnecessary, and would be
illegal on your part ; but by the repetition of your con-
stitutional demands by petition, and still mors by the
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pressure of circumstances and the great progress of
events."

Meanwhile, let their rulers delay emancipation but
yet alittle while, let them allow their discussions to
continue, let them suffer their agitators to proceed,
let the love of country and even the desire of
notoriety be permitted to excite fresh agitators, and
above all, let the popular mind become accustomed
to the consideration of public subjects and to the
vehemence of political contest, and they knew little
of human nature who imagined that with a breath
they could still the tempest they should thus have
excited, or be able to quiet a people whom they
should thus have roused to a sense of their wrongs
and to a knowledge of their own strength and im-
portance. Their ultimate triumph rested with them-
selves. Nothing but their own folly or crime could
withhold it from them. But aas for Ireland!
Her liberties depended upon the prudence of a
people of the most inflammable passions, goaded
almost to madness by Orange insults and oppressions,
and exposed at the same time to the secret seduc-
tions of the agents and emissaries of those very
Orange oppressors. Let them yield to these seduc-
tions, let them commit asingle crime, a single illegal
act, and the Habeas Corpus Act would again be
suspended, the reign of torture and of terror would
again be renewed, and the cause of Ireland would be
lost, and lost for ever. For himself, he would tell
them that, should ever that fatal day arrive, they
would find him arrayed against them. There would
not be so heavy a heart; but there would not be
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a more ready hand to sustain the constitution
against every enemy.

It was a memorable—an epoch-making—speech in
the history of Ireland. Often enough before had
Irishmen heard their wrongs dilated upon with the
object of urging them into deeds of violence and of
seeking vengeance with their own hands. Often
had the example of revolutionary France been held
up before them as worthy of imitation. It was
something new to be told that however grievous
their wrongs, however intolerable their grievances,
yet, for the sake of the constitution they must learn
to bear them like men, seeking for redress only by
such means and through such channels as were
afforded by the constitution itself. Burke and Grat-
tan, it is true, had preached the same doctrine, but
their words had reached the few and educated only.
O'Connell had another audience before him. He
was speaking to the Irish nation, to a nation sorely
tried by oppression, yet struggling under grievous
disadvantages towards unity and freedom. To him,
it was no mere question of theoretical politics, but a
matter of life and death. None knew better than he
did how prone his countrymen were to deeds of vio-
lence ; but he knew the power of England as well, and
the benefits of the connection with her. Not separa-
tion—the charge that he wished for separation was
" false as hell " ; but admission into the constitution
and the restoration of national independence were
what he wanted. Let his countrymen cease from
vainly appealing to the sword, from midnight con-
spiracies, from brutal murders and houghing of
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harmless animals; let them learn to reverence the
constitution, to respect the law, and as surely as the
sun would rise to-morrow so, in the course of events,
would their freedom be realised; and not their
freedom only, but their national independence as
well. It was a strange speech to issue from the lips
of a " professional agitator,” and all the stranger
when one recalls the circumstances under which it
was delivered.




CHAPTER IV.

IN DEFENCE OF THE LIBERTY OF THE PRESS.

1813.

F all the weapons in the arsenal of constitu-
tional agitation, the most powerful is un-
doubtedly that of the journalistic press. A

free press is at once the sign and guarantee of free
government. It is the very conscience of a nation.
To bridle it or to corrupt it is an act of despotism so
atrocious as to deserve the execration of civilisation.
Fortunately, it is aso an act of which despotism
alone is capable; for where the forms, at least, of
constitutional government are respected, however
much the spirit of it may be violated, it is impossible
altogether to destroy the independence of the press.
That in Ireland, where government has more often
than not found itself in direct antagonism to the
wishes of the bulk of the population, the corruption
of the press should have formed a principal means of
controlling public opinion is unfortunately only too
true. Equallytrueis it that government has seldom
been at a loss to find instruments like the notorious
" Sham Squire," the associate of spies and informers,

59
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ready, for this or that consideration, to prostitute
their abilities in its service. On the other hand
there have not been wanting journalists, who have
never worshipped in the house of Rimmon, who
have never forfeited their title to self-respect, who
through good and ill report, through fine and im-
prisonment, have never faltered in the path of duty.
Of such was John Magee, the elder, the founder,
proprietor, and editor of the Dublin Evening Pogt,
a newspaper which, with perhaps the largest cir-
culation of any in Ireland, had advocated with
unprecedented fearlessness the cause of national
independence in the days preceding the Union, and
which, now in the hands of his son, had become the
chief organ of Roman Catholic opinion.

On 3d June, the Evening Post announced to its
readers that its proprietor had been committed to
Kilmainham gaol on a charge of publishing alibel
against the Duke of Richmond. This, the paper
reminded its readers, was the third Dublin printer
that had been imprisoned under his Grace's " con-
ciliatory government." The announcement created
an extraordinary sensation. Everyone guessed that
the alleged libel was a mere pretext for a determined
effort on the part of the government to silence the
chief organ of the Catholic party; and the guess, as
now appears from Peel's secret correspondence with
the Speaker of the House of Commons, hit the
mark. The article for which Magee was to be
prosecuted was the work of a prominent member of
the Catholic Board, Dennis Scully, the author of an
important work on the penal laws, and of whom it
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was said that he was so much of a lawyer that " he
could not take his teawithout a stratagem." It con-
sisted of nine columns in three successive numbers
of the Evening Post; and purported to be a review of
the Duke of Richmond's administration, with the
object of warning his successor from pursuing the
errors of his Grace's conduct. The device was an
old one for airing the nation's grievances, and one
which Grattan himself, as every reader of Bara-
tariana knows, had in early days practised against
the Marquis of Harcourt in language far more
scathing than anything that ever issued from Dennis
Scully's pen. For the prosecution, William Saurin,
the Attorney-General, and for upwards of a quarter
of a century the virtual ruler of Ireland, was re
sponsible.

Saurin, the descendant of a Huguenot refugee,
was a sound lawyer. Without possessing superior
abilities of any sort, he had raised himself by studi-
ous application to the top of his profession. He
had waited long for promotion. His early career
had been one of hardship and disappointment. In
his opposition to the Union he had proceeded to
such lengths as to incur the censure of the Marquis
Cornwallis, and narrowly to escape the loss of his
silk gown. But after the Union his conduct had
been most exemplary, and his reward had been pro-
portionate to his loyalty. Men wondered at the
completeness of his conversion ; but there was really
little cause for wonder. The man who had threat-
ened to raise a rebellion rather than submit to the
extinction of the national legislature was the same
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who was now prosecuting John Magee, and seeking
by every means within his power to suppress the
Catholic agitation. His opinions had not changed
one iota. Hewas just as good a patriot in 1813
as he had been in 1799; for his patriotism had never
gone so far as to include the Roman Catholics. He
was an ascendancy man pure and simple, and had
been so all hislife. To say that he hated the Catho-
lics individually is perhaps doing him injustice;
he rather pitied and despised them. But he hated
Roman Catholicism with a fierce and bitter hatred,
because he feared it. Protestantism, in his opinion,
was synonymous with liberty, Catholicism with
slavery. To tolerate Catholicism was to palter with
his conscience and to betray the cause of truth and
righteousness. Beliefs such as these naturally ren-
dered him a formidable antagonist to the Catholics,
while the high and indeed irreproachable character
he bore in private life added a dignity to the narrow-
ness of his creed, and gave to his opinions an
overwhelming influence with his colleagues in the
administration.

Such was the man who had urged the prosecu-
tion of the editor of the Eveniyig Post, and it was
with a certain grim pleasure that he now undertook
the task incumbent upon him, as Attorney-General,
of crushing his victim. Of the result he had no
doubt, and indeed, so far as it was possible, without
absolutely overriding the law itself, he had taken
every precaution before the trial commenced to se
cure a conviction. In fact, with Judge Downes on
the bench, and a well-packed jury of Orangemen,
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there could hardly be any reasonable doubt as to
what the result would be. But this was not to
prove an ordinary trial. On both sides there was a
formidable array of counsel, but the defence rested
practically with O'Connell, as the prosecution with
the Attorney-General. Both Magee and O'Connell
knew that unless a miracle was worked a conviction
was absolutely certain. To conciliate the jury was
merely wasted energy, but the opportunity of at-
tacking the Attorney-General, and through him the
government, whose mouthpiece he was, and of vin-
dicating the Catholic claims, was one not to be lost.
The trial began on 26th July, and lasted two days.
Each day, long before the hour when Chief-Justice
Downes took his seat, the Court of King's Bench
was crowded to suffocation. It was shortly after
eleven o'clock on the second day that O'Connell
rose to address the jury.

He had, he said, consented to the adjournment
the previous day out of a natural impulse to post-
pone a painful duty. Still he did not regret the de-
lay. The farrago of helpless absurdity with which
the Attorney-General had regaled them, and which
yesterday had roused his resentment and disgust,
now only moved him to contempt. In that dis-
course—a confused and disjointed tissue of bigotry
amalgamated with congenial vulgarity —the At-
torney-General accused his client of using Billings-
gate, and he accused him of it in language suited
exclusively for that meridian. It was, indeed, as
tonishing how he could have preserved that dia-
lect in all its native purity, seeing that for thirty
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years he had had the honour to belong to the Irish
Bar—to that Bar at which he must have listened to
a Burston, a Ponsonby, and a Curran; which still
contained a Plunket, a Ball, and, despite of politics,
he would add a Bushe. But, dismissing the style,
he would ask their attention to the matter of the
Attorney-General's discourse.  The matter he would
divide into two parts: the first, and by far the
larger portion, relating to topics wholly irrelevant
to the prosecution, the second, and infinitely smaller,
relating to the subject matter of the indictment
they were called upon to try.

The extraneous part of his discourse, in which he
had touched upon, and disfigured, a variety of topics,
was distinguished by two leading features—a dull
and reproving sermon on the way in which the de-
fence was being conducted, and a political diatribe
against the Catholics. For the first, he would tell
the Attorney-General that he and his colleagues could
cheerfully afford to pardon the vain presumption
that made him offer them his counsel. For the rest,
he had made it the rigid rule of his professional con-
duct never to mingle his politics with his forensic
duties, and if in the present instance he appeared to
be departing from this rule, he would remind the
jury that he was compelled to follow the Attorney-
General into grounds which, had he been wise, he
would carefully have avoided. It was possible he
might have misunderstood the Attorney-General, for
there was, he knew, no relying on his words for what
he meant. But, as he gathered from his words, he
had talked of the Catholics having imbibed principles
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of a seditious, treasonable, and revolutionary na-
ture. It was impossible to refute such charges in
the language of dignity and temper; but he was a
profligate liar who so asserted, knowing, as he must
do, that the whole tenor of their conduct confuted
the assertion.  For what was it they sought ?

" Pray, Mr. O'Connell," interrupted the Chief Just-
ice at this point, " pray, what can this have to do
with the question the jury are to try ?"

" My lord," replied O'Connell, "you heard the At-
torney-General traduce and calumniate us. You
heard him with patience and with temper. Listen
now to our vindication."

What was it, he asked, that they, the Catholics,
sought ?  What was it that they incessantly and even
clamorously petitioned for? Why, to be allowed
to partake of the advantages of the constitution. It
was said they wished to destroy it. Would they, if
they wished to overturn it, exert themselves, through
calumny and in peril, to obtain a portion of its bless-
ings? Strange, inconsistent voice of calumny ! The
Attorney-General—"that wisest and best of men,"
as his colleague the Solicitor-General called him in
his presence—the Attorney-General boasted of his
triumph over Pope and popery. " | have put down
the Catholic Committee," said he; "I will put
down, at my own good time, the Catholic Board."
The boast was partly historical, partly prophetical.
He was wrong in his history, and mistaken in his
prophecy. He did not put down the Catholic Com-
mittee. We ourselves gave up that name the moment

that it was confessed that the Attorney-General's
s
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polemico-legal controversy had dwindled into a
mere dispute about words. He told us that in the
English language "pretence" meant " purpose.” Had
it been French, we might have ventured to respect
his judgment; but in point of English we presumed
to differ with him. We told him "purpose,” good
Mr. Attorney-General, is just the reverse of "pre-
tence." The quarrel grew warm and animated. We
appealed to common-sense, to the grammar, and to
the dictionary. Common-sense, grammar, and the
dictionary decided in our favour. He brought his
appeal to this court, and his lordship and your
brethren, gentlemen of the jury, decided that in
point of law " pretence " does mean " purpose.”
Next " this wisest and best of men " glorifies him-
self in the prospect of pulling down the Catholic
Board. For the present, indeed, he tells you that,
much as he hates the Papists, it is unnecessary for
him to crush our Board, because it serves only to
damage their cause. He expresses the very idea of
the Roman Domitian, who amused his days by tor-
turing men, his evenings by impaling flies. " Fool,"
said he, to a courtier that caught a fly for his amuse-
ment—" fool, to give thyself so much trouble: seest
thou not that it was about to burn itself to death in
the candle?" "Oh! rare Attorney-General! Oh!
best and wisest of men! Illegal violence, it is true,
may put down the Board; force may effectuate it;
but your hopes and his will be defeated if he at-
tempts it by any course of law. His religious preju-
dices obscure his reason. | tell him he knows not
the law if he thinks as he says; and if he thinks so,
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| tell him, to his beard, that he is not honest in not
having sooner prosecuted us, and | challenge him to
that prosecution.”

But, to cometo the subject of theindictment. The
libel of which his client was charged was not a libel
against the Duke of Richmond in his private capac-
ity; it was not a seditious libel; and it was not al-
leged to be false. He would trouble them with a
few reflections on the law of libel. It was deeply to
be lamented that the art of printing was unknown at
an earlier period of history. If at the time when the
barons wrung the Magna Charta—that simple but
sublime charter of liberty—from atimid and perfid-
ious sovereign the press had existed, it would surely
have been the first care of those friends of freedom
to have established a principle of liberty for it to rest
upon which might resist every future assault. Their
simple and unsophisticated understandings could
never have been brought to comprehend the legal
subtleties by which it was argued that falsehood is
useful and innocent, and truth, the emanation and
the type of heaven, a crime. Unfortunately, when
the art of printing had been invented, its value to
every sufferer, its terror to every oppressor, was soon
obvious, and means were speedily adopted to pre-
vent its salutary effectss The Star Chamber was
either created, or at least enlarged and brought into
activity. It was particularly vigilant over the infant
struggles of the press. A code of laws became neces-
sary to govern the new enemy to prejudice and op-
pression. For this purpose it adopted the civil law,
the law of Rome, not the law at the period of her
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liberty and glory, but the law which was promul-
gated when she fell into slavery and disgrace, and
recognised the principle that the will of the prince
was the rule of law. From the Star Chamber the
prevention and punishment of libels descended to
the courts of common law, and with the power they
seemed to have inherited much of the spirit of that
tribunal.  Servility at the bar and profligacy on the
bench had not been wanting to aid every construc-
tion unfavourable to freedom, and at length it was
taken asgranted, and as clear law, that truth and false-
hood were quite immaterial circumstances, constitut-
ing no part of either guilt or innocence. It was a
revolting doctrine, and though his own opinion car-
ried little weight, he would say that in the discussion
of public subjects and of the administration of pub-
lic men truth was a duty and not a crime.

Such a discussion was the alleged libel against the
Duke of Richmond, which they were to consider sen-
tence by sentence. The Attorney-General had at-
tached much importance to the following paragraph :

" If the administration of the Duke of Richmond had
been conducted with more than ordinary talent, its
errors might in some degree have been atoned for by
its ability, and the people of Ireland, though they might
have much to regret, yet would have something to ad-
mire ; but truly, after the gravest consideration, they
must find themselves at a loss to discover any striking
feature in his Grace's administration that makes it
superior to the worst of his predecessors.”

He had been told that the mischief lay in the art of
the sentence. Why, all that it asserted was that it
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was difficult to discover the striking features that
distinguished the Duke of Richmond's administra-
tion from former bad administrations. In the
writer's opinion it was an untalented and silly ad-
ministration. The view might be false and mis-
taken, but it was no crime to say so. And if it was
true, if it had been a foolish administration, could it
be an offence to say so? Was the liberty of the
press, about which the Attorney-General had dis-
canted, to be confined to flattery ?

" They," that is to say the Duke's predecessors,
not the Duke himself, as the Attorney-General
ludicrously asserted, " they insulted, they oppressed,
they murdered, and they deceived." Was not this a
mere statement of historical facts? He would refer
them to Leland and Hume. How had these histori-
ans spoken of the conduct of the Earl of Essex
towards Phelim O'Neill, of Lord Grey towards the
garrison at Smerwick, of Strafford in the matter of
the defective titles? Had the publishers of Leland
and Hume been prosecuted for libel ?  Was his client
to be convicted for saying of the Duke of Richmond
that he had neither great crimes nor great virtues:
that he did not murder like Essex and Grey, but
aso did not render any splendid services like
them?

"The profligate, unprincipled Westmoreland."
Some of thejury, he noticed, were Bible distributors
and suppressors of vice. He would address him-
self to them. What would they call profligacy ?
Suppose the peerage was exposed to sale, set up at
open auction at a time when it was a judicial office;
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if pensions were multiplied beyond bounds and be-
yond example; if places were augmented until in-
vention was exhausted, and these were subdivided
and split into halves so that two might take the
emoluments of each and no person do the duty; if
these acts were resorted to in order to corrupt their
representatives, would they, the gentle suppressors
of vice, call that profligacy? If the father of child-
ren selected in the open day his guilty paramour;
if the wedded mother of children displayed her
crimeunblushingly ; if the assent of the titled or un-
titled wittol to his own shame was purchased with
the people's money ; if these scenes were enacted in
the open day, would sweet distributorsof Bibles call
that profligacy? If not, thenlet them convict John
Magee because he published that Westmoreland was
profligate and unprincipled asal ord-Lieutenant, and
then return to their distribution of Bibles and their
attacks upon the recreations of the poor under the
name of vices.

" The cold-hearted and cruel Camden." Ah! he
knew he had their prejudices against him, for it was
under Camden's administration that their faction had
been cherished and strengthened. Still, he would
say the cold and cruel Camden. On one circuit dur-
ing hisadministration therewereonehundredindivid-
uals tried before onejudge: of these ninety-eight were
capitally convicted and ninety-seven hanged. One
only escaped; but he wasa soldier, who had murdered
a peasant or done something equally trivial. Had
they ever heard of Abercromby, the valiant and good,
of Moore, the soldier and scholar—the soul of reason
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and the heart of pity? Both were in Ireland under
Camden, both had recorded their opinion of his ad-
ministration. Let them on their oaths dare to con-
tradict Abercromby and they would convict not his
client but themselves of the foul crime of perjury.

" The artful and treacherous Cornwallis." Was it,
he asked, necessary to prove that the Union was «f-
fectuated by artifice and treachery? He would re-
fer them to the Attorney-General, at that time plain
William Saurin. In 1800 Mr. Saurin was charged
with being a Jacobin on much the same lines, and
with asmuch truth as he now applied it to his client.
His reply would serve for that of Mr. Magee. " Mr.
Saurin,” said the Anti-Union of 22d March, 1800,
"admitted that debates might sometimes produce
agitations, but that was the price necessarily paid
for liberty." Oh! how he thanked the good Jew for
that word. Yes, agitation was the price paid for
liberty. The Catholics had paid the price, and the
honest man refused to give them the goods. In 1800
Mr. Saurin had preached the holy doctrine of insur-
rection ; he had sounded the tocsin of resistance, and
summoned the people of the land to battle against
the Union as against usurpation : in 1813 he indicted
aman and called him a ruffian for speaking of the
Union, not as usurpers, but as artful and treacherous
men ! He besought the jury to pity the situation in
which the Attorney-General had placed himself, and
not to think of punishing Mr. Magee for his modera-
tion.

But it was said that his client had libelled the
King by imputing to him the selection of improper
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and criminal chief governors. What was this but
the very acme of serviledoctrine ? The constitution
declared that the King could do no wrong and that
even for his personal acts his servants were person-
ally responsible. The Attorney-General had re
versed the constitution, though as a matter of fact
there was not one word in the alleged libel that
referred to his Majesty.

But to pass on. Mr. Magee had published that
the Duke of Richmond

" came over ignorant ; he soon became prejudiced, and
then he became intemperate. . . . Hisoriginal charac-
ter for moderation he has forfeited. . .. He has
begun to act ; he has ceased to be a dispassionate chief
governor. . . . He descends; he mixes with the
throng ; he becomes personally engaged, and having
lost his temper calls forth his private passions to support
his public principles ; he is no longer an indifferent
Viceroy, but a frightful partisan of an English ministry,
whose base passions he indulges, whose unworthy resent-
ments he gratifies, and on whose behalf he at present
canvasses."

Well! was it not perfectly true? Had not his
Grace canvassed on behalf of the ministry ? Was
there a titled or untitled servant of the Castle who
had not been despatched to the south to vote against
the popular and for the ministerial candidate ? Was
there a single individual within his Grace's reach
that did not vote against Prittie and Matthew in
Tipperary and against Hutchinson in Cork? He
would not read to them how Mr. Hutchinson had
treated the partisanship of the Lord-Lieutenant,
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lest it might be supposed that he identified his
client with the violent but merited reprobation
poured out by him upon the scandalous interference
of government in these elections. Would the At-
torney-General, or his colleague the Solicitor-General,
attempt to deny the Duke of Richmond's inter-
ference in these elections? It was as notorious as
the sun at noon-day. For himself, he would say that
he who used the influence of the executive to con-
trol the choice of the representatives of the people
violated the first principles of the constitution ; he
was guilty of political sacrilege, and profaned the
very sanctuary of the people's rights and liberties,
and if he should be called a partisan it was only
because some harsher and more appropriate term
ought to be applied to his delinquency.

The Attorney-General had boasted of his convic-
tion of Mr. Kirwan. Hehad gloried in having got
together a jury more subservient than in Dr. Sheri-
dan's case. "Me, me, adsum qui feci" he had ex-
claimed in rapture; he forgot to add " mea fraus
omnis' Had he succeeded likewise in the present
case? The jury had been shown the publication
for which his client was being tried ; hewould read
therti a paragraph in a newspaper, the publisher of
which the Attorney-General refused to prosecute
forlibel:—" Ballybay, 4th July, 1813. A meeting of
the Orange lodges was agreed on, in consequence
of the manner in which the Catholics wished to have
persecuted the loyalists in this country last year,
when they even murdered some of them for no other
reason than their being yeomen and Protestants/*
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The paragraph made his blood boil. There had
been several murders committed in the county
Monaghan, in which Ballybay lay. The persons
killed were Roman Catholics; their murderers were
Orangemen. Several of the persons accused of these
murders were to be tried at the ensuing assizes.
The obvious intention of that and similar para-
graphs was to create a prejudice favourable to the
murderers. The Attorney-General was waited on;
he was respectfully requested to prosecute the pub-
lishers of the newspaper upon the terms of having
the falsehood of these assertions first proved to him.
He refused. The two proprietors of the newspaper,
the Hibernian Journal, had each a pension of 400
per annum, for supporting government, as it was
called, in addition to proclamations and public
advertisements!

"Would," exclaimed O'Connell, turning round to
where Peel, the Chief Secretary, was sitting, " would
that | could see the man who pays the proclamation
money and these pensions! | would ask him whether
this was a paper that ought to receive the money of
the Irish people. Whether this was the legitimate
use of the public purse. Let them contrast the
position of Mr. Magee with that of the proprietors
af the Hibernian Journal; the one prosecuted with
all the weight and influence of the Crown, the other
pensioned by the minister of the Crown ; the one
dragged to the bar for the sober discussion of politi-
cal topics, the other hired to disseminate the most
horrid calumnies. Were they going to convict Mr.
Magee? Was there amongst them one friend to
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freedom? There were amongst them men of great
religious zeal, of much public piety. Were they
sincere? Did they believe what they professed?
With all their zeal, with all their piety, was there a
conscience amongst them? If they were sincere;
if they had a conscience, Mr. Magee confidently ex-
pected an acquittal. But if they were not, if they
were slaves and hypocrites, he would await their
verdict and despise it.

Such in meagre outlines was the speech, which it
took O'Connell four hours to deliver—the greatest
perhaps of all his forensic efforts. Into those four
brief hours he poured the agony and indignation of
a lifetime. It was the first time that it had been
given him to get the enemies of his faith and of his
country before him, and force them against their will
to listen to his scathing criticism of the principles
that had regulated and still continued to regulate
the government of Ireland. He had told them the
truth to their faces ; he had torn the hollow mask of
piety from them, and revealed them to the world as
hypocrites in religion, bankrupts in principle, cor-
ruptors of public morality, violators of the constitu-
tion, political assassins to whom government meant
the preservation of iniquitous privileges for the few
and the oppression of the many. And his words
had gone home to the Judge, the Jury, the Attorney-
General and the government as represented by the
Chief Secretary. If Magee had been guilty of pub-
lishing a libel, O'Connell, as Peel said, had uttered
one even more atrocious. The price to be paid for
it would, no doubt, be a big one.
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The jury returned a verdict of guilty against
Magee ; but judgment was postponed till November.
In the interval O'Connell's speech was published in
pamphlet form, and so great was the interest created
by it that ten thousand copies were disposed of on
the day of publication. It wastranslated into French
and Spanish, and a copy in the latter language pre-
sented, it is said, to every member of the Cortes.
There was therefore little matter for wonder that
when Magee was called up for judgment, on 27th
November, the Attorney-General should have urged
the publication of the speech and Magee's approval
of it as an aggravation of his original offence. He
was still smarting under the recollection of O'Con-
nell's remorseless sarcasm, and in stating his case he
alluded to the language in which he had been ad-
dressed as the grossest outrage to public decency
that had occurred within the memory of man. For
could it, he asked, be for a moment supposed that it
was the right or privilege of acriminal brought to
trial towaive his own defence, and to turn the indict-
ment into an arraignment, an accusation, and an
attack upon the character of the prosecutor, and
that prosecutor the public officer of the law, whose
duty it was to prosecute his crime? For, supposing
the criminal should be able to find in his counsel an
accomplice of his crime, surely it could not be con-
tended that the counsel of that criminal could derive
any privilege from his own criminality. It was an
unfortunate expression if he did not mean to refer
to O'Connell as aparticipatorin Magee'scriminality.
Anyhow, O'Connell at once construed it in that sense,
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and, rising to reply, he said the Attorney-General had
done well to treasure up his resentment since July
in order to give utterance to it in a place which
prevented him administering the chastisement he
deserved.

" Eh! what is that you say ?" interrupted Justice
Daly.

" Take care what you say, sir!" exclaimed Justice
Osborne. " | warn you, | will not sit here and listen
to such a speech as that which | have seen reported.”

" Chastising the Attorney-General! " added Justice

Daly. " If a criminal information was applied for
on that word, we should be bound to grant it."
" My lords," said O'Connell, " | meant that else-

where thus assailed | should be carried away by my
feelings to do that which | should regret—to go be-
yond the law—to inflict corporal punishment for
that offence, which | am here ready, out of considera-
tion for the court, to pardon.”

"1 will take the opinion of the court,” retorted
Justice Osborne, " whether you shall not be com-
mitted."

“Now, Mr. O'Connell," interposed Justice Day,
pouring oil on the troubled surface, " do you not
perceive that, while you talk of suppressing those
feelings, you are actually indulging them? The
Attorney-General could not mean you offence in the
line of argument he pursued to enhance the punish-
ment of your client. It is unnecessary to throw off
or to repel aspersions that are not made."

"My lord," replied O'Connell, " | thank you. . . .
But what did the Attorney-General mean when he
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imputed to the advocate participation in the crime
of the client 2"

" We did not," said Justice Osborne, " understand
him to refer to you."

" 1 did not, my lords," the Attorney-Gener al assured
the court. " | certainly did not mean the gentleman.
To state that | did would be to misrepresent my
meaning, which had nothing to do with him."

Theadmission put an end to the controversy ; but
it did not prevent O'Connell, under colour of a legal
argument to show why the matter stated for aggra-
vation ought not to be allowed to affect his client,
from giving full vent to hisindignation at the At-
torney-General's attempt to bridle the independent
opposition of the Bar. And, indeed, so far as the
prosecution rested on political grounds, there can
hardly be any question that his attitude was sound
in principle. But the violence of his language, the
open sarcasms he levelled at the impartiality of
the Bench, were hardly calculated to improve the
cae of his client, and Magee, whose courage had
been damped by confinement in Kilmainham, with-
out consulting him instructed another of his counsel
to disavow his speech. The Attorney-General, how-
ever, refused to dissociate the client from his counsel,
and Magee was condemned to pay a fine of £500, to
go to prison for two years, and to find security for
his subsequent good behaviour, himself in £1000
and two others, each in £500.

Magee's conduct greatly distressed O'Connell, not
merely on personal grounds, though it was mortifica-
tion enough to have been disowned in public court,
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but more because of its probable effects on the
Catholic cause, as likely to increase " dissension
amongst the few who remain devoted in intention
and design, at least, to the unfortunate land of our
birth." That the Catholics had suffered a serious
reverse was certain, and the ill-feeling to which
O'ConnelFs stubborn opposition to the veto had
given rise was intensified by what was openly spoken
of as his mismanagement of Magee's case. So
strongly, indeed, did the current run against him,
that his friends felt it necessary to rally round him,
and in order to show their unabated confidence in
his leadership, to present him with a service of plate
of the value of a thousand guineas. In making the
presentation, John Finlay, a Protestant barrister, and
an ardent friend of the Catholics, referred in eulo-
gistic terms to O'Connell's unselfish devotion to the
cause of his fellow-countrymen, his unwearying ac-
tivity in their service, his consummate ability, and
his undaunted courage in repelling the attacks of
government on the independence of the Bar and the
liberty of the press. Power had attempted to put
him down ; it was their duty to support him. It had
been said, and said with great truth, that no man
had ever yoked his fortunes to the fate of Ireland
who had not been ruined by the connection. It was
their interest to uphold him—"aman spotless in the
relations of private life, matchless in the duties of
private friendship, beloved by every man who knows
him, and esteemed by all who have not a prejudice
or an interest in disliking him."

Adapting Scott's lines, he would say—



80

Danidl O'Connéll.

" Let him but stand, in spite of power,

A watchman on the lonely tower ;

His thrilling trump will rouse the land
When fraud or danger is at hand ;

By him, as by a beacon light,

The pilot must keep course aright.”

(1813



CHAPTER V.
DUELS AND DISAPPOINTMENTS.
1814-1820.

EA NWHIL E thebattle of the Securities con-
tinued to drag on its weary length. Both
sides, vetoists and anti-vetoists, had appealed

to the Pope, and early in the following year, 1814,
came the papal answer in the shape of a rescript
signed by the Vice-Prefect of the Propaganda, Mon-
signor Quarantotti, sanctioning the very Securities
which the Irish episcopacy had pronounced to be
incompatible with thediscipline of the Roman Catho-
lic Church. The vetoists were jubilant at the re-
sult ; the anti-vetoists depressed beyond measure.
"Isit true, sir," asked his servant of an old parish
priest, " that the Pope has turned Orangeman ? ™
What, indeed, could one think, now that the Pope
himself seemed to have deserted them and gone
over to the enemy ? But the feeling of depression,
if acute, was short-lived. On examination, it was
found that at the date affixed to Quarantotti's re-
script, 16th February, 1814, the Pope, Pius V11 .,
was still a prisoner in the hands of Napoleon at
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Fontainebleau. The discovery pointed away out of
the dilemma. What right, it was asked, had a mere
clerk of the Propaganda to settle a matter of such
grave importance on his own account ? They had
appealed to the Pope, not to his secretary ; the
Pope's signature was wanting, and in refusing to re-
gard the rescript as mandatory, the Irish Catholics
could not be charged with disobedience ; but there
was a strong feeling abroad that, even in the event
of the Pope assenting to the Securities, the Irish
would be justified, on national grounds, in disobey-
ing him.

" If the Pope himself,” exclaimed Purcell O'Gor-
man, at a meeting of Catholics on 19th May, "with
all his cardinals in full council, issued a bull to the
effect of the rescript, | should not obey it." When
the cheers that greeted his words had died away, he
added, " | suppose | should thereby cease to be a
Catholic?* " No, no!" shouted Doctor Droom-
goole, the Duigenan of the Catholic party. " |
am glad,"” resumed O'Gorman,—" | am glad that
I may resist the Pope and Council and still be a
member of the Catholic Church." The English
Catholics might do as they liked; but it was clear
that in Ireland matters had reached a point when it
might prove dangerous for the papacy to conspire
further with the English ministry in tryingto curtail
the independence of the Irish clergy. Nor were the
clergy themselves backward in asserting their na
tional rights. After a two days conference at
Maynooth, the bishops, on 27th May, unanim-
ously resolved that, having taken into their mature
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consideration the late rescript of the Vice-Prefect of
the Propaganda, they were fully convinced that it
was not mandatory.

As for O'Connell, there was no doubt as to his
opinion on the subject. He was, he prided him-
self, a Catholic from conviction; but had he been a
Protestant or a Presbyterian his objection to papal
interference in a matter of national importance
could not have been more determined. " | am,"
said he, " sincerely a Catholic; but | am not a Pa
pist, and | deny the doctrine that the Pope has any
temporal authority, directly or indirectly, in Ire-
land." He would not believe that any of their ven-
erated prelates could fail in their duty ; but should
they descend from their high station to become the
vile slaves of the clerks of the Castle, he would warn
them betimes to look to their masters for their sup-
port ; for the people would despise them, and would
communicate only with some holy priest who had
never bowed to the Dagon of power. This was
plain speaking with a vengeance, and it did not fail
to produce a salutary effect on the counsels of the
papacy. At the same time, however, it exasperated
those friends of Catholic emancipation in Parliament
who regarded the Securities as a harmless and neces-
sary concession to Protestant feeling in England, and
on presenting the Catholic petition, on 24th May,
Grattan announced that it was not his intention to
discuss its merits that session or to move any reso-
lution based upon it. For this decision he offered no
explanation ; it was, as O'Connell indignantly re-
marked, a barefaced " stet pro ratione voluntas'  Of
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course it was impossible to overlook his conduct,
and a meeting of the Catholic Board was hastily
summoned to consider the unexpected event, and to
decide on what steps it was necessary, under the
circumstances, to take. The hour of meeting had
arrived, and O'Connell was about to open the busi-
ness when a messenger from the Castle hastily en-
tered the room, holding in his hand a Government
proclamation ordering the immediate dissolution of
the Board.

The Attorney-General had done as he promised
he would do, and crushed the Board at his own good
time. He could not have found a more favourable
opportunity for his purpose. As O'Connell and his
handful of faithful adherents strolled up to his house
in Merrion Square to make arrangements for calling
together an aggregate meeting to discuss the situa-
tion, the prospect that confronted them was gloomy
in the extreme. Never, indeed, in the whole course
of the agitation had the situation seemed more
hopeless than it did at this moment. Distracted by
their own internal dissensions, disowned by their
Protestant supporters in Parliament, out-tricked at
Rome itself, robbed of the advocacy of the press,
and now, by the suppression of the Board, deprived
of their last means of constitutional agitation, the
Catholics might well seem an object of derision to
their enemies, and O'ConnelPs heart might well sink
within him as he read his own misery in the faces
of the few friends that still clung to him. Would
emancipation never be achieved ? Often and often
did he ask himself the question, and the answer
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was not always satisfactory even to his sanguine
nature.

Nevertheless, depressed and discouraged though
he was, he showed no outward sign of hesitation, and
his language in public was as hopeful as ever. His
very presence inspired confidence. Never, not even
in the great hour of triumph that awaited him, was
he more deserving of the admiration and love of his
countrymen than in the dark years that elapsed be-
tween the suppression of the Board and the founda-
tion of the Association. And it was with a feeling
of justifiable pride that he afterwards recalled how,
at a period when his minutes counted by the guinea,
when his emoluments were limited only by the ex-
tent of his physical and waking powers, when his
meals were shortened to the narrowest space, and
his sleep restricted to the earliest hours before the
dawn—at that period, and for more than twenty
years— there was no day that he did not devote
one to two hours, often much more, to the working
out of the Catholic cause, and that without receiving
or allowing the offer of any remuneration even for
the personal expenditure incurred in the agitation
of the cause itself; and how for four years he bore
the entire expenses of the Catholic agitation without
receiving the contribution of others to a greater
amount than £74 in the whole.

Grattan's refusal to advocate the Catholic claims
had the disastrous effect of stimulating the exertions
of their opponents, and among several petitions pre-
sented to Parliament hostile to their claims was one
emanating from the corporation of Dublin. The
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factirritated O'Connell, and at a meeting of Catholics
in January of the following year, 1815, he alluded to
the loss they had sustained by not having the sub-
ject discussed the previous session in Parliament,
adding that had it been otherwise they would not
then have seen " the beggarly corporation of Dub-
lin" anticipating their efforts by a petition of an
opposite tendency. The expression, one would have
thought, was harmless enough, and it is hard to con-
ceive why an individual member of the corporation
should have regarded it as personally applying to
himself. Yet this was precisely what one of them,
a Mr. D'Esterre, did. D'Esterre was a wholesale
provision dealer in Bachelor's Walk and a repre-
sentative of the guild of merchants. In early life he
had served as a petty officer in the fleet, and by his
courageous behaviour duringthe mutiny at the Nore
had acquired for himself a considerable reputation
for personal bravery. Moreover he was a man of
liberal sentiments, and had on more than one occa-
sion urged on his fellows of the corporation the
adoption of a more conciliatory attitude towards the
Roman Catholics, having even, it is said, opposed
the very petition which now raised O'Connell’s ire.
Unfortunately he was in rather embarrassed circum-
stances, and either because he hoped to improve his
position by attacking a man personally objectionable
to Government, or because in his sensitiveness to his
position he fell an easy victim to the insinuations of
more unscrupulous men, he thought proper to resent
O'CGnnelFs words as a direct attack on himself.
O'Connell's surprise on opening D'Esterre's letter
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requiring a retractation or explanation of the offen-
sive expression may be more easily imagined than
described.  Retractation was of course out of the
question, and all that he felt it incumbent on him to
say by way of explanation was that, while the cor-
poration doubtless contained many estimable indi-
viduals, the conduct of the corporation itself was so
notoriously hostile to the Catholics that their private
opinions must necessarily be confounded in the acts
of the general body. This explanation did not
satisfy D'Esterre; but instead of taking the course
usual in such cases he despatched another letter,
which, however, O'Connell returned unread. This
was on Friday, 27th January. Three days elapsed
without D'Esterre's taking any further step ; but
on Tuesday a rumour got abroad that he was go-
ing to horsewhip O'Connell. The whole town was
excited over the affair, especially when it turned
out that D'Esterre had actually appeared in the
Four Courts with awhip in his hand, but had failed
to find O'Connell. As for the latter, he continued
to go about his business as usual, though attended
by a large concourse of well-wishers determined to
see fair play on D'Esterre's part. The comedy lasted
the whole day; but in the evening Justice Day in-
terfered in his magisterial capacity, and exacted a
promise from O'Connell that he would on no ac-
count be the aggressor. Early next morning, how-
ever, Sir Edward Stanley, acting as D'Esterre's
friend, called on O'Connell, and was by him referred
to Major MacNamara, who promptly fixed the-hour
of meeting for half-past three o'clock that afternoon.
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The snow was falling slightly as O'Connell and
his friends rolled out of Dublin on their way to the
appointed place of meeting at Bishop's Court, about
twelve miles from the city. They reached the
ground precisely at three; an hour passed away be-
fore D'Esterre and his friends arrived, and forty
minutes more elapsed before the combatants were
placed in position. In the interval D'Esterre took
occasion to say that his quarrel with O'Connell was
not of a religious nature, and that he had no animos-
ity whatever against the Catholics or their leaders.
Both he and O'Connell appeared cool and collected.
Each was provided with a case of pistols to use at
discretion.  D'Esterre fired first, but the click of
O'Connell's pistol followed almost instantly, and
D'Esterre was seen to fall to the ground. Medical
attendance was at hand, and, honour having been
satisfied, O'Connell and his friendswithdrew. Mean-
while, it had been rumoured in Dublin that O'Con-
nell had been killed, and fears being entertained lest
the mob might exact personal vengeance on D'Es-
terre, a body of cavalry was hastily despatched
to the spot. When the truth became known, it
caused a tremendous revulsion of feeling; the
joy of the populace was unbounded, bonfires were
lighted in the streets and continued blazing till
midnight.

D'Esterre's wound was not at first expected to
prove fatal. But on returning home O'Connell be-
trayed great uneasiness as to his fate. " | fear he is
dead,” heremarked; " but | fired low, and the ball
must have entered near the thigh." His apprehen-
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sions were verified. Next day D'Esterre expired in
great agony. The sad issue of the duel greatly dis-
tressed O'Connell, and anticipating legal proceedings
he retained Richard, afterwards Baron, Pennefather,
to defend him ; but the courtesy of the dead man's
friends relieved him from anxiety in that respect.
He himself was equal in generosity, and knowing
that the death of her husband had plunged Mrs.
D'Esterre in poverty, he offered to settle a handsome
annuity on her, or rather, as he himself said, " to
share hisincome with her." The offer was declined,
but he prevailed on a daughter of the deceased to
accept an annuity from him, which was regularly
paid till his death, and at a later period he had the
satisfaction of rendering valuable legal service to the
widow herself. But time strengthened rather than
diminished the remorse he felt for D'Esterre's fate,
and the recollection of it is said, by those who knew
him best, to have cast a shadow over his whole sub-
sequent life. From that time forward people noticed
that whenever he had occasion to pass D'Esterre's
house in Bachelor's Walk he would raise his hat and
move his lips in silent prayer. Subsequently he be-
came so impressed with the wickedness as well as
the folly of duelling as to register a vow never to
fight another. From this resolve no reflection on
his personal courage could ever move him, and there
can be little doubt that his example did much to
discourage the practice amongst public men.

At the time, however, though greatly distressed
at what had happened, he had come to no such resol-
ution, and he had hardly emerged from his affair of
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honour with D'Esterre than he became involved in
another with Peel. Robert Peel was Chief Secretary
to the Lord Lieutenant. He was barely twenty-
seven years old, and still retained much of that ex-
treme sensitiveness which, when a schoolboy, had
driven him amile out of hisway rather than encounter
therude jests of the Bury lads. His appointment to
the Irish secretaryshipin 1812 heowedtoLordLiver-
pool, who had been so favourably impressed by his
speech in defence of the Walcheren expedition as to
make him his private secretary. In recommending
him to the then Lord Lieutenant, the Duke of Rich-
mond, Liverpool, after referring to the official expe-
rience he had acquired during the two years he had
served under him in the Secretary of State's office,
dwelt on his academic attainments, his good temper,
great frankness, and openness of manners as likely to
render his appointment both acceptable and advant-
ageous to the lrish government. That one so young
should, after having served so limited an apprentice-
ship, and with no more knowledge of Ireland than he
derived from the fact that he happened by an accid-
ent to represent the borough of Cashel, have been
judged capable of filling so responsible an office as
that of Chief Secretary speaks volumes for the con-
temptuous disregard with which Ireland was treated
by English statesmen during the early years of the
Union. True, Pitt had become Prime Minister of
England at an equally early age; but men had
laughed derisively and not altogether without reason
at the appointment. How would 'they have laughed
had Peel been made either Secretary of War or First
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Lord of the Treasury ! But Chief Secretary for Ire-
land—that was a post for which the most mediocre
talents only were required. In England mistakes
and incompetency counted for something. In Ireland
it was otherwise. Ireland had ever been the country
of experiments, and there a man might try his 'pren-
tice hand in the art of statesmanship without fear of
censure or of risking his future career.

So at least it seemed to O'Connell, and in the bit-
terness of his resentment at the slight placed on his
country he seldom, as we have seen, lost ah oppor-
tunity of venting his spleen on Peel. Nothing,
indeed, could excuse the intemperateness of his
language except the fact that he saw in Peel opposi-
tion to the most elementary liberties of his country
personified. His sneers and sarcasms no doubt went
home ; but the haughty indifference with which the
Chief Secretary met them galled him to madness. A
report that Peel had spoken derogatorily of him in
the House of Commons filled his cup of indignation
to overflowing, and at an aggregate meeting on 29th
August he retaliated by saying:

" | am told he has in my absence, and in a place where
he was privileged from any account, grossly traduced me.
| said at the last meeting, and in the presence of the note-
takers of the police, who are paid by him, that he was too
prudent to attack me in my presence. | se the same
police informers here now, and | authorise them carefully
to report these my words : that Mr. Peel would not dare,
in my presence and in any place where hewas liable to
personal account, to use a single expression derogatory
to my interest or my honour,"
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The attack was too direct to be overlooked by
Peel, and the following day Sir Charles Saxton, at his
request, waited on O'Connell for an explanation.
Being satisfied that nolegal prosecution wasintended,
O'Connell admitted that he had been accurately re-
ported, whereupon Saxton stated that he was author-
ised to say that Peel had said nothing in his speeches
concerning him which he did not unequivocally avow
and hold himself responsible for. " In that case"
replied O'Connell, " | consider it incumbent on me
to send afriend to Mr. Peel." But the friend chosen
by him, Mr. George Lidwill, a Protestant gentleman
and a noted duellist, did not happen to take the
same view of the situation as his principal, and hav-
ing in the course of an interview with Sir Charles
Saxton elicited theimportant fact that Peel had never
in his speeches in Parliament spoken disrespectfully
of O'Connell, he gave it as his opinion that, as the
insult had originated with the latter he could not
likewise be the challenger. Saxton reminded him
that this was not O'Connell'sopinion; but Lidwill
was not to be moved from his position, and declared
that if O'Connell insisted on sending a message to
Peel he must decline to act in the matter.

It thus happened that, while both parties waited
for a message, no message was sent by either, and
Saxton, supposing that O'Connell was trying to slip
out of the business, sent an account of the affair to
Saturday evening's Correspondent. When O'Connell,
in turning over the paper, came across this letter his
indignation passed all bounds, and sitting down he
penned a most abusive letter to Carriers Post,
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directly charging Peel and Saxton with resorting to
" a paltry trick,” and with having " ultimately pre-
ferred a paper war." His letter, of course, brought
matters to a crisis, and an hour or two after its
appearance came a politely worded request from the
Chief Secretary to appoint a friend to make arrange-
ments with Colonel Brown for an early meeting.
Lidwill having in the meanwhile become personally
involved with Saxton, O'Connell turned to his old
friend, Richard Newton Bennett. But thereports in
the newspapers had by this time so alarmed Mrs.
O'Connell that, fearing for her husband's life, she
sent privately, after he had retired to rest, to the
sheriff, who, returning with two police officers, gave
him then and there into custody with instructions to
remain in his bedroom all night. Almost at the
same time Lidwill was placed under arrest, and both
he and O'Connell bound over in heavy penalties to
keep the peace.

O'Connell's position was now an extremely dis-
agreeable one, especially as the papers had taken the
matter up, and were keenly discussing the relative
merits of him and Peel. A meeting in Ireland being
out of the question, it was arranged that they should
proceed by different routes to the continent and
settle their difference abroad. Ostend was named as
the place of rendezvous, and Peel, setting off at once,
had already been there several days, practising, Irish
imagination had it, at an ace of hearts, when the news
reached him that O'Connell had been arrested in
London. The arrest this time was at the instance
of James Becket, Under-Secretary of State, a friend



94 Danidl 0" Connell. [1814-

of Peel's, and O'Connell, bound over in heavy
penalties to keep the peace, returned to Ireland. It
was a wholly unsatisfactory conclusion to a wholly
unsatisfactory affair. The original offender had
been O'Connell himself, but the responsibility of
pushing matters to extremities must rest entirely
with Saxton. He and Lidwill met on the continent
and exchanged shots, the latter firing in the air, say-
ing that he had no personal grievance against his
opponent.

Ten years later, when emancipation seemed likely
to be conceded by Parliament, O'Connell, in order to
conciliate Peel, tendered him an apology through
Bennett. In acknowledging it, Peel said that time
and the consciousness that he had done all in his
power to procure honourable reparation " had re-
moved all feelings of personal hostility and resent-
ment, to which a deep sense of injury might at first
have givenrise. Had any such feelings survived, the
intention of Mr. O'Connell in making the communica-
tion which he had recently made could not have
failed completely to have extinguished them." It
was an honourable and manly step on O'Connell's
part; but when the fact leaked out, public opinion
in Ireland charged him with "crouching' to the
most implacable and dangerous enemy of the Catholic
cause. To this charge O'Connell replied :

" There was, | know it well, personal humiliation in
taking such a step. But isnot thisa subject upon which
I merit humiliation ? Yes, let me be sneered at and let
me be censured, even by the generous and respected ; |
do not shrink from this humiliation. He who feels



18203 Duels and Disappointments. 95

conscious of having outraged the law of God ought to feel
a pleasure in the avowal of his deep and lasting regret"”

Meanwhile, to revert to public affairs, the aggre-
gate meeting, which had been called to consider the
situation into which the affairs of the Catholics had
been thrown by the refusal of Grattan to advocate
their claims, and the dissolution of the Catholic
Board, met on 11th June, 1814, and passed certain
formal resolutions. But the attendance was thin,
and the prevailing air was one of apathy and indif-
ference. Indeed, so long as the Securities question
remained unsettled it was hopeless to look for any
decided action. So far as Quarantottfs rescript was
concerned, the remonstrance of the Irish episcopacy
had been successful in inducing the Pope to recall
it; but what direction his Holiness's final decision
might take it was impossible to predict. The ques-
tion of petitioning Parliament in the following ses
sion did something, however, to stir the smouldering
ashes into afeeble flame. At ameetingin Lord Fin-
gars drawing room, on 10th January, 1815, Richard
Lalor Sheil, rising into fame as a dramatic writer
and the one eloquent mouthpiece of the vetoists,
submitted awell-written petition. The only objec-
tion to it was that it was too servile in tone, and held
out a hope of compromise on the Securities diffi-
culty. The influence of O'Connell was sufficient to
secure its rejection, and to obtain the appointment
of a committee, of which he was one, to frame a
suitable petition. But the same difference of opin-
ion manifested itself in the committee as had shown
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itself in the meeting, and after a second futile effort
at unanimity it was resolved simply that a petition
should be presented, leaving it open to discussion
what that petition should be and also as to whom it
should be offered for presentation. After some hesita-
tion it was agreed to call upon their old friends, Lord
Donoughmore and Grattan. The former responded
cordially, but the latter would only consent to pro-
mote their claims on his own conditions, viz., of
qualified emancipation. His attitude was severely
censured by O'Connell at an adjourned meeting of
Catholics on 15th February. He did not, he de
clared, dispute or question Grattan's integrity or his
high honour; but, humble as he was in talents and
station compared with him, he did dispute his judg-
ment and was prepared to demonstrate how mistaken
he was.

In the meantime, in order to keep the flame of
agitation alive, O'Connell had started a new society
having its headquarters in Capel Street, and calling
itself the Catholic Association—the precursor of the
more famous one of the same name. In founding it
every care had been taken to steer clear of the Con-
vention Act. No chair had been taken, no proposi-
tion submitted, no instructions offered, no speech
delivered ; but every gentleman who chose to belong
to it entered his name in a book which the secretary
held open daily from eleven till three. It was, in
effect, the suppressed Board revived under a new
name. To this society O'Connell now proposed to
assgn the task of finding some member of the
House of Commons willing to support their claim
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for unqualified emancipation. Such a member was
found in the person of Sir Henry Parnell; but on
moving the House to go into committee on the
Catholic claims on 31st May he was defeated by a
majority of eighty-one.

Clearly nothing was to be hoped for in England
or in Ireland until the Securities difficulty had been
settled. Acting in this belief O'Connell drew up or
inspired a " humble address and remonstrance of the
Roman Catholics of Ireland to his Holiness, Pope
Pius VII.," embodying the fears, desires, and deter-
minations of the anti-vetoists. Coming from his
pen, the address was hardly to be called a " hum-
ble" remonstrance; on the contrary, it conveyed
to his Holiness, in pretty forcible language, that
the Catholics of Ireland would submit to no " in-
terference" on his part, or that " of any other for-
eign prelate, state, or potentate in the control of
our temporal conduct or the arrangement of our
political concerns,” and concluded with a fervent
hope that his Holiness would see his way to gratify
his most devoted children in avoiding the machi-
nations of their enemies, " and thereby perpetu-
ate by indissoluble bonds the spiritual connexion,
which has been so long maintained between the see
of Rome and the Roman Catholics of Ireland,"—
otherwise they " would still proceed in the course
which practice and persecution have tried and
proved." The memorial was transmitted to Rome,
but after a long delay it was finally rejected by the
Pope, on the ground that the laity had no business

to interfere in matters held to be purely ecclesiastical.
7
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The result might have been expected, consider-
ing the paramount influence of Cardinal Gonsalvi
in the councils of the papacy. But the miscarriage
of the address greatly animated the vetoists, and at
ameeting at Lord Trimleston's apetition embodying
their views was signed and transmitted to Grattan
and Lord Donoughmore for presentation to Par-
liament. The petition was presented by Grattan on
15th May, 1816, as was also another praying for un-
conditional emancipation by Sir H. Parnell on behalf
of the anti-vetoists, but a proposal to resolve itself
into a committee for the consideration of the penal
lawswas defeated by thirty-one votes. Thedivision
was more favourable than that of the preceding
year ; but circumstances had changed. The banish-
ment of Napoleon, and the restoration of peace to
Europe, had introduced a new element into domestic
politics. Whatever necessity there might have been
so long as the war lasted of conciliating the Catho-
lics, no longer existed. Men were weary of the sub-
ject, and were glad of any excuse to let it drop.
Nor was the feeling of apathy confined to England,
In Ireland vetoists and anti-vetoists were tired of the
struggle,—of this constant enacting the part of the
Sisyphus, and sank back into hopeless indifference.

To O'Connell it was a period of harassing care and
anxiety. He could see for himself that the Catholic
peasantry, the bulk of the nation, whose cause he
had made his own, showed little interest one way or
another.  Rent, tithes, taxes—these were the things
that concerned them, not emancipation, qualified or
unqualified. What mattered it to them whether
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Roman Catholics sat in Parliament or not ? Roman
Catholic landlords were no better than their Pro-
testant neighbours, often even worse. Men of wealth
and position might find it to their advantage to sit in
Parliament ; their priests told them that emancipa-
tion was a good thing; but on the whole they did
not care a farthing about it, any more than they had
done about the Union. A deplorable state of affairs,
no doubt; but facts and the ordinary conditions of
life are stubborn things. People who have to fight
for their daily bread do not get excited over seatsin
Parliament till seats in Parliament mean something
to them individually — higher wages, better living,
and less tyranny. Naturally, they shouted them-
selves hoarse when anyone, especially O'Connell,
dilated on their grievances— on the iniquity of the
penal laws which excluded them from the full rights
of citizenship. But what Irishman, or, for the matter
of that, what Englishman, is ever without his griev-
ance, real or imaginary? The wonder is not so
much that it took twenty-nine years to obtain eman-
cipation, as that anyone should have been found
capable of stirring a nation into enthusiasm over it.
For, after all, emancipation was not such a vital
question as was the repeal of the corn-laws, for ex-
ample. That it was a grievance no one can gainsay;
but it was a grievance which affected avery limited
classonly, and might have been as easily redressed in
1800 as it was in 1829. Circumstances rather than
his own free choice had driven O'Connell into the
fray, but, having taken up his stand, nothing could
induce him to withdraw, nothing could damp his
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ardour. Victory crowned his devotion in the end
at a price which it took half a century to repair.
But the balance was on his side, for in the struggle
he had called a nation into existence. The victory
itself was nothing: the ulterior results everything.

M eantime, he stood alone. Except for himself and
the secretary, scarcely anyone troubled the commit-
tee rooms in Capel Street with their presence, and
having to pay the rent out of his own pocket he
moved the Association into less pretentious premises
in Crow Street. All this time his business in the
law courts had been steadily increasing. But despite
his rising income, he was already encumbered with
debts of one sort or another, due largely to the fact
that very early in his career he had become surety
for an insolvent friend, while the expenses of main-
taining the agitation pressed heavily upon him.
Habitually careless in money matters, money had
thus become to him an absolute necessity, and the
strain on his working powers was immense. A letter
written to him by his wife on nth April, 1817, during
the Cork assizes, is worth quoting:

" My dearest Love," she writes, " | wish to God you
could contrive to get out of court for a quarter of an
hour during the middle of the day, to take a bowl of
soup or a snack of some kind. Surely, though you may
not be able to go to a tavern, could not James get any-
thing you wished for from the Bar mess at your lodgings
which is merely a step from the Court House? Do, my
heart, try to accomplish this: for really, | am quite un-
happy to have you fasting from an early hour in the
morning until nine or ten o'clock at night. | wish |
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was with you, to make you take care of yourself. | am
quite sure there is not another barrister on circuit would
go through half the fatigue you do without taking
necessary nourishment."

That year, 1817, no petition was presented to Par-
liament. But Grattan, understanding that there was
a prospect of uniting parties in Ireland by a quasi-
compromise, under the name of " domestic nom-
ination," whereby the Pope's selection to Irish
bishoprics was to be restricted to a list of candi-
dates forwarded to him from the prelates of the
province and clergy of the vacant diocese, moved
the reading of the petition of the previous year, and
on 9th May divided the House on the subject of the
Catholic claims, when 221 voted for and 245 against
the motion to go into committee. The division at-
tracted scarcely any attention in Ireland. However,
at an aggregate meeting on 3d July, a resolution was
passed to reorganise the Catholic Board, consisting
of the members of the former body, the old Catholic
Committee, and the short-lived Association. The
Board held its first meeting on the 12th, and entered
into resolutions for greater activity against the veto
and in favour of " domestic nomination." But it
proved as helpless as its predecessor to stimulate
public opinion, and in view of the anticipated general
election, in the summer of the following vyear,
1818, no petition was framed for presentation to
Parliament.

Month after month thus passed idly away: all in-
terest in the subject seemed to have expired. To
deepen the general despondency, Ireland was visited
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by one of those periodical famines which engrave
themselves so deeply in the popular memory as to
serve for a starting-point from which to date events,
until the remembrance of the former has been obliter-
ated in the recurrence of another similar visitation.
Theharvest of 1817 had proved an almost total failure.
The potato crop, to which nearly half the population
looked for its sustenance, had rotted in the ground.
What had escaped, the tithe-proctor had seized.
Close in the wake of famine came pestilence; and
death, in the form of typhus, mowed down the starv-
ing peasantry by thousands. Hardly a village in the
whole length and breadth of the land escaped its
visitation. Crowds of half-naked, emaciated beings
wandered disconsolately about from town to town,
seeking work and finding none, but spreading the
disease wherever they went. The roadsides were
lined with sick and dying, and not the poor and
starving only — strong men and women in the full
vigour of life fell beforeits ravages. Doctors, nurses,
priests, engaged in the tender ministrations of their
offices, caught the infection and died at their posts.
The very air reeked contagion. Even the hand of
agrarian outrage was paralysed. The visitation was
too appalling, and men, women, and children per-
ished in droves in pitiable, Oriental-like apathy and
silence.

In England the state of Ireland awoke only a pass-
ing thrill of horror. England had her own troubles
to bear. Since the conclusion of the great war she
had passed through a period of intense economic
distress. Neither agriculturists nor manufacturers
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could find work for the extra hands that war prices
had called into existence. Riots, incendiarism,
bloodshed, and conspiracies, followed by the suspen-
sion of the Habeas Corpus Act, were the conse-
qguence. How different ! how much better than in
Ireland, where men perished without a struggle, and
almost without a moan! France, it was true, had
been conquered; but French ideas—the ideas un-
derlying the French Revolution—had taken root, and
were germinating in England. Men studied Vol-
taire and Rousseau; they studied Adam Smith, and
a strong reaction set in among the thinking class
against arbitrary government. Nowhere was the
feeling stronger than amongst the artisans of the
north of England, with whom a radical reform of
Parliament was the first and most essential article of
their political creed.

The movement interested O'Connell. Granted a
reform of Parliament, the abolition of rotten bor-
oughs, and a redistribution of seats, there could
hardly, he thought, be any question as to the success
of Catholic emancipation. Already, in January, 1817,
he had assisted at the formation in Dublin of a
society of " Friends of Reform in Parliament/*
Though short-lived, the society had the effect of
stimulating the expression of liberal opinion in fa-
vour of the Catholics, and on 3d May, 1819, Grattan
had the satisfaction of presenting eight Roman
Catholic and five Protestant petitions in favour of
the Catholic claims. It was the last time he ad-
dressed the House in their behalf. It was an impress-
ive speech, and his motion that the House should
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resolve itself into committee was defeated by only
two votes.

O'Connell wasjubilant at the result. In December,
1818, he had protested that if he had to petition
alone he would not let another session go by in
ignominious silence, and now not only had the
Catholics made themselves heard, but Protestant
opinion had backed up their claims. Not one word
had been said about the veto. The next session
must surely, in his opinion, see them emancipated.
" Whose fault,” he wrote to O'Conor Don, on
21st November,

"will it be if we are not emancipated this session ? |
think our own. One grand effort now ought to emanci-
pate us, confined, as it should be exclusively, to our own
guestion. After that | would, | acknowledge, join the
reformers, hand as well as heart, unless they do now
emancipate. By they, of course | mean the Parliament.
| intend instantly to st the cause in motion

| came to town only yesterday, and already | have many
irons in the fire to raise the blaze which should lead us
to victory."

His energy, indeed, was amazing. Next day he
published a long address to the Catholics of Ireland.
"The period,” he wrote,

" is at length arrived when we may ascertain and place
beyond any doubt whether it be determined that we are
for ever to remain a degraded and inferior class in our
nativeland . . . The session of Parliament com-
mences in one short month . . . Let us then,
my countrymen, meet; let us prepare our petitions ; let
those petitions be numerous ; let them be unanimous and
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confined to the single object of emancipation

You will be told you should despise emancipation as a
minor and unworthy consideration and join the almost
universal cry of reform. Do not be carried away by any
such incitement. No man is more decidedly a friend to
reform than | am. In theory, | admit the right to universal
suffrage, and | admit that curtailing the duration of
Parliament would be likely to add to its honesty. Nay,
| am ready to go to the fullest practical length to obtain
parliamentary reform. But we have a previous duty
to perform: a favourable opportunity now presents
itself to add to the general stock of liberty by obtain-
ing our emancipation, and the man would, in myjudg-
ment, be a fase patriot who, for the chance of an
uncertain reform, would fling away the present most
propitious moment to realize a most important and
almost certain advantage."

The petitions were unanimously entrusted to the
aged statesman, Henry Grattan. But the hand of
death was upon him as he sailed for England amid
the acclamations and tears of the large assembly
that had congregated together on the quay to bid
him " God-speed." It was a solemn journey, for
the hopes of the Catholics beat high; and each one
prayed that it might be granted to him, who through
good and ill report had fought for their freedom, to
achieve the long-wished-for victory. But it was
otherwise ordained. On 4th June, 1820, a few days
after reaching London, Grattan died.

"Oh!" exclaimed O'Connell, "I should exhaust the
dictionary three times told ere | could enumerate the
virtues of Grattan. . . . Hislife, to the very period
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of hislatest breath, has been spent in his country's ser-
vice, and he died, | may even say, a martyr in her cause.
Who shall now prate to me of religious animosity ? To
any such | will answer by pointing to his honoured
tomb, and | will say, ' There sleeps a man, a member of
the Protestant community, who died in the cause of his
Catholic fellow-countrymen.' "
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RATTAN'S death was a grievous disappoint-
ment to the Catholics, particularly to those
who, with O'Connell, had sanguinely ex-

pected a favourable reception of their claims by Par-
liament. The difficulty was to find a substitute for
him. Two names suggested themselves, that of Mr.,
afterwards Lord, Plunket and that of Maurice Fitz-
gerald, Knight of Kerry. Plunket was undoubtedly
by far the abler man; but his attitude in regard to
the veto was even less satisfactory than Grattan's had
been, and it was, in O'Connell's opinion, in the high-
et degree unwise to place themselves unreservedly
in his hands. At his suggestion, it was therefore
resolved to send a deputation to sound him on the
point, and in the event of his reply proving unsatis-
factory, to transfer their petition to the Knight of
Kerry. Plunket met the deputation in a friendly
manner, expressed his willingness to agitate their
claims, but gave it as his opinion that some sort of
conditions or securities were both just and necessary.
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Under the circumstances, it was clearly the duty of
the Committee to have reported in favour of entrust-
ing the management of the Catholic claims to the
Knight of Kerry. Instead of doing o, they resolved,
by the casting vote of the chairman, to refer them-
slves unreservedly to Plunket's guidance. Their
conduct irritated and alarmed O'Connell, who lost
no time in denouncing their proceeding as wholly
wrong and unjustifiable. As it was, he might, to
use a popular phrase, have saved his breath to cool
his porridge. For neither the House of Lords, that
could listen for weeks to the nasty revelations con-
nected with the divorce of George |V., nor the
House of Commons, that was ready to adjourn from
week to week at the convenience of the ministry,
could find time to discuss the grievances of five mil-
lions of Irishmen. That sesson no Catholic petition
was presented to Parliament, and thus, as O'Connell
indignantly exclaimed, " has the best opportunity |
have ever known of pressing emancipation on the
ministry been thrown away and lost for ever."

Under the circumstances it only remained to fall
back on the alternative he had previously suggested
of joining the reformers, hand and heart. Accord-
ingly, on 1s January, 1821, in a "Letter to the
Catholics of Ireland/' he urged that they should no
longer petition for emancipation, but for reform of
Parliament. It was time they should be weary of
swelling the ranks of those

" Who yearly kneel before their masters doors,
And hawk their wrongs, as beggars do their sores”
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It was usdess— worse than usdess—to petition a
Parliament of virtual representatives for liberty — to
be again rejected and mocked by the trickery of a
debate, and insulted by an unreasoning majority.
L et them cease their separate and exclusive labours.
Let them endeavour to amalgamate the Catholic,
the Protestant, the Presbyterian, the Dissenter, the
Methodist, the Quaker, into the Irishman; and, for-
getting their own individual wrongs, call upon Irish-
men of every description to combine in a noble
struggle for the natural and inherent rights of their
wretched country. Let their future purpose be the
abolition of that faction which had plunged England
in war, in debt, in distress, and involved Ireland in
all the miseries of the Union. Let them not enter
into any quarrels asto the particular mode of reform ;
but let them be always governed by that principle
of the constitution which justifies taxation upon the
ground of consent ; so that, without a solecism in
constitutional law, no man should be taxed who is
not represented.

It was, it must be confessed, a curiously weak and
inconclusive argument, clearly showing that O'Con-
nell wastrying rather to convince himself than speak-
ing his entire conviction of the wisdom of the step
he was taking. Naturally his pronouncement at-
tracted general attention, and was sharply com-
mented upon, especially in vetoistic circles. Of this
feeling Sheil made himself the spokesman. In his
"Answer to Mr. O'Connell's Address,” he had no
difficulty in pointing out the weak pointsin hisargu-
ment—indeed, they lay on the surface. But
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O'Connell's suggestion had at least the merit of sin-
cerity, which Sheil's counterblast did not possess. It
was, however, an extremely clever production, and set
forth the argument of the vetoists in its strongest
aspect. O'Connell treated it with withering sarcasm.

"He was at a loss," he wrote, " to know how he had
provoked the 'tragic wrath and noble ire of this iambic
rhapsodist.’” Nothing, it seemed to him, so unprovoked
had ever appeared in the annals of causdess incivility.
Mr. Sheil had set out in a passion, and preserved the
consistency of his rageto the end. He reminded him of
a gentleman who was so very angry an atheist that it was
not safe for a believer to address him without prefacing
his remark,—' Mr.——, | do not mean you any personal
offence, but | really believe in the existence of a Deity/
So he had to say to Mr. Sheil, ' Sir, | do not mean you
any insult,—indeed | do not,— but yet | am fervently,
aye, and disinterestedly, attached to my religion, to my
country, and to liberty." Mr. Sheil was, no doubt, in his
own opinion, adiamond of the first water. He was heartily
welcome to sparkle at his expense ; but he implored him,
with all the earnestness of the plainest prose, to refrain
from his sneering sarcasms against the long-suffering and
very wretched people of Ireland."

To be treated as a meddlesome nobody hardly
suited SheiKs notions of his own importance, and it
was with some difficulty that he was dissuaded by
his friend, the younger Curran, from demanding
personal satisfaction from the man he had attacked.
But it seemed as if he was going to reap a sweeter
revenge than even awell directed bullet could have
afforded him, in the fulfilment of hisprophecy. The
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retirement of Canning from the ministry, on which
O'Connell had laid particular emphasis, had not, it
appeared, weakened the Catholic cause, for on 28th
February the House of Commons determined by
amajority of six votes to resolve itself into commit-
tee for the consideration of the Catholic claims.
But the appearance of Plunket's Bills confirmed
O'Connell's worst suspicions. Not only were the
Catholics specially excluded from the highest offices
in the State, but securities and conditions were pro-
nounced to be absolutely indispensable. O'Connell
was at Limerick on circuit when the text of the Bills
reached him. The situation, in his opinion, was
critical in the extreme. The Bills appealed to the
vetoists; they might pass both Houses, be sanc-
tioned by the sovereign, and the last condition of
the Catholics prove worse than their first. Without
a moment's loss of time he sat down and penned
another address to the Catholics, warning them
against the insidious nature of the relief offered
them. His intention was to pass a searching criti-
cism on the two Bills. With the first he was soon
ready. It was, he admitted, really an Emancipation
Bill. Had it stood alone it would have given un-
qualifiedrelief; and such unqualified relief, even with-
out being half so extensive, would have been a source
of lively and permanent gratitude. But it was
otherwise when he came to examine its companion :
" Beyond comparison more strictly, literally, and
emphatically a penal and persecuting Bill than any
or all the statutes passed in the darkest and most
bigoted periods of the reigns of Queen Anne or of
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the first two Georges." The letter, written in the
intervals of professional duty, was published in por-
tions, but it was never finished. Before it was com-
pleted help came to him from an unexpected quarter.
After passing the House of Commons, on 16th April,
the measure was rejected on its first reading in the
House of Lords.

"What is to be done now?" wrote O'Connell to
O'Conor Don, with a side-glance at Sheil and his
friends. " Even the vetoists must admit that Se-
curities do us no good, because we are kicked out
as unceremoniously with them as without them."”
The announcement that George |1V. would visit
Ireland that summer came like a heaven-sent answer
to his question. It was thefirst time for more than
a century that their sovereign had thought it worth
his while to visit Ireland : it was the first time since
the Conquest that their sovereign had come to them
as a messenger of peace. The announcement was
received with infinite satisfaction, not merely by that
class which always feels a delight in sunning itself
in the rays of royalty, but by the nation at large.
What benefits might not be expected to accrue from
hisvisit to poor, distracted, down-trodden Ireland—
the Cinderella of the family! Into the reasons of it
they did not stop to inquire. It was sufficient that
their sovereign was coming. The heart of the nation
thrilled at the good news. A great wave of loyalty
swept the land from one end to the other. For
the nonce Orangeman and Catholic agreed to lay
aside their feud and unite in giving their sovereign
a unanimous welcome. The corporation of Dublin
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set the way, and O'Connell on his side responded
heartily, hoping that it might prove a step towards
the realisation of his dream, when Catholic and
Protestant, Orangeman and Ribbonman, should be
merged in the Irishman.

Nevertheless the compromise, if such it may be
called, was not accomplished without considerable
friction. Neither the prospect of the King's visit,
nor the promise given by the Lord Mayor in the
name of the corporation, could restrain the Orange-
men from celebrating the 12th of July in the time-
honoured fashion of dressing the statue of King
William in College Green. Their conduct exasper-
ated the Catholics, and it required all O'Connell's
tact to prevent them from retaliating with a hostile
resolution. By ventingtheirindignationthey would,
he declared, lose the vantage-ground on which they
stood. Their enemies averred that they did nothing
to conciliate. He might be called an "unhappy
man,” but he confessed he still hailed with joy the
day on which the Lord Mayor of Dublin, the deputy
grand-master of the Orangemen, made a peace-offer-
ing to the Catholics of Ireland. The admission
might expose him to ridicule, but he was weak
enough to wish to see those distinctions, which had
been the curse of his country, sunk in the single
name of Irishman, and he was credulous enough to
think that a consummation so devoutly to be desired
was by no means impossible. Mr. Sheil wanted to
address the Castle. By all means let him do so. He
would find ample redress! The statue would never
be dressed again and the Catholics never again be
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insulted ! Perhaps they might also be told that the
courts of law were open to them; perhaps, too,
the Attorney-General might express his opinion on
the illegality of Orange associations and extol the
immense loyalty of the Catholics! In the end, it was
unanimously resolved " That notwithstanding the un-
provoked insult which has been offered to public
feeling by the decoration of the statue in College
Green, as a tribute of our homage to his Majesty, we
shall avoid, by any remonstrance to Government, an
interruption of that harmony to which we are anxious
to contribute/'

On 12th August George |V . landed at Howth
amid the booming of cannons and the clashing of
bells. That night Dublin was illuminated; fires
blazed in the streets, and lights shone from every
window, not the least brilliantly lighted being
O'Connell's own residence. The news of Queen
Caroline's death interrupted the festivities for several
days; but on 17th August the King entered Dublin
in state. As the royal cortege, slowly winding its
way from the viceregal lodge past Phibsborough,
through Eccles Street and Cavendish Row, passed
under the triumphal arch, at the top of Sackville
Street, that marked the bounds of the city proper,
a stupendous spectacle broke upon the monarch's
gaze. The whole of that magnificent thoroughfare,
from the ground to the roofs of the houses, seemed
alive with human beings. Not awindow was empty,
not a single coign of vantage, not the architrave it-
self of the post-office, nor the very capstan on which
rested the statue of Nelson, was vacant. And if the
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street, as a wit remarked, was badly paved, at any
rate it was well flagged. Shout upon shout rent the
airastheKing, standing in his carriage, and evidently
profoundly moved at the unexpected warmth of his
reception, bowed to right and left, pointing now to
his heart, now to the large bunch of shamrock he
wore in his hat. Crossing Carlisle Bridge a similar
ovation awaited him in Dame Street, and long after
he had disappeared from sight behind the walls of the
Castle the applause of the populace testified to the
joy with which they welcomed their sovereign. It
was an unique experience in hisworthless,wasted life ;
it was a new experience in the dreary annals of Ire-
land. Itseemed asif the millennium had come; asif,
after centuries of oppression, the Irish people, united
in the bond of loyalty, all their party feuds and hat-
reds forgotten, had entered on a new and happy
period in their history. O'Connell could have wept
for joy. " One bright day had realised all his fond
expectations. It was said of St. Patrick that he had
power to banish venomous reptiles from the isle;
but his Majesty had performed a greater moral mira-
cle. The sound of his approach had allayed the
dissensions of centuries."

Carried away by the general enthusiasm, he not
only accepted an invitation to dine with the Lord
Mayor, but presented himself at Court, put his name
down as a subscriber—and, what few did, actually
paid his money—for the erection of a royal palace
to commemorate the King's visit, which was to cost
a million of money, but which, in default of the
necessary funds, eventually took the form of a
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bridge; and if hedid not, as the English newspapers
asserted, accompany the King at his departure and,
literally kneeling in the water, present him with a
laurel crown, he at least showed by every act in his
power that he, for one, was willing to let bygones be
bygones, and to prove that his Majesty had no more
loyal subject than he was. The comedy did not
cometo an end with the King's departure. A letter
signed by the Prime Minister, thanking the nation, in
the King's name, for the friendly reception accorded
him, and recommending peace and unity, mutual
forbearance and good will, was construed as a hope-
ful token of a more liberal policy in the future; and
that it might not remain a dead letter O'Connell
founded a" Loyal Union, or Royal Georgian Club"
in Dublin, for the express purpose of encouraging
mutual forbearance and good will and perpetuating
that " affectionate gratitude towards his Majesty,
King Georgethe Fourth (whom God preserve), which
now animates every Irish bosom."  The society
pledged itself to meet and dine together at least six
times a year, each member dressed in cloth of Irish
manufacture and in the colours worn by the citizens
of Dublin on the auspicious day of his Majesty's
public entry into the city.

M eanwhile a scornful world looked on and laughed
at the sad spectacle, and Byron, in the name of com-
mon sense and decency, lashed both O'Connell and
the nation for their servility in scathing verse.
