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AB-TRACT

THE LAND LEAGUE AND THE RISE OF IRISH NATIONALISM

Janet Kahrer
Master of Arts

Youngstown State University, 1976

This thesis examines the connection between Irish
natiénalism in the late nineteenth century and the earlier
struggle for land ownership waged by the Irish National Land
League. It is the main contention of this work that the own=-
ership of the soil was the true basis for Irish nationalism,
for it was the only issue that could arouse the interest of
the Irish peasants and enlist their active support. The move-
ment conducted by the Land League proved to be a movement of
the people, a real nationalist movement, for it included Irish-
men of all political and religious beliefs both within and out-
side of Ireland.

The paper begins with a general discussion of the
iniquitous land system of Ireland, describing its main features
and its effects on the Irish people. A summary of the early
nationalist movements conducteh in Ireland during the eighteenth
and nineteenth centuries deals with the main revolutionary so-
cieties such as the United Irishmen, the Young Irelanders and
the Fenians as well as the constitutional organizations like

the Tenant Right League and the Home Rule Party. It examines
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their aims and activities as well as the reasons for their

failure to obtain national independence,

The emphasis of the study then shifts to a discussion
of the men most responsible for the land movement~--James Fintan
Lalor and Michael Davitt. Lalor, a member of the Young Ireland-
er organization, was the true revolutionary thinker of his day,
for he maintained that the land issue rather than the political
issue, was the real basis of Irish nationalism. Writing during
the days of the Great Famine, Lalor was not able to put his
theory into practice since the Irish people, suffering from
hunger and disease, could not be stirred into action. This
responsibility was left to his spiritual heir, Michael Davitt,
who, thirty years after Lalor's death founded the Land League
based on the principles which had been expounded by Lalocr. The
theories and works of these men are discussed at length in the
thesis. Excerpts from Lalor's contributions to the revolutionary

organs such as The Nation and The United Irishmen and Davitt's

The Fall of Feudalism in Ireland, comprise the basic source

material of the paper, Although the study views Lalor and
Davitt as the most important figures in the development and
activities of the League, the part of Charles Stewart Parnell
as a leader of the agrarian movement is also examined through-
out the work.,

An extensive portion of the study is concerned with the
Land League including its formation by Michael Davitt, its main
principles and aims and its importance as a political issue,

Emphasis is placed upon the elements that made it a true
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nationalist movement such as the unifying effect it had on the
Irish people and the goals ad aspirations of the men who headed
the League,

The concluding section of the paper deals with the demise
of the League and the effect that it had on the future of
Ireland. Although the League's existence was short it had a
profound impact on later events., The League was responsible for
the passage of certain land acts which are discussed briefly in
the thesis and which eventually gave the soil of Ireland to
the people of Ireland., Once this was accomplished, the Irish
people were in a position to concentrate on the achievement of

their ultimate aim--national independence,
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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

If one were to assume that the cause of Irish nation-
alism can be found solely in the hatred of England, then the
subject need not be examined any further. Indeed, the long
and troubled history of Ireland abounds with many outstanding
examples of insurgent nationalist movements based on this
assumption and aiming at the total separation from England.
That these movements on the whcle were failures, may be ex-
plained by the Tact that nationalism in Ireland lacked a broad,
popular base, and that the Irish people, although sympathetic
to the goals of active nationalists, did not overtly support
them. It was the desire to hold the land, and not the more
remote desire for.independence, that was the all-encompassing
concern of the Irish people.

The evils of the Irish land tenure system with its
exhorbitant rents and dread of eviction had, throughout the
centuries, reduced the status of the Irish peasants to among
the most wretched in Europe. "The Bulgarians, Anatolians,
Chinese and Indians are better off than most of them are, "
wrote General Gordon, a widely travelled British official, in

1881, 1

Irimes (London), 3 December 1880, p. 7.
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The Irish tenant farmer had little time to concern
himself with the lofty aspiritions of the nationalists.
Agriculture was not an industry in Ireland; 1t was a means of

2 The

paying the rent and retaining his hold on the land.
peasant was forced to spend his time ekeing out a bare ex-
jstence from his small plot of land. Land became life itself
in Ireland and was nbt only the soul of the nation but also
the only issue that could.possibly provide the popular base so

desperately needed by the nationalists. In his book, The

Struggle for Land in Ireland, John Pomfret correctly states

that "Irish nationality is the love of the land. . . . on that
and on no other issue could the Irish beople be aroused."-

This nationalism, based on the peasant's desire to
own the land, is the topic of the present author's research.
Although historians have investigated the struggle for the
land of Ireland and have alluded in their writings to the fact
that there was a resurgence of nationalism in the late nineteenth
century rooted in this struggle, no one has fully examined the
connection between nationalism and land ownership. It is the
purpose of this thesis to demonsirate that there was such a
connection and that the conflict for the land not only pro-

vided substance for a cohesive national movement that would

appeal to all Irishmen but alsd provided its leaders with "a

2John Pomfret, The Struegle for Land in Ireland
(New York: Russell and Russell, 1930), p. 102.

3Ibid, p. 105.
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stepping stone for a larger 'oal--national 1ndependcnce."*

The idea that the fi~ht for independence could be won
only after the land was owned by the people instead of a small
class of landlords was first expressed by James Fintan Lalor,

a Young Irelander, who wrote during the days of the Great Famine.
Lalor firmly believed_that for Ireland to be free of British
rule required a new nationalism "based on the peasantry rooted
like rocks in the so0il of the land."5 To Lalor, the only foun-
dation on which the Irish nation could safely rest was a secure
and independent peasantry.6 His radical political theory

was not to become a reality, however, until more.than thirty
years later when Michael Davitt, an eminent figure in Irish
history and Lalor's spiritual heir, converted Lalor's policy
into practice. Lalor's contributions to The Felon and The
Nation, the revolutionary organs of the Young Irelanders, and
for this study. It was they who grasped the true meaning of
nineteenth century natiocnalism and thereby suggested the con-
tention of this thesis that the true basis for Irish nationalism
was the struggle for the land of Ireland.

As Norman Palmer states in The Irish Land League Crisis,

it was not until 1879 that this new nationalism based upon the

4Norman Dunbar Palmer, The Irish Land League Crisis
(New Haven: Yale University Press, 1940), p. 123.

5The Writines of James Fintan Lalor, ed., John O'Leary
(Dublins: T. G. Donohue, 1895), p. 66.

6Francis S. L. Lyons, Ireland Since the Famine
(New York: Charles Scribner and Sons, 1971), p. 97.




common desire to hold the land, had arisen.7 That year wit-
nessed the development of th: Irish National Land League
founded by the energetic and compassionate Davitt. Tﬁe pur-
pose of the League was, in brief, to assure fair rents, to
stop evictions and to establish peasant proprietorship by
abolishing landlordism, which Davitt and other nationalist
leaders described as the "English garrison” in Ireland. It
seems natural that Davitt, who was the son of a poor tenant
farmer, was instilled with both a peasant's love of the' 1land
and é hatred for English rule, From his personal experience
and writings it is clear that he understood the people and
knew how greatly the motto of the LandbLeague, "the land for
the people", would appeal to them. Furthermore, he was an
ardent nationalist who believed that land ownership was of
primary importance and that once the Irish people owned the
land of Ireland, self-government could easily be achieved.
Throughout his life Davitt held that: "The struggle for the
soil of Ireland involved a combat for every other right of fhe
Irish nation. The leadership of the land carried with it the
ownership of government."8

While Davitt figured largely 'in the events of the late
seventies and early eighties, another leader of equal importance

appeared. He was Charles Stewart Parnell, an Anglo-Irish

7Palmer, Pe. X

8Michael Davitt, The Fall of Feudalism in Ireland
(London and New York: 190L; reprint ed., Shannon: Irish
University Press, 1970), p. xvi.
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Protestant landowner who, bt czuse of the major role he played
in shaping evénts of the pe:iod, has been the subject of a
number of scholary studies. While most of these studies deal
primarily with Parnell's achievements as an astute parliamen-
tarian, this thesis will view Parnell as the leader of the

agrarian movement during the early years of his rise to power.

Qo

It was at this time that the land movement gave him the backing

of the farmers, nationalists and clergy alike. By uniting the
people throughiland agitation, the Land League provided Parnell
with the organized support that was to strengthen his position
in Parliament,

Throughout his career Parnell's main goal was Home Rule
for Ireland. Yet, between the years of 1879 and 1881 he knew
that Home Rule, for the moment, had to take a secondary posi-

nsing the importance and

©

tion to that of the iand question, S
the potential of. the land movement, he soon gave his name and
leadership to it, and in return the people gave him their loy-
alty and support. In Parliament Parnell effectiveiy gained
concessions for the Irish farmers dbut his stature with the
people as a parliamentarian and a national leader had been
greatly increased by his participation in the land agitation.
Parnell needed the support of the Irish and the Irish needed
Parnell. They merged on the land question, one that the English

Parliament found it impossible to ignore.




CHAFTER II
THE LAND TENURE SYSTEM OF NINETEENTH CENTURY IRZLAND

Beginning with the first Anglo-Norman invasion in
1169, Ireland was conquered several times by the British
aggressors, With each new:.conguest Irish land was confiscated
and distributed among the English victors, thus strengthening
the intense hatred felt by the Irish toward England. Other
results of these conquests were the loss to Ireland of her
native aristocracy through flight and economic ruin and the
stripping of personal liberty and political power frbm every
Irishman. They soon found themselves to be a defeated and dis-
possessed people, robbed of their land and political rights.
By the nineteenth century, however, Ireland had neither been
subdued nor assimilated. for there still existed a numerous,
séparate and hostile Irish people prepared to resume their
struggle for their stolen inheritance and political freedom.

Throughout the centuries the invasions, conquests and
punitive acts of legislation not only destroyed Irish freedom
and self-rule but also imposed upon the Irish an economic sys-
tem which inflicted great misery and deprivation on the vast
majority of the Irish people. Always in the shadow of England
both in the geographical and political sense and lacking in
the necessary natural resources, Ireland gained little from the

industrial revolution, and her economic system remained on the



whole agriculturally based.9

More important in coi.sequense to both the political
and economic development of Ireland was the Act of Union of
1801. The passage of this act by the English Government made
the countries one by the absorption of the economy and the
Parliament of Ireland into the economy and Parliament of Eng-
land. This act was the work of William Pitt, who firmly be-
lieved that the Union would guarantee social and political re-
forms for Ireland and would assure that country's eccnomic
growth. There would now be free trade between the two countries,
Ireland would gain the capital needed for economic development
and would have for the first time a voice in the impérial af-
fairs of England.lo

In reality, however, matters were quite different, for
it soon became apparent that the main object of the Union was
not to aid or improve Ireland, but to subjugate her completely.11
The Union was, in effect, a failure since nothing was done to
lessen the economic hardships of the Irish people or their
dependency on the land. Instead, the Union forced Irishmen to
depend more and more on the land by literally destroying Irish

industry (with the exception of the small linen industry of

9Pomfret, pp. 1, 2.

105, H, Treble, "The Irish Agitation", in Popular
Movements 1830-1850, eds J. T. Ward (London: MacMillan and

Company, 1970), p. 152.

11Cecil Woodham-Smith, The Great Huneger (New York
and Evanston: Harper and Row, Publishers, 1962), pp. 153, 154.
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Ulster) through the disinteg ation of the Irish tariff system.
Between the years of 1821 an ! 1824 all tariffs on English goods
had been removed by legislation, resulting in a virtual collapse
of the Irish market due to its being thrown open to_English
and. European competition., Thus, the laissez-faire doctrine
of the nineteenth century, far from aiding the economic growth
of Irish industry, merely gerved to extinguish it.12

By 1840 the economy of Ireland was such that poverty
and destitution were widespread. In 1841, a few years prior
to the Great Famine, about two-thirds of all Irishmen were
holders of small sections of land, with only a small number
living comfortébly and enjoying some profit from the land,
The great majority of Irish peasants lived under appallingly
wretched conditions barely able to eke out a living and thus
making the lot of the Irish peasant the worst in all of Europe.13

According -to the Census Commission of 1841, there
existed approximately 825,000 tenant holdings, conveniently
but uselessly divided into cottiers and farmers.l)+ Those who
contracted for the use of a small plot of land, usually five
acres or less, for one single season were termed cottiers;
while a tenant who planted the same plot of land yearly was

called a farmer.15 Yet, no matter how the Irish tenants were

12preble, "The Irish Agitation®, pp. 153, 154.
13Pomfret, Ps' 5
141pid, p. 6.

15Great Britain, Parliament, Parliamentary Papers,
1845, vol, 19, p. 127,




classified the sad fact remained that not only all cottiers
but also most of the farmers barely produced enough to keep
their families at subsistance level. In Ireland at this time
there were nearly 250,000 farmers occupying holdings varying
from five to fifteen acres, while 80,000 occupied hdldings
between fifteen and thirty acres, and approximately 50,000
occupied holdings over thi?ty acres in size. "On the whole,"
wrote the nineteenth century economist, George O'Brien, "the

average farmer was but one degree less miserable than the

16

cottier.”

During the first half of the nineteenth century the
majority of peasants were cottiers. Cottier holding fell in=-
to misuse and had practically disappeared by the time of the
Great Famine of 1845, when it gave way to yearly tenure or
’cenancy—at—will.17 From 1850 on a cottier was defined as one
who was an agricultural laborer, forced to implement his earn-
ings by cultivating a small plot of land under a system known
as "conacre" or hiring land. Conacre meant the letting of a
portion of land in order to grow one crop, while rent was us-
ually paid in labor with the rent being deducted from the cot-
tier's wages. The average wages were so low that the cottier
could scarcely make ends meet and his standard of living was
the lowest in Ireland. Furthermore, the holders of conacre

had no lease but only a license to occupy, therefore being

16George O0'Brien, The Economic History of Ireland
from the Union to the Famine (London: 1921), p. 24, guoted
gh-Pomfret, pp> 6,- 7%

17Pomfret, Do o




subject to eviction without moment's notice.18 In many dis-
tricts the only food for bot! farmers and holders of conacre
was the potato and the only beverage, water. The small mud
huts which the peasants called their homes were inadequate
and not capable of protecting the occupants from the inclement
weather., Furniture and decent clothing were indeed a luxury,
while the family pig or the manure heap constituted the Irish-
man's only property.19

The deplorable conditions of the Irish peasantry were
further complicated by the increase in population which began
approximately a century before the Famine. When the Union was
formed in 1801, the population of Ireland was 5,000,000, Dby
1821 it had risen to 6,800,000 and by 1831 to 7,000,000. Four
years before the Famine the population of Ireland stood at
8,175,000, The low standard Qf living and the dependency on
the potato encouraged young pecple to marry early. Since ag-
ricultural and industrial employment barely existed, the Irish
laborer was dependent on his small plot of land for his family's
existence. Therefore, Irish fathers would subdivide their land
and give a portion to their married sons. Subdivision had an
extremely poor effect on Ireland, for as the population increased

the demand for small holdings became more frantic.zo

‘ 18Great Britain, Parliament, Parliamentaryv Papers,
S Vo1 19,-p. 34,

191414,

207, C. Beckett, The Making of Modern Ireland, 1603-1923
(London: Faber and Faber, LA L9700 P, 02, 293,
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In an attempt to det rmine why conditions were so poor,
the British Government sent : commission under Lord Devon to
Ireland in 1841, The Devon Commission found that the main cause
of the poverty and misery of the Irish was the system of land
ownership which resulted in poor relationships between landlords
and tenants, It was a historical matter rooted in age-old
bitterness and hatred. Ireland was a conguered country and the
landlord an alien conqueroé. There existed no paternalism, no
hereditary loyalty of feudal ties such as prevailed;in England.
Althdugh there were a few exceptions, most landlqrds considered
their holdings merely as a source of revenue and chose to live
in a world apart from that of their impbverished tenantry.21

Throughout the centuries the English had forced their
system of land tenure which included the concept of private
property upon the Irish, an idea never fully accepted by the
latter. Likewise, the Irish held an attitude toward the land
which the English found extremely difficult if not actuallyvim-
possible to understand. This was the idea that all péople,
landlords and tenants alike, had a proprietary interest in the
land, This belief was emphasized once again in 1881 when the
Bessborough Commission?? found that "there has in general sur-
vived to him (the Irish tenant) through all vicissitudes, des-

pite of the seeming or real veto of the law, an apparent

2l 4oodham-Smith, pp. 20-22.

22The Bessborough Commission was formed in 1881 to
investigate the operation of the Landlord and Tenant Act of
1870, Palmer, p. 2.
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defiance of political econom' , a living tradition of posses-
sory right, such as belonged in the more primitive ages of
society to the states of the men who tilled the soil."23
Thus, the Irish peasants believed that the land they tilled

belonged to no one man or group of men but to the people as a

whole by natural right.zu

The roots of this belief were to be found in the Celtic
system of land ownership which had existed in Ireland during
the preconquest days. The land arrangement, like the Celtic
societal organization, was tribal rather than feudal, whereby
all territories of the tribe or sept, the social unit of
Gaelic society, were held by the chief but were looked upon
as belonging to every member of the sept, a beliéf based upon
something akin to communal right. This system of land ownership
was the prevalent one in Ireland for over a thousand years.
Wnile many of the unfavorable aspects of the Celtic system
were forgotten, the concepts upon which this ideal of land
ownership was based were never wholly, or to any gréat extent,
supplanted by the more modern ideas of private property; and
the tradition of communal ownership survived well into the
nineteenth century. This tradition aids greatly in resolving
the question how and why the Irish nation developed as it did,
for it explains the deep attachment of the people to the soil

as well as their belief that they possessed a "natural right"

23Great Britain, Parliament, Parliamentary Papers,
1881’ VOl. 18’ p. Xi'

2L"Palmer‘, P2,
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to the small portion of land on which they dwelt,2?

It was during the ni:eteenth century that this belief

éfﬁas passionately expressed in the writings of James Fintan

. falor in 1848 and in the speeches and declarations of the Land
; League in 1879. The Irish peasant could have found‘the phi-

i 1§sophica1 justification for his beliefs in natural rights in
i-the writings of Jean-Jacques Rousseau and John Locke., More

E frequently, however, the Irish were supported by the Bible
?.and the writings of the great English philosophér and defender
of Ifish rights, John Stuart Mill, for confirmation of their

26 Thomas Brennan, one of the Land League's

. treasured claim,
" most active organizers, once stated that, "the principles of

- the Land League were founded on the economics of John Stuart

Mill and upon the authority of the Scriptures."27 One passage

of Mill's in particular, was received warmly and enthusiastically
. by the Irish. In'1864, Mill wrote, "The land of Ireland, the
E'lénd of every country, belongs to the people of thaf country."28
i Over ten years later, the Land League would adopt itsrmotto,

. "The land of Ireland for the people of Ireland", from Mill's

- writing.

Upon this ancient communal system of land holding the

English attempted to superimpose their own system based on the

£21bid; pp. 24,
200 00e o,
27 Annual Register, 1881, p. 206.

: 28John Stuart Mill, Principles of Political Economy
E'(New York: D. Appleton and Company, 186L), p. &11,
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rights of private property. The conquests, confiscations and
plantations resulted in the land and political rights being
taken away from the native Irish and given to the alien con-
querors, thus creating estrangement between the congueror and
the. conquered--between the owners of the soil and the tillers
of the soil.29 Conquests and confiscations became an integral
part of Irish history and tradition, but the Irish never aban-
doned their struggle to revive their communal rights and to
destroy the economic and political organizaions forced upon
them,

Since the English conquests, Ireland had‘been a country
of small holdings and large proprietorships. In 1871 there ex-
isted 20,000 landlords on one end of the social scale and
600,000 tenants representing 3,000,000 people on the other end
with no substantial middle class to bridge the gap. Over five-
sixths of the farmers were tenants-at-will while the remainder
precariously held the land under leases varying in number of
years.Bo |

Statistics do not reveal, however, the miserable con-
ditions of the Irish peasants. Famine was always a major
threat, for when the harvest was poor and the potato failed on-
ly charity stood between them and the equally feared options of -

evictions, emigration and starvatlon.3 The Irish tenant was

29James Godkin, The Land War in Ireland (London: 1870;
reprint ed., Port Washington, New York: Kennikat Press, 1970),
0% » V11,

3OPalmer. Do s

31vid, pp. 11, 12.




at the total mercy of his landlord, and the root of the poverty
and misery in Ireland could ¢asily be traced to that source.
The landlords of Ireland were, with justification, the
objects of severe criticism by both the Irish and the English.
To the landlord in Ireland went the privilege of hclding ab-
solute power over his impoverished tenants., He alone possessed
the right to raise rents which were already too high and he
alone possessed the authority to evict at will any tenant he
chose for whatever reason he chose. Mill, a severe critic of
Irish landlordism, scathingly referred to the landlords as,
"a mere burthen on the land. . . . who were not néarly SO0 use-
ful to the hive as the drones are, and éntitled to less res-

32

pect."” In December, 1852, The Times published an editorial
clearly stating opposition to the landowners of Ireland. "It
is no earthly use to go on abusing the Irish landlords. Their
names stink already to the ends of the earth." The article
further states that as a class their "selfishness and cruelty
has no parallel, and never had a parallel in the civilized
world."33 Although later in the century The Times was to be-
come a severe critic of the Land League and its treatment of
the landlords, there still existed throughout the 1800's an

attitude of contempt toward the landowning class on the part‘

of the British journalists and ﬁoliticians.

32John Stuart Mill, "Ireland and England", quoted in
Appendix XLIII A; G. Locker-Lampson, A Considerstion of the
State of Ireland in the Nineteenth Century (London: Archibald
Constable and Company, Ltd., 1907), p. 582,

337imes (London), December, 1852, quoted in Palmer, p. 21,
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Perhaps the worst fe:ture of landlordism was absen-
teeism, Many of the larger .and holders were absent from their
estates most of the year, while some never resided in Ireland
at all. Absenteeism served to aggravate the relationship be-
tween landlord and tenant and was a serious drain on the Irish
economy, an economy severely lacking in capital.34

The economic drain of absenteeism was indeed unfortu-
nate, but the moral effect; were even more disheartening. The
landlord, on or off his estate, had little or no knowledge of
the needs of his tenants. Often he was represented by his
agent who placed a greater value on money than on human 1ife,
Ausing any method he chose to collect rehts. The peasants in
return hated and distrusted their landlords and engaged in a
type of violent agrarian warfare which made Ireland at times
an extremely dangerous place for landowners to remain.35

While the.Irish tenants saw the landlords as the
source of all their economic evils, the Irish nationalists
viewed them as the source of all political evils as well. The
British Government had throughout the centuries passed legis-
lation protecting the rights of the landowners at the expense
of their tenantry. Michael Davitt wrote that they were not
just Irish landlords but "were the political garrison of Eng-
land in Ireland, equipped with every weapon and resource at

36

the disposal of the great empire for their protection.™

3b’Palmer, P 293550,
351bid, pp. 31, 32.

36Davitt, Do XVR11,
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Davitt wrote that the people of Ireland were robbed of both

the right to own their land 'nd to govern themselves, It was
they who were treated as outlaws and intruders in their own
country, while the landlords, who owned and ruled all, were
protected by the laws and power of the British Government.37
Nationalists like Davitt believed that landlordism must

first be abolished before self-government could be achieved,
and it was this aim that the leaders of the Land League fought
to attain,

The iniquitious land system had among its other evils
exhorbitant rents and instability of tenure. Coﬁpetition for
land in Ireland was keen and many landlords took advantage
of the situation by renting land at an extremely high price.
Driven by economic necessity and an Irishman's desire to own
a small section of the soil, the tenant was forced to pay rent
far beyond his means, hoping he could later bargain with his
landlord or his landlord's agent for a reduction., Since the
tenant was invariably without capital, rents were paid in the
form of produce with the peasant keeping only a sufficient
supply of potatoes to hold his family.at subsistance level.38
Due to this peculiar difficulty of obtaining land, the custom
of "running gale" or "hanging gale" became a common practicev
in many districts. The running or hanging gale permitted a

new tenant to leave his rent in arrears for six to fifteen

371vbid,

38Great Britain, Parliament, Parllamentary Papers,
1845, vol. 19, pp. 753, 754.
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months. The Irish tenant fe!l easy prey to this temptation
and was always behind in payrent, thus enabling the landlord
to eviet at will., To the Irish, eviction was a dreaded fate
and the tenant lived in constant terror of being ejected from
his small holding. It was quite simple for the landlord to
regulate his affairs in such a manner as to be able to evict
any one of his tenants at any time.39 |

High rents and dread of eviction were the result of
the dangerous manner in which land was held in Ireland. It
was discovered by the Devon Commission that the uncertainty
of tenure had long been a major grievance of the Irish tenant.
Land was let on a year to year basis in some instancés, but
on the whole the majority of tenants were tenants-at-will. that
is the will of their landlord and were therefore subject to
evictions without notice. The landlord possessed a great deal
of power in that area, for as the rule there were no written
leases, thus eliminating legal obstacles from the landlord's
path, The uncertainty of tenure had a paralyzing effect on
Ireland causing the Irish farmer to hesitate in making any
improvements on his land.aO

Unlike the landlords of England and Scotland, the
landlords of Ireland rented the naked land with no buildings,

fences or stables on it. It was the task of the tenant him-

self to furnish these appurtenances and also to make all

P pomfret, p. 22.

qureat Britain, Parliament, Parliamentary Papers,
vole 19 <pp: 155516,

1845,
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improvements that were neces ary. Under the classification

of improvements fell not onl: the building and mending of houses,
barns and stable but also agricultural operations such as
draining, trenching and even manuring.41 An injustice arose
from the fact that, in accordance with the law, the Irish land-
lord became the owner of the buildings and fixtures constructed
on the land by the tenant at the termination of the tenancy.
Furthermore, the landlord éould and often did increase the

rent when any improvements were made. Refusal to péy an in-
creased rent meant eviction., Usually the result of this dis-
play of absolute power was that the tenants refused to make

any improvements at all, even draining or manuring., The Irish
farmer had little incentive to improve his lot and was conse-
42

quently looked upon contempuously as being ignorant and lazy.

John Pomfret in The Struggle for Land in Ireland points

out that throughout the nineteenth century the Irish landlords
and the English Government, the two factions most responsible
for the miserable conditiaos of the Irish people, did nothing

to alleviate their problems., The landlords as a whole were
concerned only with safeguarding their pecuniary interests.
Their strong political influence was directed toward obtaining
legislation that would strengthen their own rights rather than
toward improving the economic cbnditions of Ireland., The land-

lords of Eireann were concerned only in their rights as the

Y1vid, pp.. 16, 17.
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propertied class, while negl cting the usual responsibilities
of that class.LLB

The British Government was indeed aware at all times
of the problems of Irish poverty., Between 1780 and 1833, at
least 114 commissions and sixty select committees were sent
to Ireland to investigate economic conditions. These inves-
tigations pointed to three;possible courses left open to
the Government to improve the Irishman's lot: an increase in
the quality of agriculture, or in the quantity of produce, or
a decrease in the population.“h The Government could not
undertake the task of improving the quality of the soil or the
quantity of produce except by correcting the system of land
tenure in favor of the tenant. This would have meant Govern-
ment interference with the rights of private property in direct
contradiction with the policy of laissez-faire.L}5

It would be ridiculous and unfair to assume that the
British Government consciously contemplated embarking upon a
course aiming at the reduction of the Irish populace by letting
them remain the victims of their own cruel economic system,
Yet, by procuring for the landlords favorable acts of legisla-
tion, the Government did aid greatly in perpetuating the

miserable and wretched circumstances in Ireland.46

H31bid, p. 26.

Y1bid, p. 28.
451piq,
“61pid, pp. 30, 31.




In 1838 the English "‘overnment finally took a step
in what it considered the ri-ht direction. Many Irishmen who
migrated annually to England in search of employment were
unsuccessful and consequently became the responsibility of
the English workhouses. This situation, coupled with the
humanitarian movement in England during the Age of Reform,
resulted in the conviction that something had to be done in
Ireland. The outcome was %he passage of the Irish Poor Law
modeled after the English Poor Lawb’7 complete with fhe work-
housé system and poor rate unions. The Irish landlords, un-
like those of England, either refused to pay poor rates or
were unable to do so with the result béing that the landlords
cleared the land of the people and converted it to pasture.
By this action, the Irish landowning class proved once again
that they were either reluctant or incapable of carrying their
share of the burden of Irish poverty.48 By passing this law
the British Government demonstrated that it was, on the whole,

ignorant of the workings of the Irish economy; but the full

u7The English Poor Law of 1834 was amendment to the
Elizabethan Poor Law of 1601, Under this act, specific pro-
visions were made for the establishment of workhouses. No
able-bodied man was to receive relief unless he entered the
workhouses where life was to be made as unattractive as possible
so as to encourage men to take any employment, no matter how
low the wages were. Relief administration was placed in the
hands of Poor Relief Commissioners. The actual administration
of the act, however, was carried out by elected officials called
the Board of Guardians, who were in charge of a group of
parishes or "unions". Like the Elizabethan Poor Law, taxes
or poor rates were levied on property owners in each parish.
Goldwin Smith, A History of England (New York: Charles Scribner's
Sons, 1966), p. 589,

48Pomfret, PP 30,131,
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effect of the failure of the I[rish Poor Law was not felt until
the Great Famine of 1845,

The peasants of Ireland could do nothing to improve
their condition. They did, however, react in a manner all
their own by striking back at their landlords through secret
agrarian soclieties which carried on a type of warfare against
the landowners. Many of these groups were locally organized,
concerned mainly with theif own local problems, but within
them lay also the seeds of general discontent and social un-
rest. In them and in the peasants they represented also re-
sided the manpower needed by the Land League to make the
English Government aware that something'had to be done for
Ireland.49

Throughout these years while the local secret societies
were terrorizing the landlords and while the peasants were
suffering miserably on their small plots of land, there con-
tinued to emerge groups of men eager to take up the fight for
political independence from Great Britain., Although the aims
of these nationalists were appreciated by the Irish peasants,
demands of daily life prohibited them from giving more than
sympathy to the nationalist causes. The nationalists in their
turn offered only the remote aspect of political freedom to a
people who found it difficult té exist from day to day and whose
true concern was first the possession of their land. The result

was that the earlier nationalist movements, although successful

“9£o_i_<i. PP 1264027 ¢
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in leaving a rich legacy to 'ater Irish revolutionary organiza-
tions, failed in their immed 'ate objective~-the attainment of

political freedom.
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CHAPIER III
EARLY NATIONALIST MOVEMENTS

During most of the nineteenth century the struggle for
political freedom in Ireland alternated between the attempts

of two forces--the physical or revolutionary force and the

moral or constitutional force. The former group firmly believed

that the only means to self-government was the quick and vio-
lent.overthrow of British rule, while the latter held that
self-government could be obtained by a slow, evolutionary
political preocess in complete cooperation with the English
Government. Many constitutional nationalists did not wish for
complete separation from the British crown but only for some
form of self-rule. For decades, nationalist groups were more
of the revolutionary make-up than the constitutional, and it
was not until the nineteenth century that the constitutional
element displayed any substantial influence in Irish affairs.
Nonetheless, throughout most of the period the two nationalist
groups were enemies, distrustful and resentful of one another.
It was not until the days of the Land League, under the master-
ful leadership of Michael Davitt, a former revolutionary, and
Charles Stewart Parnell, a rising political figure, that the
two groups merged on the question of land ownership and exerted
& powerful influence for change on the British Parliament.
Throughout the centuries the Irish nationalists had

attempted in numerous ways to resist the central authority of
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Great Britain, only to fail for many and diverse reasons. The

legacy left them from their Gaelic past was an emotional rather

than a political one. This legacy rendered it extremely dif-

ficult or impossible to create and coordinate any national ex—.
pression until well into the late nineteenth centufy when the

issue of national concern became that of land ownership. Since
the sixteenth century, land ownership had figured largely in
Irish history. A Gaelic chieftan refusing to pay allegiance

to the English crown would see his lands confiscated and re-
distributed among the British lords while he, himself, would

be stripped of political authority. Henry VIII, during the
. Tudor reign in Ireland, demanded that the Irish chiefs give up
their land to the crown so that it might be redistributed to
them according to his will. 1In this way the Irish kings would
have to acknowledge that their only right to their own land

was given to them by the King of England, a practice which
greatly contradicted the Gaelic custom that the land belonged

by a natural right to members of the tribes as well as the
chiefs. There was much opposition to this process of central-
ization énd those who resisted, whether chief or commoner, had
their lands taken away only to be resettled where possible by
Englishmen and Scots.50

Beginning with the Anglo-Norman invasions and lasting

well into the nineteenth century, the Irish peasant's life was

one of wretchedness and misery, exhorbitant rents, arbitrary

i
)ORobert Kee, The Green Flag, A Historv of Irish
Nationalism (London: Weinfeld and Nicholson, 1972), p. 12.




evictions and lack of politi-al freedom. Even in the period
directly following the conquests and confiscations there existed

no sense of responsibility for the peasant on the part of the

landlord, thus creating feelings of hatred and distrust. Yet,
there existed down through the years in the minds of the Irish
peasants dim folk memories of the old Gaelic system when the
land belonged to all rather than to an alien landlord. The
realities of daily life coﬁpled with these folk memories only
served to strengthen the dark feelings of the Celtic peasant
toward his Norman landlord.s1

By the nineteenth century, because of the political
and economic structure of Irish society, the peasants of Ireland
were unable to do anything within the law to alleviate the pov-
erty which plagued them. Yet, for all their suffering, the
Irish people did not take their plight submissively, for they
found an outlet for their desperation in a crude type of self-
rendered justice in the form of the agrarian secret society,
These societies, formed by the more courageous and desperate
among the persecuted peasants, waged "wars" against the land-
owning class through violence and intimidation. They were
successful simply because the societies enjoyed the total con-
fidence of their communities which felt that the law was an in-
strument only of the landowning class.52 The activity carried
on by the secret societies, which for over two centuries ab-

sorbed much of the national energies of the Irish people, was

5livid, p. 21.

52Pomfret, HDAL2E, 126,
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sometimes completely unpolitical or at other times politically
crude. When attempts were m:de from time to time to use the
societies for political purposes the organizations tended to
remain what in essence they really were: the simplest form of
war by the poor against the rich.53
The type of violence perpetrated by the agrarian society
appeared in Ireland as early as 1711, At this time bands of
armed men roamed the countryside, mutilating cattle or carrying
out other acts of revenge against the tyranny and oppression
of their landlords and of fellow Irishmen who collaborated
with the landowners. That there was little political basis
for their actions; and that they had no intention of overthrowing
the Government was proven during the Scottish uprisings in 1715
and 1745 when some action in favor of a Catholic pretender to
the throne of Great Britain and Ireland might have been ex-
pected from the Irish., The very opposite occurred, however,
for the Irish people, including the secret societies, remained
quiet. This lack of a broad, sophisticated political purpose
and the concentration on local day to day conditions long re-
mained a constant feature of Irish agrarian violence.54
Irish secret societies were largely local, lasting only
a short period of time and were in no way an expression of a‘
cohesive national movement. An exception was the Whiteboy
movement which began in 1760. Members of this society, armed,

and operating in groups numbering from a half dozen to 500,

53kee, PiF 265

5%1pid, p. 24,



donned white shirts and rode about'the countryside destroying
| landlords' property, punishing fellow Irishmen who collected

tithes for the Protestant Church, preventing payment of high

rents, intimidating fellow tenants from renting land from
which another tenant had been evicted and in general insti-
tuting their own type of rough justice in an attempt to re-
dress the grievances of thg poor. For the next one hundred
years or more similar groups calling themselves Rightboys,
Thrashers, Rockites or Ribbonmen carried on similar agrarian
violence with the same objectives in mind.55
There did come into existence, however, in the late

eighteenth century a peasant society which possessed the fea-

tures of all agrarian societies but was different in character
in that it expressed crude but positive national and political
56

aims, This organization, calling itself the Defenders, was

a strictly Catholic society. During the Irish Rebellion of
1798 the Defenders were prominent in the poorly equipped and
poorly organized "army" of Ireland.

The Defenders were organized around 1785 in response
to the activities of a specifically anti-Catholic secret
society which first made its appearance in the North of Ireland,
and was known as the Protestant Boys or the "Peep o' Day Boyé".
The name "Peep o' Day" was given to them since it was at dawn
that the members appeared at the homes of Catholics to terror-

ize them into leaving Ulster and settling in other parts of

551919. pp. 24, 25.
501bid, p. Ub.




Ireland. The Catholics in the norfhern areas soon formed
themselves into a protective society which possessed the tradi-
tional characteristics of all agrarian soccieties, but also
placed a new emphasis on the protection of Catholics against
Protestants~-thereby acquiring its name.57

As the Catholics were driven from their homes in Ulster
into Counties Louth and Meath where the majority of the popu-

lace was Catholic, the Defénders continued to develop their

organization on the assumption that the whole Catholic peasant
identity in Ireland required defense on principle alone. This
assumption laid the basis for a crude political attitude ex-
pressing the everyday grievances and resentments of. the Catholic
population.58
The political aims of the Defenders were vague. They
desired the abolition of tithes, expressed their resentment
against exhorbitant rents and, most importantly, aimed to se-
cure arms in order to protect their fellow Catholics, In con-
frontation with Government troops, many were captured only to
be hung or transported, thus transforming them into martyrs.
Until the Rebellion of 1798 the Defenders continued their
fighting with varied intensity regardless of the punishment
they faced. Their true significance lies in the fact that for
the first time in their history the peasants of Ireland were
expressing something of a national resentment of the general

grievances of their everyday suffering.59

57Beckett, p. 257.
58kee, p. 44,
591bid,
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While the Defenders vere roaming the Irish countryside
supporting the Catholic peasints against their Protestant
assailants, there sprang up among the middle classes of Ireland
the first real Irish revolutionary organization. This organi-
zation soon became known as the United Irishmen sinée it was
the aim of its leaders to unite all Irishmen in the fight for
independence. The United Irishmen were the first republicans
of Ireland, desiring compléte separation from the English crown.
With them began the republican, revolutionary tradition as it
is known in Ireland today. In 1798 this organization staged
a rebellion that proved disastrous for the future of Ireland.
Yet, although failing in their immediaté goals, the United
Irishmen left an important legacy to future Irish republican
societies, for it was through them that Irish nationalism
based on republicanism began,

The message of the French Revolution that no society
was as stationary as it appeared and that a new social and
political order based upon the participation of the people
was possible, exerted great influence on the political thinkers
throughout Europe and no less so in Ireland where there was'
great need for political reforms along more democratic lines.
In an effort to secure reforms, the wealthy middle class of
Ireland, mostly Protestants, provided the intellectual leader-
ship of the new radical, republican movemen't.60

The leaders of the new organization included such

radical thinkers as Thomas Emmett, Samuel Nielson, Napper Tandy
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and the romantic Lord Edward Fitzgerald. The most illustrious

and most important figure of the period was Theobald Wolfe Tone,

known in Irish history as the founder of the United Irishmen

and the father of Irish Republicanism. Tone, in fact, spent

most of his time in France attempting to secure French aid for

Ireland and was thus out of the country during most of the

fighting in 1798. His contribution to the movement lies in

the impact which he made on later Irish nationalists, for as

the Father of Irish Republicanism Tone personified the repub-

licaﬁ tradition. His aspirations, ideas, goals and means to

achieve these goals are still alive in.the thinking of Irish

Republicans today.61
Tone, a Protestant, was born in Dublin on June 20, 1763,

the descendent of a Cromwellian soldier., He studied law at

Trinity College and was called to the bar in 1789. "By 1791

his interest in politics became intense and he began writing

pamphlets calling for the political unity of the oppressed

Catholics and dissenting Protestants to obtain parliamentary

reforms.62 Being concerned about the plight of the Irish

Catholics, Tone considered it absurd that Protestants would

try to think and act as Irish patriots while regarding the

Catholics, the overwhelming majority of the Irish population}

as somehow not involved with Irish affairs. In September of

1791 Tone wrote a pamphlet entitled "An Argument on Behalf of

615 1d, "opr 46, 47,

62Proinsias Mac Aonghusa and Liam O Reagain, eds.,
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the Catholics of Ireland" addressing it to the Presbyterians
of the North and urging them to forget their former feuds in
order to combine the whole strength of the nation, thus creat-
ing one people of Ireland.63 The pamphlet not only met with
the approval of the conservative organization, the Catholic
Committee, but more importantly it came to the attention of a
secret organization of Northern Protestants under the leader-
ship of Samuel Nielson. Tﬁis group invited Tone to join them
for a special meeting to be held in Belfast in October, 1791
and at that time the society known as the United Irishmen was
formed.élL |
Tone quickly discovered that it.was far easier to
wish for a desirable ﬁnion between Irishmen than to achieve
one, At this first meeting of United Irishmen, while arguing
for the Catholic cause Tone noticed a strong anti-Catholicism
even among the leaders of the United Irishmen which was based
on the old fear that Catholics would revive their claims to
their ancient lands. It was indeed an ominous beginning for
an organization whose main goal was to gain strength through
the combined efforts of both Catholics and Protestants.65
Originally the United Irishmen had hoped to change
Ireland's political system by working through parliamentary
channels. But by 1793, as the war between France and England

worsened and as Tone became disillusioned with the inadequacy

63Kee, p. 50.
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of the Catholic Relief Act o' 1782, an act giving Catholics
the exact same rights to property and leaseholds in land as
the Protestants, and with the reluctance on the part of
Catholics to press for total emancipation, the United Irish-
men' concluded that their goal of a free Irish repubiic could
materialize only by violent revolution. Late in 1794, when
England, fearing French in?ervention in Ireland, began sup-
pressing all groups even bordering on radicalism, the United
Irishmen orgaﬁization went underground to become a secret,
intricately organized, oath-bound society.66

By 1796 the United Irishmen had convinced the Catholic
Defenders of the advantages of combining their forces with a
united organization holding political aims. The result was
that the Defenders merged their own societies with the United
Irishmen even taking the secret oath. Attempting to convince
both Catholics and Defenders of the political advantages of
their main idea, the unity of all Irishmen, the United Irish-
men sent representativws throughout the countryside delivering
speeches condemning the harshness with which Orangemen dealt
with Catholics, thus trying to persuade the latter to join
~their movement. Although the United Irishmen were wise in
persuading the Catholics to join forces with a non-sectarian
society, they had perhaps unwittingly transformed their higher
political principle of Irish unity into secondary importance

y y 3 6
and instead encouraged crude sectarian violence. 7
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The outward expression of the ideals and goals of the
United Irishmen was the fate’ul Irish Rebellion of 1798. The
uprising was the bloodiest in Irish history and was the most
tragic event to occur between the period of the Jacobite wars
and the Great Famine. Over 30,000 Irishmen were killed. In-
stead of a war for Irish independence it proved to be a con-
flict that set Irishman against Irishman.68

In spite of their %ailure to get the aid from France
that they had so long desired and anticipated, the Directory
of the United Irishmen decided to proceed with their plan for
revolt. But due to the intricate web of spies aﬁd informers
implanted in their ranks by the British Government, the lead-
ers of the society were arrested before the rebellion began.
The bloody insurrection occurred without the leadership it so
desperately needed. The main areas of rebellion were in
Wexford in the South and in Northeast Ulster where Government
troops, comprised mostly of Irishmen poorly trained and
lacking in discipline, faced rebel forces. From the beginning
the Wexford rising took on a religious character, exclusively
Catholic with an extreme anti-Protestant bias., All Protestants
were considered Orangemen, to be attacked, plundered and even
slaughtered., Perhaps the bloodiest moments of the rebellion
were the out and out murdering of Protestants on Wexford Bridge
and Vinegar Hill. The febellion in the South had revealed the
deep division remaining between the Catholics and Protestant

Dissenters which the United Irishmen had tried to heal in the

: 68Phomas Pakenham, The Year of Liberty (Englewood
Cliffs, New Jersey: Prentice Hall, Inc., 1969), p. 13.




hope of attaining new, unifi~-d political strength.69

The insurrection in llster also proved to be a
failure partly because of the Government's severe military
measures and partly because of the disillusionment over the
failure of French aid leading to the disaster in the South.
Most importantly, however, the Ulster fiasco can be accredited
to the reversion to Protestant-Catholic rivalry among rebel
troops, reviving the long étanding dissencion between the
Defenders and Northern Presbyterians. The sectarianism both
in the North and in the South was indeed disappointing to
Wolfe Tone as it was in complete contradiction with the prin-
ciples upon which the United Irishmen tbok up arms in the
hope of establishing a new Irish nationalism and the country's
freedom.?o

By the summer of 1798 the Rebellion was put down by
the Government's troops under the competent leadership of Lord
Cornwallis., The United Irishmen leaders, including Tone, were
captured and sentenced to death. Ireland once again was deéply
divided along sectarian lines. The Rebellion of 1798 had con=-
vinced many English and Irish political thinkers that Ireland
should be incorporatedrinto the political and economic structure
of Great Britain, thus three years latef on January 1, 1801,
under the Act of Union, Ireland became completely subjugated

to British rule,

69Beckett, p. 263.
70Kee, Do dodte




The Rebellion had failed, Ireland had not won its
independence, énd the goals ¢ f the United Irishmen had not
been realized., Yet, the United Irishmen, and more importantly
Wolfe Tone, still hold an extremely prominent position in
Irish history. Tone's plans were not frustrated so much by
the strength of the British Army or the delay of the French
aid, as by the deep division among the very people he tried so

desperately to uni’ce.71

71Beckett, p. 266,
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CHAPTER IV
NATIONALIST MOVEMENTS OF THE NINETEENTH CENTURY

After 1798, Irish republicanism as a nationalist ex-
pression remained in a dormant state only to be revived in the
next century by its spiritual descendents, the Young Irelanders

and the Fenians, Irish nationalism at the beginning of the

nineteenth century took on a new, less radical form under the

leadership of Daniel 0'Connell.

The new national movement, formed and led by O0'Cennell,

‘was essentially a Catholic emancipation movement, Its primary

aim was the improvement of the lot of the common people, over-
whelmingly Catholic, as a nationalist objective in itself,
While 0'Connell won important parliamentary concessions for
Ireland, his vicfory did not radically change the lives of the
Irish people. The real victory of the movement was the manner
in which the goals were achieved. For the first time in their
history, Irishmen by nonQViolence, organization, courage and
good leadership took on the British Government andeon.72
O'Connell's idea of nationalism was far from that of
Wolfe Tone, for although he opposed the Union and later fought
for its repeal, he completely rejected the separatist republican
ideal. O'Connell possessed a strong Irish consciousness and

spoke frequently of national independence, yet he never

72Kee, p. 179.
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questioned the connection be'ween Ireland and England or the
acceptance of the British crown., To 0'Connell, Irish nation-

alism and Irish independence meant the extension to the Catholics

of that type of national status and independence enjoyed by

Irish Protestants, The liberating of the Catholics meant al-

lowing them equal rights and national pride in their own coun-
try within the British connection.73

The Catholic Emancipation movement led by O'Connell
was more a reform movement than a nationalist one, for it in-
volved only the Catholic portion of the population; and this
movement later gave way in 1840 to O'Connell's sfruggle for

74 That campaign, however, lost the

repeal of the Union.
backing of the Irish people because they were'entering the
first phase of the worst famine in their history. The quest
for survival, and not the quest for equality or freédom, be-
came the goal of the Irish peasant. Politics was the con-
cern of only the upper classes., The ageing 0'Connell, suffer-
ing from illness and the effects of his recent imprisonment;~
faced a stronger enemy which soon destroyed him. There ex-
isted a faction in the Repeal Association called the Young
Irelanders who opposed 0'Connell's slow, subtle approach in
favor of a more rapid and aggressive one.,

The Young Irelanders emerged mainly through the efforts

of three men--Thomas Davis, John Blake Dillon and Charles Gavan

731vid, pp. 179, 180.
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Duffy. Davis, a wealthy Proiestant of mixed English and
Anglo-Irish parentage, becam: a dedicated nationalist during
his years at Trinity College. It was there that he met the
second member of the triumvirate, John Blake Dillon, a
Catholic of peasant origin from County Mayo., Dillon had orig-
inally planned to enter the priesthood but made the unusual
transition from Maynooth to Trinity. 1In 1841 he and Davis
began to dabble in political journalism and together joined
O'Connell's Repeal Association. In 1842 Davis and ﬁillon

started their own newspaper, The Nation, an extremely nation-

alistic periodical. At this time they joined their literary
talents with those of Charles Gavan Duffy, a Northern middle

class Catholic who possessed great journalistic skill and

organizational ability.75 The Nation gained a wide following
almost at once. The doctrine of nationality expounded by
Davis and the Young Irelanders was, in Davis's words, "a
nationality of the spirit as well as of the letter", a nation-
ality that would embrace all creeds, races and classes withe
in the island, "not a nationality which would preclude civil
war, but which would establish internal union and external
independence.'.'76 The execution of this doctrine was to be the
essential part of the legacy which Young Ireland left to Irish

history.77

75Lyons, pp. 93, 94,
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Both founders and ccntributors to The Nation were

initially supporters of 0'Ccinell's Repeal Association, but
they were divided from him by age, background and poltical
attitudes. It was not surprising, therefore, that friction
would soon develop between "old" and "young" Irelana. Pro-
found disagreement erupted in 1843 when 0'Connell had been
forced to abandon his plan§ for a monster meeting at Clontarf
after which he had spent some months in prison. Emerging
determined to revert to his former policy of parliamentary
oppoftunism, O'Connell decided to adopt a federal solution to
Ireland's problems rather than to seek full repeal of the Union.
This hastened the clash between the two factions, The most
important cause of the inevitable split, however, was
OtConnell's attitude toward Sir Robert Peel's College Bill of
1845, a bill which would provide university education for those
who could not for:whatever reason zttend Tfinity College. The
essence of the plan was to eliminate the denominational test
for college entrance and to require that any religious or moral
instruction which might be given in the schools was to be
financed by private rather than public sources., O0'Connell
greatly opposed what he termed the "godless" colleges and the
whole principle of mixed education of Catholics and Protestants.
The Young Irelanders, wholeheargedly supporting Peel's bill,
openly clashed with 0'Connell's faction at a meeting of the
Repeal Association in May, 1845 causing an irreconcilable

division in the movement.78
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The split over the c .llege bill revealed an even deeper
division between 0°'Connell a'd the Young Irelanders. By 1846
it was clear that there existed two different concepts of
nationalism--0'Connell's constitutional concept and the more
aggressive, intransigent creed of the Young Irelandérs which
did not rule out the possibility that violence and physical
force might be needed under certain circumstances to win Irish
freedom. In July of 1846 0'Connell confronted the issue by
presenting to the Repeal Association a proposal rejecting any
use of force. The Young Irelanders were unable to accept this
and withdrew from the Association, setting up théir own organi-

 zation, thé Irish Confederation. At the head of the new orga-
nization were Charles Gavan Duffy and a new member to the
Young Irelanders, William Smith-0'Brien. O0'Brien was a
Protestant landowner and a descendent from the ancient family
of the 0O'Briens of Thomond--a fact of which he was conscious
and proud. He had been a member of Parliament and had vigor-
ously supported the fight for Catholic Emancipation. He joined
the Repeal Association in 1843 and was deputized by 0'Connell,
but his sympathies lay more and more with the religious toler-
ation and ideélism of the Young Ilf'elar*u:lz—:'rs.?9

While famine ravished Ireland in the black year of
1847, the death of Daniel 0'Connell removed the cohesive force
behind the Catholic movement. The Young Irelanders now found

themselves in control of the political situation, but they
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were divided in their opinicns as to how to bring about a
change in Ireiand's politicel situation. Some, many of whom
were Protestant landowners, favored the more passive approach
of reconciliation, attempting to win over men of property,
while others firmly believed that only violent overthrow of
the Government could achieve their aims.8o

The most articulate advocate of the second position
was a Northern journalist named John Mitchell, who had become
convinced that a violent revolution was necessary., He was also
influenced by the writings of an obscure Irishmen, James Fintan
Lalor, who advocated a social and political revolution based
on the aim of extending land ownership. Becoming disillusioned
by the Irish Confederation's decision to back Gavan Duffy's
proposal for a strong, independent Irish parliamentary party
at Westminster, Mitchell left the organization. He subsequently

started his own newspaper, The United Irishmen, a journal

advocating armed insurrection as a means of obtaining an Irish

republic--an insurrection which would destroy landlordism and

return the land to its rightful owners, the people of Ireland.81
Early in 1848 it appeared that revolution might again

be brewing in Paris, Events in France elevated the hopes of

politically minded men desiring change everywhere in Europe

and no less so in Ireland. Smi;h-O'Brien's faction of the

Young Irelanders became nearly as militant as that headed by

Mitchell. There was, however, a basic difference between the

801bid, p. 96.
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two groups, for Smith-0'Briei's followers favored only a
political revolution while those who followed John Mitchell
desired a social revolution as well, Before the quarrelling
could begin anew, however, the British Government intervened
in May of 1848 arresting Smith-0'Brien, Mitchell and a fiery
Young Irelander, Thomas Francis Meagher. O0'Brien and Meagher
were released but Mitchell was convicted of treason and trans-

ported to Tasmania, In July Gavan Duffy was arrested and the

offices of The Nation were seized., There seemed to be only one
alternative left to challenge this coercion and that was
armed insurrection.82

The "insurrection" of the Young Irelanders occurred
in the cabbage patch of a Widow McCormick of Baliingarry,
County Tipperary, where thirty-eight Young Irelanders were de-
feated by armed policemen, thus putting an end to the insurgents:'
revolutionary activities. By the end of 1848 most of the
leaders were in exile or imprisoned.83

As with the United Irishmen, the significance of the
Young Irelanders can not be found in their physical deeds like
the fiasco of 1848, but in the legacy left to later generations.
The ideas they supported were mainly those of John Mitchell
and Thomas Davis. Mitchell's main significance in the move-

ment was his role in connecting the Young Irelanders with Wolfe

Tone by insisting upon the need to establish an Irish republic

82@» pp. 98, 99.
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completely independent of Br!tish rule., By linking the dispir-
ited and famished Ireland of his day with the most important
uprising in modern Irish history, he carried on the republican
tradition. Mitchell also provided a lesson for future revolu- |
tionaries in the violent hatred be conveyed, not for individual
Englishmen, but for the generalized oppression felt by Ireland
at the hands of the English.8u
Thomas Davis's con%ribution was gentler and more futur-
istic than that of Mitchell, although he too did not rule out
the prospect of violence. Davis, painfully aware of the changés
taking place around him as the Irish imitated thé English in
language, fashions and attitudes, struggled tosinstillsinihisg
fellow countrymen a sénse of pride in being Irish and an aware-
ness of their Gaelic past. This message of Davis's was, in
essence, the message of the Young Irelanders, for as they
pointed to Ireland's whole past--language, history, literature,
laws and monuments--they insisted that this was something in
which all Irishmen, regardless of religious denomination, could
have a sense of pride and upon which all Ireland could unite,
Davis's ideas later became the ideas of John O'Leary, Arthur
Griffith and Padraig Pearce.85
The defeat of the Young Irelanders' uprising in 1848

brought an end to that movement and, for a while, to violent

revolutionary activity. It was not until 1852 that the Famine
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ended, leaving in its wake a new upsurge of agrarian crime.
At the same time, however, there appeared a new type of activ-
ity on the part of the Irish tenantry, the formation of the
protective societies under the auspices of the Roman Catholic
clergy., It was the general aim of these socie£ies fo fix~falir
rents by an impartial evaluation., Beginning in 1847 a move-
ment had, by 1850, spread to over twenty counties in both the
South and West. At the same time the tenants in Ulster were
preparing to defend their rights, thus creating the possibility
for a national tenant movement.S6

The activity in the North arose from the fear that the
Ulster custom87 was in danger. Due to the recent agricultural
depression the purchase price of the tenant's right of occupancy
had been reduced, while rents remained high. Landlords took
advantagze of the situation to curtail the operations of their
estates as much as possible. Criticism of the custom by the
Devon Commission in 1847 and the defeat of a bill in Parliament
to legalize the custom heightened the fears of Ulster tenants
thereby resulting in the founding of the Ulster Tenant Right -

Association by a Northern journalist, James McKnight.88

86peckett, p. 354.

87The essential character of the tenant right or Ulster
custom was that the tenant held a saleable interest in his
holding which he could sell to the highest bidder with his
landlord's consent. Further, if evicted, the tenant could sell
his interest or tenant right, or his landlord could purchase
it at the market price. Beckett, p. 179.
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Three political journalists of note watched the activity
of the tenants, both North ad South, with great interest.
These included John Gray, editor of the most important daily

paper in Ireland, The Freeman's Journal, Charles Gavan Duffy,

editor of The Nation and the only Young Irelander still in

Irish politics, and Frederick Lucas, editor of The Tablet, an

Englishman who devoted himself and his journal to the cause of
the Irish peasantry. Undef their leadership a national tenant
right meeting was held in Dublin in August, 1850, resulting
in the formation of the Irish Tenant Right League. The basic
aim of the League was to legalize the Ulster Custom and extend
it to the entire country; and at the Adgust meeting a resolution
was passed to put up candidates for Parliament in the next gen-~
eral election.89
Because many Ulster Presbyterians had been present at
the conference, the League was often called the "League of
North and South". The part played by the Ulster Protestants
soon declined, however, since many became uneasy about the
great numbers of Catholics in the movement, They were also
suspicious that the League would be used for political purposes
since it was true that Gavan Duffy hoped to turn the tenant
movement into a national one with political aims., The results
of the general election of 1852 proved that Ulster would not
back the League since only one of the Ulster candidates was re-

turned to Parliament.go

891pid, p. 355.
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In the South the Leaue was far more successful, with
forty of its members winning the election. At this time in
British politics such an Irish party, if united and skillfully
led, could have achieved much, for the British Government
under Lord Derby was prepared to make concessions td Ireland.
The members of Parliament who supported tenant right were un-
willing, however, to make any compromises and thus introduced
a land bill of their own., When the British Government refused
to accept it, the tenant right members joined forces with the
Whigs, Radicals and Peelites to defeat Lord Derby's govern=-
ment. This action was not to their advantage. Two of the
tenant right members, John Sadler and William Keogh, accepted
positions in the new coalition ministry under Lord Aberdeen,

a ministry hostile to the aims and desires of the League; and
their defection divided its members, thus reducing the party's
importance in Parliament. Although the Irish party did not
accomplish anything, its mere existence had demonstrated that
the Irish grievances could be directed intoc political channels.,
What was needed, however, was discipline and strong leadership,
which was not to be obtained for another twenty years.91
Despite its weaknessess the tenant right movement
succeeded in keeping the land question alive both in Ireland
and at Westminster. After the ﬁérty's demise there were still
independent members who introduced various land bills from
1852 to 1869, Most of the bills were defeated due to strong

landlord pressure, and only two bills, both passed in 1860,
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became law, The first was t- provide compensation for certain
improvements that the tenants made at their own expense with the
consent of the landlords, but the bill was so narrow in scope
and so complicated that the tenants derived little from it.

The second bill, known as the Deasy Act, was to the sole advan-
tage of the landlord. The bill provided thatvin the future,

the relationship between landlord and tenant was to be based

on an expressed or implied contract of the parties rather than
upon customary tenure or service, thus providing both parties
with.their own rights and duties, It would have been reason-
‘able enough had the landlords and tenants been on equal footing;
but such was not the case in Ireland. The Deasy Act destroyed
the whole basis of tenant right and only increaséd the uneasiness
and discontent of the Irish people.92

During the 1860's and 1870's there arose in Ireland

two movements of particular importance to the events which
occurred at the end of the century. The first movement called
the Fenian movement, or the Irish Republican Brotherhood as it
was known in America, was of the revolutionary, republican type
in keeping with the tradition of the United Irishmen and the
Young Irelanders; the second one, the Home Rule movement, was

a great and serious effort to secure self~-government for the
Irish people by purely parliamentary means. These movements,
although extremely divergent with regard to the methods used

to work for political independence, would converge to provide

the Land League with excellent leadership, guidance and
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political power. Yet, befor: the days of the League each
was given a chance to achieve Ireland's long sought goal, only
to fail for various reasons.

The national enthusiasm which had been aroused by the
Tenant Right League had diminished by 1852 with the disinte-
gration of the Tenant Right party. This political stagnation
was not due entirely to the failure of the party, but to economic
and religious causes as well. Ireland now witnessed a slow
but certain economic improvement for the first time since the
Famine. The Church also, under the guidance of Archbishop
Cullen, the most powerful member of the Irish hierarchy, con-
tributed to the political apathy. Archbishop Cullen, who re-
sided in Rome for over twenty years, brought to‘Ireland a fear
of nationalists and came to regard Gavan Duffy as an Irish
Mazzini., Thus, the Church, which earlier had supported the
Repeal Movement, now directed its influence toward keeping
Tral and Within the Uridte Kinedom ot

This political apathy was not due, however, to the
Irishmen's acceptance of things as they were. While the tenant
right movement had failed as a national rallying point, dis-
content over the still far from satisfactory economic and
political situation existed, requiring only new leadership to
mold it into a new nationalist organization, A. M, Sullivan,

the editor of The Nation after Gavan Duffy's departure to

Australia, strove to keep alive national feeling, calling up-

on all Irishmen to wait for an opportunity to re-establish

-
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a constitutional movement 1li:e that earlier led by 0'Connell.
This constitutional action wis soon challenged by a more ag-
gressive, vigorous organization that followed in the tradition
of Wolfe Tone., Demanding secrecy and a binding ocath, this new
organization became known as the Fenian society and was founded
in Dublin in 1858 by James Stephens with the aid of John
O'Mahoney, The name Fenian, suggested by 0'Mahoney, a Gaelic
scholar, originated from "%ianna", the military society of the
hero-warrior Fionn MacCuchail (Finn MacCool) of Celfic legend.94

An important aspect of its movement was that it marked
the beginning of the influence, 2id and encouragement given
to the Irish nationalists by Irish-Americans living in the
United States. The extent and value of this contribution %o
Irish political affairs should not be underrated. These
Irish-Americans, who carried with them a hatred 6f English
rule which they understood to be the cause of all sufferings,
proved to be an inexhaustible spring of anti-British feelings.
It was to this source that Stephens and 0'Mahoney turned for
their uprising against England.95 .

The basic principles of Fenianism, both in Ireland and
in America, were that nothing could be obtained by peaceful
parliamentary methods, and that independence could be achieved
only by violent overthrow of British rule. Fenianism, however,
offered no program of reform for Ireland, since its leaders

maintained that social and economic reforms should be postponed

941pid.
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until political independence was gained, Furthermore, the
Fenian society was not democi atic, for Stephens, conceiving
his organization as a military one, insisted from its incep-
tion that he have complete control. Unlike the United Irish-
men and the Young Irelanders, the Fenians did not attempt to
gain mass support--partly because they believed the masses to
be already in agreement with them, but most importantly be-
cause they felt it was their duty to win Irish freedom regard-
less of public opinion. Stephens, nevertheless, soon became

aware of the usefulness of propaganda and in 1863 established

96

a weekly newspaper, The Irish People.
| Despite the opposition from the'constitutional nation-
alists, who felt that.an armed insurrection at this point

could only mean irreparable harm for Ireland, and the intense
hostility of the Roman Catholic Church, which was striving to
maintain good relations with Great Britain, Stephens was able
to build up a large following., Besides cbtaining the support
of the Irish-Americans, he had among his followers Irishmen

in Britain and thousands of Irish soldiers in regiments serving
in Ireland. When the time appeared to be right for a rising,
Stephens had come to depend on help from the Irish in America;
thus the outbreak of the American Civil War forced him to post-
pone the revolt. After the end of the Civil War in 1865 the
time seeméd more opportune than ever, for now Ireland had at
her disposal experienced officiers and soldiers coming from

America to aid in the struggle for freedom.97

96Beckett, P. 359
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By 1865, however, British authorities at Dublin Castle
were aware of Stephens' activity and the Fenian conspiracy.
In September of that year the Government closed in first by

suppressing The Irish People and then by arresting such well-

known Fenians as John O'Leary, Thomas Clarke Luby and Charles
Kickham, Stephens had escaped apprehension but the three re-
maining priscners were tried and sentenced to Eransportation
for acts of treason. Thehtrials proved a vital source of pro-
paganda for the Fenian cause.98

With most of the Fenian leaders still at large, Stephens'
after his escape, was urged to stage an insurrecfion. His
insistence on delay lost the chance fof a successful rising.
The Government soon took action by arresting all suspects,
seizing arms, removing Irish troops believed to be infested
with Fenian sympathizers and suspending the habeas corpus act.
An uprising did oeccur in March of 1867 but was put down in a
single night., The movement managed to survive the fiasco and
remained a powerful political force. The brutal treatment of
Fenian prisoners created a great deal of sympathy, while the
demand for amnesty served as a means of keeping uncompromising
republicanism alive in the minds of the Irish people.99

In 1867 an event occurred which strengthened the
Fenian cause and brought the movement closer to the mainstream

of British political 1life. This event was the execution of
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the "Manchester Martyrs". Tiie British authorities had appre-
hended one Colonel Kelly kncn to be a chief organizer of the
Fenians. Kelly's comrades had succeeded in rescuing him on
his way to prison by attacking a van in which he was riding,
but had accidently killed a guard while trying to blow off the
lock. The five men were promptly arrested, and after a hasty
trial, three men were execyted. The three became known as

the "Manchester Martyrs" and thereby symbols of Irish nation-

alism.loo

The events at Manchester served to strengthén the at-
titude of most Englishmen that the Fenians were a frightening
and powerful force bent on the destruction of British society.
Those who held this opinion favored more repressive action on
the part of the British Government. Yet, there were a few
Englishmen who attempted to look beyond the violénce in order
to discern its cause and who felt that conditions in Ireland
were in desperate need of reform. One of these, Wiiliam Ewart
Gladstone, was a man whose ideas and actions were to become
of vital importance for the future of Ireland, O+

The Fenians, like the United Irishmen and the Young
Irelanders,ihad failed miserably in their attempts at insur-
rection. Yet, like the other physical force movements their
importance lies in the legacy which they left to Ireland.
Fenianism provided a link in the chain which connected the

United Irishmen with the men of 1916. By resisting cenorship
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of the Church and by attempting to separate Church and State,
it reinstated the separatist ideal that the fight for indepen-
dence was an intellectual as well as a political struggle. By
appealing to the lower classes, Fenlanism indicated where the
real foundation for a radical nationalistic movement lay in
the future. Most important perhaps, Fenianism had demonstrated
to its own generation the harsh belief that freedom could only
be won by physical strugglé and self-sacrifice.lo2

With the collapse of the Fenian uprising, a new
attempt was made to secure a form of self-rule forIIreland
and to arouse the nationalistic feelings of the people. This
v_was the Home Rule movement started by Isaac Butt in the early
1870's and, unlike the Fenian movement, was purely constitution-
al in its methods and goals.

The Home Rule movement which Butt founded was to have
a profound effect on Irish pdlitics well into the twentieth
century. Butt, a Tory barrister, had distinguished himself
as the counsel who defended both William Smith-O'Brien and
Thomas Meagher in 1848 and the Fenian prisoners in 1865.
Alfhough a Protestant and a Conservative, Butt had always
shown national pride in being an Irishman. The events of 1848
and 1865 as well as his disenchantment with the Union during
the days of the Famine had succeeded in converting him to the
national cause. He soon gained prominence as an active mem-
ber of the Tenant Right Association, for his participation in

the Amnesty Movement of which he was president and for his
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connection with the Home Govirnment Association. In the years
that follcwed Butt was o eventually incorporate all three
trends into one Home Rule movement.103 At one point Butt had
foreshadowed what was to become known in Land League parlance
as the "new departure", or the cooperation of both tﬁe Fenians
and Home Rulers in the attempt to gain self-governmcnt.lcu
Furthermore, Butt was aware of the absurdity of attempting to
sever the cause of the Irish tenantry from that of Irish nation-
alism. "I believe", he said of tenant right and nationalism,
"thaf the two objects, so far from being antagonistic, help
each other."105 Although Butt was to be pushed aside by events
during his own lifetime, to him must be given the credit for
first coordinating a movement from which Irish nétionalism

was forthwith to draw its strength. He consciously worked to
discredit Gladstone's Irish policy as less than adequate and

in ‘doing so substituted for it the more aspiring policy of

Home Rule.106

At first Home Rule had attracted both Protestants and
Catholics alike, but as Catholic support grew, Protestants
gradually withdrew from the movement. The fear that "Home

/

Rule meant Rome Rule" increased opposition to the movement

and in turn made the idea of home rule extremely desirable to
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Catholics., On the other sid: of the political spectrum Butt
was able to secure the neutr:lity of the Fenians for a three
year trial period. Thus, Fenians, members of Parliament and
priests alike took part in the first Home Rule conference held
in Dublin, November, 1853.107 A
The main goal of the Home Rulers was simply separate
parliaments for the domest;c affairs of England, Scotland and
Ireland. For the time being, however, the achievement of such
a goal seemed so unlikely that they concentrated more on par-
liaméntary tactics to be adopted and party discipline than on
~the precise platform Home Rule was to take. To Butt, the main
tactic of Home Rulers sitting in Parliament should be to vote
according to the dictate of their consciences. However, an
idea expressed by Joseph Biggar, a Belfast pork butcher, then
a member of the Fenian Supreme Council and soon to be a mem-
ber of Parliament:for County Cavan, presaged the shape of
things to come. Biggar's disturbing amendment was that Irish
members of a political party in a British Parliament should
act solidly together for making decisions on all parliamentary
issues, This proposal was not acceptable to other Home Rulers
and Butt's original decision wés therefore carried unanimous-
1y’108
Under Butt's leadership the Home Rule party which won
fifty-nine seats in the general election of 1874 proved to be

ineffective in Parliament due to its lack of cohesiveness, set
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goals or determination. A fe. Fenians in the party, disillu-
sioned by theif cooperation with Butt, expressed their rest-
lessness through the practice of obstruction, a practice ex-
tremely distasteful to Butt. This practice, which employed
the technique of reading aloud long excerpts from sﬁch docu=-
ments as Government blue books or newspapers in order to delay
the passage of a bill, was condemned by Butt in the House of
Commons. His action only served to alienate him further from
the more active elements of the Irish party. On April 22, 1875
the éppearance in the House of Commons of Charles Stewart
- Parnell, a new, young member of Parliament for County Meath
proved to be the beginning of the end for Butt, Parnell, who
supported Biggar and other obstructionists, would soon drive
Butt from the leadership of the party altogether and form for
the first time in Irish history a strong, cohesive Irish
Parliamentary party.109
The failures of the early nationalist movements proved
that the soul of Irish nationalism had not yet been discerned.
Although various groups enjoyed the enthusiasm and sympathy
of the Irish peasants, no one movement received their whole--
hearted support. Throughout the nineteenth century, Irish
political thinkers who believed strongly in self-government
wrote about Irish independence'and Irish nationalism. Yet,
although they were dedicated men, willing to sacrifice their
lives for Ireland, none were revolutionary in their thinking.

The only true revolutionary thinker of the time was an obscure
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Young Ireland named James Fintan Lalor. To Lalor, the

fight for repeal, for indeprndence, meant nothing without the
support and involvement of the Irish peasants. ZLalor believed
that the only issue on which the Irish people could be aroused,
the only true basis on which to build nationalism was the land.
This was to become the revolutionary doctrine Lalor gave to

Ireland and to Michael Davitt.
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CHAPTER V

JAMES FINTAN LALOR AND MICHAEL DAVITT:
FOUNDERS OF THE LAND LEAGUE

Born in Queen's County in 1807, James Fintan Lalor,
deaf, nearsighted and deformed, spent much of his time brooding
over the economic and political state of Ireland., The son of
a gentleman farmer, Fintan Lalor was educated by private tutors
until he entered Carlow College where he became skilled in
Greek and Latin., More important, however, at Carlow College
Lalor became an ardent nationalist and soon joined the Young
Ireland organization.110

Lalor remained an cobscure figure in Irish politics

until 1847 when a letter he sent to Charles Gavan Duffy, the

editor of The Nation, aroused the interest of Duffy and the

militant Young Irelander, John Mitchell. Both men were struck
by the obscure writer's novel ideas as well as his passionate,
revolutionary fervor, Lalor's central theme was that the re-

peal of the union was of secondary importance. What was impor-

N

tant, wrote the fiery nationalist, was the fate of the Irish
tenant farmer. Lalor wrote to Duffy on January 11, 1847;

I will never contribute one shilling, or give
name, heart, or hand for such an object as simple
Repeal by the British Parliament of the Act of
Union. « « « I will never act, nor aid any organi-
zation limiting itself strictly to the sole object
of dissolving the present connection with Britain -

110O'Leary, o e b
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and rigidly excluding every other. A mightier ques-

ticn is the land--one b:side which Repeal dwarfs

down into a petty paris! question.lll
Lalor firmly believed that repeal of the Act of Union was as
an object in itself "an impractical absurdity."llz_ Past
events had shown, continued Lalor, that it could not be achieved
by constituticnal means, and military means were out of the
question simply because the peasants of Ireland would not raise
a weapon in favor of repeal, which was to them a remote and
meaningless abstraction. Again Lalor emphasized that the
only issue on which the peasants could be aroused was the
land,113

Lalor placed the blame for all of Ireland's miseries

not so much on the British Government as on the Irish lénd—
lords., He maintained that the land did not belong exclusively
to any one class but to the nation as a whole., In an article

published in The.Nation, he urged the landlords to aid in the

transformation of Irish society lest they be thrust aside

forever:

Lay deep and strong the only foundation that is
firm under the feet of the nation--a secure and inde-
pendent peasantry., A secure and independent peasantry
is the only base on which a people ever rises or can
be raised, or on which a nation can safely rest,11%

Fintan Lalor's words went unheeded and he soon proposed
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action against the landlords that would stir Ireland in the
near future, for he advocate. as a remedy to Irish problems
not a violent revolution or a constitutional party but a
nationwide strike against rents.

Lalor's ideas of nationality more than justified his
proposed action, for he held until his death the firm belief
that the land of Ireland belonged by natural right to the
people of Ireland. "The principle I mean to state," declared
Lalor, "and mean to stand upon is this, that the entire owner-
ship of Ireland, moral and material, up to the sun and down
to the center, is vested of right in the people of Ireland;
that they and none but they are the landowners."115

Furthermore, Lalor contended that the rights to the
so0ll carried with it political rights as well: "I hold further,
and firmly believe, that the enjoyment by the people of this
right of first ownership in the soil, is essential to the
vigor and vitality of all other rights."llé The people of
Ireland were by natural right not only the landowners but also
the lawmakers. Any laws not made by them were null and void
and land titles not confirmed by them were invalid. To Lalor,
this full right of ownership had to be obtained and enforced by
any means at Ireland's diSposal.117

Although Lalor concluded that right of ownership of

the soil was indeed related to the political ownership of the

.
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land, he steadfastly maintaiied that the land question was

the more important:
. That the land question contains, and the legisla-
tive question does not contain, the materials from
which victory is manufactured; and that, therefore, if
we be truly in earnest, and determined on success, it
- 1s on the former question, and not the latter, we must
take our stand, fling out our banner, and hurl down
to England our gage of battle. Victory follows that
banner alone--that and no other.l18
To say that James Fintan Lalor was an opponent of
private property would be incorrect. He had the highest
regafd for the real rights of property. What he_did object
to was the ownership of property by one small exclusive class.,
The emall landowning class of Ireland held the land by what
Lalor termed "robbers’ right", and in return stripped the true

owners of Ireland of all economic, political and social rights.

In a nationalist journal, The‘Irish Felon, Lalor asserted that
the true and indefeasiblé right of property was "the right
of our people to live in it in comfort, security and indepen=~
dence, and te live in it by their own labour, on their own
land, as God and nature meant them to do."119

Thus, to regain these rights to their soil Lalor
devised a plan of action for the Irish people. He saw the
English conquests consisting of two parts, the conquest of
liberty and the conquest of the-soil. To Lalor, the reconguest

of Irish liberties would be incomplete without the reconquest

of Irish land. His proposal to refuse to pay rents and to
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resist evictions sounded siiple, but the effects were to be
profound., He also called uron the Young Irelanders to put
aside the repeal question for a mightier struggle, the achieving
of Irish independence by the only way it could possibly be
achieved--a struggle by the Irish people for their soil.120
When, in 1849, Lalor attempted to form a land league
that would carry on the strike against rents, the peasants
were still in the grip of‘famine and were deaf to his
entreaties. Later that year Lalor was arrested for attempting
to incite an armed rebellion and was taken to Newgate Prison
in Dublin. Because of ill health he was released only to
'_die shortly after on December 27, 1849;121
An ardent Republican and uncompromising nationalist,
Lalor did not live to see his ideas realized. His writings,
however, were soon to have a profound effect on the young
Fenian, Michael Davitt, and nearly thirty years after Lalor's
deatﬂ, Davitt organized the Irish National Land League along
the "no-rent" principle, proving conclusively the truth of
Lalor's contention that the only true basis of Irish nation-
alism was the land.
Michael Davitt, a son of a tenant farmer, was born
in Straide, County Mayo on March 25, 1846, while famine and
disease ravished Ireland. The horrors of the famine including

his own family's eviction had a profound and lasting effect on
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him, aiding greatly in developing an undying hatred for land-

1
lordism and for British rule.“22

"Straide was my birthplace,"”
wrote Davitt, "and almost my first-remembered experience of
my own life and the existence of landlordism was our eviction
in 1852 when I was about five years of age."123

Soon after their eviction, Davitt's family moved to
Haslingden, England, where Davitt, at ten years of age, lost
his right arm in an industgial accident. By 1870 hé had be-
come deeply involved in the Fenian movement, for alfhough he
was raised in England, he had instilled in him a love for his
native country and a strong conviction of Ireland's right to
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self-government,
gunrunning and sentenced to fifteen years of penal servitude.
By 1878, however, Davitt was released and thus began the most
active phase of his public career.lg5

While in prison Davitt had spent many hours brooding
over Ireland's condition and searching for an effective cam-
paign that would unite all Irishmen behind one cause. After

extensive study he came to the conclusion that the land ques-

tion, almost to the exclusion of the political movement for

home rule, was the major concern of the Irish people. Inspired

and strengthened by the doctrines of Lalor and choosing the

122Francis Sheehy-Skeffington, Michael Davitt:
Revolutionary, Agitator and Labour Leader (T. Fisher, 1908;
reprint ed., London: MacGibbon and Kee, Ltd., 1867), pp. 17, 18.
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latter's formula "the land fir the people" as a sighal for
revolution, Da?itt launched :. campaign soon to become known
as the New Departure. With the land question as a common base,
the New Departure called for the combined efforts of both the
physical and constitutional forces to fight for the”economic
and political freedom of Ireland.126
Davitt firmly beli?ved that there existed both a need
and an opportunity for a new departure in 1878. The need
stemmed from the fact that neither the Fenians nor the Home
Rulefs proved capable of accomplishing anything on their own.
The Fenian conspirators, although patriotic and sincere, had
nothing tangible to offer the Irish people except abortive
uprisings and penal servitude, while the Home Rulers in 1878
due to the weakness and incohesiveness of Isaac Butt's party,
simply lacked the popularity and combativeness necessary for
an effective movement. What was needed, Davitt believed, was
a combination of the energies of the two elements for a strong
national organization.lz?
The opportunity of which Davitt spoke for the success
of a New Departure was to be found in the social discontent
that had prevailed among the Irish peasants for centuries.,
This discontent, the result of the evils of Irish landlordism
ignored by both political factions, was a vast area of popular

force waiting to be drawn upon for the purpose of a strong

national movement, Davitt hoped to link the land or social

126Palmer, pr. 207 s 108,
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guestion to that of home rul¢ by making the ownership of the
so0il the basis for the strug le for independence, This strug-
gle, nationalistic in character and semi~-revolutionary in ac-
tion, called for an attack upon landlordism and demuanded the
combined efforts of both forces in Irish political life.lzs
In addition to the resources in Ireland there lay
across the Atlantic another and even stronger force ready to
be tapped. The Irish-Americans, many of whom were victims of
English oppression or descendents of those victims, still
harbored an intense hatred and distrust of the British Govern-
ment.. These Irishmen had by 1870 acquired some Qealth and
 higher social position in America and had become schooled in
democratic thought and principles, Davitt believed that these
qualities coupled with their concern for Ireland would prove
to be a valuable aid for the New Departure campaign. With this
in mind, Davitt journeyed to America in the hope of spreading
the idea of his new doctrine to Irish-Americans énd.thereby en;
listing their support.129 -
Davitt traveled throughout the major cities of fhe
United States including New York and Boston setting forth
policies advocating his new scheme. Both he and his ideas
were received with great enthusiasm. A tentative program

suggested by Davitt was readilywaccepted, and among the pro-

posals adopted were the declarations that the first aim of the

1281y34, pp. 120, 121.
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Irish nationalists was the a hievement of self-government and
with it the seftlement of the land question.130

Associated with Davitt in advocating and inauvgurating
the New Departure in America was another Fenian ex-convict,
John Devoy. Born in Ireland in 1842, Devoy spent practically
his entire life participating in various revolutionary activ-
ities. In 1871 he was banished from Ireland and moved to New

%31

York where he was employed as a journalist. As an able and
respected leader of the advanced nationalist parties in
America, the Clan-na-Gael and the Irish Republican Brotherhood,
Devoy was most instrumental in winning the Irish-American na-

tionalists to Davitt's new movement. In a letter printed

in The Freeman's Journal published in New York on December Je1ey

1878 he publicly advocated the principles of the New Departure.
Devoy pointed out that no one.portion of the Irish people alone
could achieve national independence, therefore there had to be
some type of action on a common ground. Like Davitt and Lalor,
he readily agreed that the only gquestion on which Home‘Rulers,
Fenians and the mass of Irish people could unite was that of
the land.132

The New Departure campaign in the United States ended

in a meeting in Mechanics Hall in Boston, December 8, 1878 with

1301444,
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132preeman's Journal (New York), 11 December 1878,
guoted in C, B., Cashman, The Life of Michael Davitt (Boston:
Murphy and Murphy Publishers, 1881), p. 107.
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certain policies adopted. I'! was agreed upon by all that the
land was to be the basis of '‘heir nationalistic struggle and
that all national energies were to be directed toward com-
bating the landlords--that political garrison of England in
Ireland-~for the ownership of the soil and control 6f the

political institutions.133

The Boston meeting ended with a speech by Michael
Davitt which became famous: It was entitled "Why the Irish
tenant farmer is not an active nationalist"., By posing dis-
turbing questions to the nationalists, Davitt hoped to stir
them into action and to emphasize the need for a strong, cohe-
sive movement. In the speech Davitt puf himself in the place
of a tenant farmer laboring in Galtee Mountain region of
Ireland's desolate west coast., Davitt's peasant asked:

How is it that I who have done no wrong to God,
my country, or society should be doomed to a penal
existence like this? Who are they that stand by and
see the beasts of the field preferred before me or my
family? I am powerless to do anything but to provide
for the cravings of those whom God has sent to my care,
and to relax my labour for a day might be a day's
hunger for my little ones., If I go down to the castle
and avenge my wrongs upon the head of the landlord, I
am but injuring him, and not the system that enables
him to plunder me. I must, therefore, refrain from an
act which might cause me to die on the scaffold and my
children to enter the workhouse. If no one else will
assist me I am condemned tc this miserable existence
for the remainder of my life. Who are they that,
having time and energy to take part in the political
strife of the day, say they are working for Ireland
and for people like me? The nationalist (revoluticnary)
party tells me that when independence is won I will
no longer be at the mercy of an English landlord. . . .
If the nationalists want me to believe in and labour a
little for independence, they must first show them-
selves willing and strong enough to stand between me

133Davitt, pp. 129, 130.




and the power which a siigle Englishman, a landlord
wields over men, Let thi'm show that the social well-
being of our people is a motive in their actions and
the aim of their endeavors, while striving for the
grand object ahead, and the farming class of Ireland
will {%ﬁly round them to assist in reaching that ob-
ject.

Before ending the meeting Davitt pointed out that the
two parties in Ireland, although differing on‘principles, had
to unite in the struggle for the land of Ireland. Emphasizingk
again that‘the land was the only issue on which all Ireland
could unite, Davitt appealed to all nationalists to adopt a
center platform "resting on a broad, generous, and comprehensive
nationalism, which will invite every earnest Irishman upon
it, 135

Davitt left the United States in high spifits, confident
in the belief that the Irish-Americans would aid Ireland in
its momentous struggle., Upon arriving in Ireland, however, he
soon learned that the Fenian organization in Ireland had re-
pﬁdiated the New Departure policy, fearing it to be a means
of encouraging extreme nationalists into the constitutional
movement. John Devoy made a trip from America to defend his
position and that of the American branch of the Irish Repub-
lican Brotherhood, but to no avail; for neither he nor Davitt
could alter the opinions of the Irish Fenians., Although this
action proved to be discouraging since it crushed his hopes

for a truly united national movement, Davitt refused to give

up. Knowing that his plan would appeal to the peasants of

13%1vid, pp. 130-132.
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Ireland, he waited for an apiroplate time to launch his cam-
paign.136
The opportunity Davitt awaited was not long in coming,
for late in 1878 the potato crop failed again causing hunger,
disease and eviction. The people, remembering the dark years
of the late forties, were desperate and ready for action, 137
The successful inauguration of the New Departure took place
in Irishtown, County Mayo,‘on the estate of Canon Burke, the
Anglican priest. Rents on Burke's estate were exhorbitant,
and since the crop failed, no tenant was able to pay his rent
and therefore facéd eviction. This display of cdnscienceless
landlordism was the excuse needed to begin the new land move-
ment., A meeting was érranged for Sunday, April .20, 1879 to
protest against Canon Burke's actions, to demand lower rents
and denounce the landlord system in its entirety. The meeting
proved more successful than Davitt had hoped. The people of
Ireland were called upon to participate in mass demonstirations
for land agitation, and a resolution was passed stating thaf
the land of Ireland belonged to the people of Ireland.138

The Connaught Telegcraph called the meeting at Irishtown "one

of the greatest public demonstrations ever witnessed in the

West of Ireland."139 Nothing like it was seen since the time

1361434,
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.
of Daniel 0" Conneil, t o

The press in Dublin ¢id not mention the Irishtown meet-
ing, but news of it was carried throughout Connaught raising
the hopes of the Irish peasantry. The meeting was in fact one |
of profound historical importance, for as Davitt had hoped,

it proved to be the beginning of a great land movem'ent.lb’l

140Ibi
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CHAFTER VI
PARNELL AND THE LAND LEAGUE

While Michael Davitt successfully launched ﬁis New
Departure campaign in the west of Ireland, ancther very imp=-
ortant Irishman was embroiled in a struggle in Parliament for
the leadership of the Irish Home Rule Party. This was Charles
Stewart Parnell, an aristocratic Anglo-Irish Protestant land-
lord from County Wicklow. Although far removed from the Irish
peasants in training, beliefs and inclinations, Parnell was
‘destined to become an able leader of a great popular movement
and one of the most astute parliamentarians evef to be elected
to the House of Commons. Michael Davitt, who was instrumental
in convincing Parnell of the political importance of the land
movement, wfote of Parnell as: "an Englishman of the strongest
tjpe, moulded for an Irish purpose," i

Parnell took his seat in Parliament for County Meath
on April 22, 1875. Within Isaac Butt's weak, ineffective
movement there existed a small faction of Irishmen employing
the practice of obstruction, and it was with this group that
the young Parnell joined ranks. While mastering the technique,
he quickly rose to the leadership of this small band which in
a few short years would make up the core of a strong, cohesive

Irish Parliamentary Party soon to become a powerful force in

1Ll'zl)awi’c‘t, Perdd0s
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British politics.Lh}

Butt neither encour: ged nor condoned the action of
the obstructionists. 1In a passionate speech delivered in the
House of Commons, Butt attacked the member from County Meath:

I regret that the time of the House has beén

wasted in this miserable and wretched discussion.

It is a cause of obstruction and one against which

I must enter my protest. I am not responsible for
the member from Meath, and cannot control him. I
have, however, a duty'to the great nation of Ireland,
and I think I should discharge it best when I say I
disapprove éentirely gf,the conduct of the honourable
member from Meath,l¥

The speech was received by the House with cheers and
applause. Yet, as Parnell knew, it sounded the political

‘death knell for Isaac Butt. No Irishman could attack a fellow
Irishman before the English, "the common enemy", and expect

to remain in favor with the Irish people. In a few years

Butt was pushed into the backsground, and by the time of his
death his leadership of the Home Rule party was assumed by
Parnell.lu5

In 1879, the two forces, Parnell and the land movement,
came together. Although successful in the West, the Irishtown
meeting did not gain the recognition outside that area which

it desperately needed, and although rising politically, Farnell

was not yet well known to the Irish people as he soon would

=
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be., It appeared that the lan' movement needed Parnell's name
and leadership.to achieve it: goals, and Parnell, for the mo-
ment, needed the Land League to gain the strong popular support
for himself and his party. Parnell did not possess or care |
to possess the deep insight into the land question that Michael
Davitt had. Unlike Davitt, he did not strive for complete in-
dependence, but rather for home rule, Yet, even more than the

‘

founder of the Land League, Parnell viewed the land movement
as a means to a political goal.146

The success of the Irishtown meeting had caught the
attention of Parnell, but while interested in the growing land
movement, he was reluctant to join fordes with any movementb
that might be linked with a revolutionary organization like
the Fenlans. Being informed that the Fenians had rejected the
New Departure, and further swayed by the enthusiasm shown for
the movement by the whole country and by the Irish-Americans,
Farnell decided to take a closer look at the land ques‘t:ion.lb’7
Early in June, 1879, Michael Davitt called upon Parnell to '
address a meeting at Westport. Before consenting to do so,
Parnell asked an old Fenian, Charles Kickham, "Do you think
that the people feel very keenly on the land guestion?" to
which Kickham replied, "Feel keenly on the land question, I
am only sorry to say that I think they would go to hell for

it."148 With this in mind, Parnell accepted Davitti's

1LwPalmer. P 130,

147 Davitt, p. 141,
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invitation to speak at Westpirt, thus embarking on a crucial
phase in his political caree:,

Parnell's appearance at Westport was an enormous gain
for the new movement and a courageous act on the part of the
political leader, for certain sections of the Catholic clergy,
including the Archbishop of Tuam, Dr. MacHale, denounced the

. t o
aims and actions of the movement. 59

L3

the editor of The Freeman‘s Journal on June 5, 1879, MacHale,

In a letter written to

an important figure in the Catholic hierarchy, not only con-
demned the proposed land agitation but also called upon all
members of the clergy to join together in an effort to stop

the Irish people from participating in the movement.150

In
addition the Archbishop hinted that, "An Irish member of
Parliament has unwittingly expressed his readiness to attend
a meeting convened in a mysterious and disorderly manner."151
This created a problem for Parnell, who, as a Protestant leader
of a Catholic people could not afford to defy the Church.15?
Davitt, greatly troubled by MacHale's letter, expected
Parnell to decline the invitation. When he approached Parnell
in Dublin to ask him if he would still attend the Westport
meeting, Davitt was both surprised and delighted with his reply.

"Will I attend?" stated Parnell, "Certainly., Why not? I have

1L"9Palmer, D 2554
150Davitt, P, A58,
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promised to be there, and yc' can count upon my keeping that

promise."153 Davitt believed that at last Ireland had found

the leader it had desperately needed.154

The Westport meeting was similar to that at Irishtown
except that it was more successful. More than 8.000'persons
were present, while about 500 young Irishmen on horseback
formed a body guard for Parnell. Parnell was impressed with
the well-mannered behavioé of the Irish people and with the
new spirit and sense of power which seemed to take hold bf
them.155 The tenor of the meeting and of the speech which
Parnell delivered was one of anti-rent and anti-eviction. In
the address at Westport which became faﬁous. Parnell told the
peasants of Ireland:

A fair rent is a rent the tenant can reasonably
pay according to the times, but in bad times .a ten~
ant cannot be expected to pay as much as he did in
good times three or four years ago. If such rents
are insisted upon, a repetition of the scenes of
1847 and 1848 will be witnessed., ' Now, what must we
do in order to induce the landlords to see the posi-
tion? You must show them that you intend to hold a
firm grip on your homesteads and lands. You nust
not allow your small holdings to be consolidated.

I am supposing that the landlords will remain deaf
to the voice of reason, but I hope that they may
not, and that on those properties where the rents
are out of all proportion to the times a reduction
may be made, and that immediately. If not, you
must help yourselves, and the public opinion of

the world will stand by you and supfogt you in your
struggle to defend your homesteads,15

153pavitt, p. 153.
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The Westport meeting, due to Parnell's appearance,
received much attention from the Irish and English newspapers.

Many publications including The Freeman's Journal severely

criticized both the theory of land reform and the "wild lang-
uage" used at the western meetings. All the condemnation
only served to strengthen the appeal of -the movement to the
Irish and to prove that the doctrine had attracted public
attention. It appeared th;t the New Departure campaign was
destined to become a power with gfeat political potential.157
In August Michael Davitt began to organize his forces
by holding a land league convention at Castlebar,’County Mayo.
Representatives from all over the countfy came to Castlebar
for the purpose of creating the National Land League of County
Mayo. The principle objectives and rules were read by Daviti
who declared that the "land of Ireland belongs to the people
of Ireland.,” He further explﬁined to those preéent that,
"land being created to supply mankind with the necessities
of existence, those who cultivate it to that end have a highér
claim to iﬁs absoiute possession than those who make it'an
article of barter to be used or disposed of for the purpose
of profits or pleasure."158
During the course of his address to the representatives

he revealed to them that more tﬁan 6,000,000 acres of Irish

land were owned by less than 300 persons and that twelve of

157 pavitt, Pe THE]
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this number owned 1,250,000- ¢:cres; oﬁ the other hand, Davitt
pointed out, 5,000,000 of the people owned less than an acre.
Rents amounting to over £12,000,000 were taken from the people
by the non-productive landowning class.159 Thus, the great
principle of the League was to be that the land was essential
to the welfare of the community, and for this reason the land-
lords must sell their holdings. If this was not done volun-
tarily by the landlords then it was the duty of the State to
use compulsion., The Land League, in the meantime, would strive
to protect the interests of the people by guarding them against
the ruthless exercise of power, by attempting legélly to abolish
the rresent land laws, by exposing publicly the evils of the
present land system such as rack renting and arbitrary eviction
and by assisting the evicted and the helpless, In addition the
League would pose as a vigilance committee in Mayo, observing
the conduct of all public officials from poor guardians to
members of Parliament and if necessary, pronouncing judgement
publicly upon their actions, Finally, the League planned to
publish lists of all estates, noting how they were obtained,

the condition of the land tenure and the rent. Evigtions or
contemplated evictions were tc be widely announced and protest
meetings were to be organized. The League also planned to
publish lists of those tenants who dared rent the land of an
evicted tenant or who offered the landlord a higher rent than
that paid by the previous occupier. The promoters of the League

were on the whole ex-Fenilans like Davitt, Thomas Brennan,

1391hid, " p. 164,



Patrick Egan and Matthew Harzls.léo‘

Although much had been achieved, Davitt still hoped to

accomplish more. He was anxious to spread the movement to other
counties, to convince his fellow Irishmen that the land move-
ment would serve the tenants well and finally to win over the
still doubting Parnell. Even after the Westport meeting Parnell
was still reluctant to give his wholehearted support to a move-
ment which had so many subhivisions. Parnell did not wish to
risk his leadership on the type of movement where the central
body would be responsible for the actions of diverse groups and
individuals. When informed of the creation of thé Land League
of Mayo, Parnell expressed neither apprbval nor disapproval.161
Meanwhile, the economic situation in Ireland was be-
coming more distressing daily. Crops were destroyed by contin-
uous rains,and it appeared that a partial famine and acute dis-
tress would be the result. The official attitude of Dublin
Castle was that there was no real reason for alarm,but the
people were aware that the Land League's warnings of economié
danger were well justified., While famine threatened, mére and
more Land League meetings were being held both within and out-
side of Connaught.162

As the situation became more critical, it was apparent

that the spirit and attitude of the people were also those of

1607%3d% pp, 1627163,

161Pomfret, Dot 1223
162pavitt, p. 168.



80

the League; Parnell was beciming more convinced of the League's
importance and potential, aid his speeches were filled with |

the principles of the new doctrine.163

At Limerick on August 31,
1879, Parnell told the tenants of Ireland: "It is no use re-
lying on the government, it is no use relying on the House of
Commons. You must rely upon your own determination. . . . and
if you are determined I tell you, you have the game in your own
hands. . . . There is no ﬁower on earth which can ﬁrevail
against the hundreds of thousands of tenant farmeré of this
country."léu
By late summer of 1879 Parnell had becoﬁe aware of
the awkwardness of his position., He was the acknowledged
leader of the Home Rﬁle party but had not yet taken up in
Parliament the only cause that was vitally important to the
Irish people. Parnell knew that no political leader could af-
ford to ignore the only movement that had reached the true
source of Irish nationalism, drawing into it tenant farmers,
Fenians, bishops and priests, the Irish press and Irishmen
from all over the world.‘l,'65 With Davitt at the head of one
movement and himself at the head of another, Parnell knew that
a united Ireland could never become a reality. T a Home Rule
meeting on September 11, 1879, Parnell clearly expressed his

viewss "Unless we unite all shades of political opinion in
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that country. I fail to se- how we can expect to attain
national independence,"
Parnell now decided to unite with the New Departure
movement and agreed to assist Davitt in organizing the National
Land League, to become its president and to undertake a mission
to America. The Irish National Land League was thus organized
in Dublin on October 12, 1873, Its objectives were to bring
about a reduction of rack‘rent and to win for the tenants the
ownership of their land, In exchange for Parnell's coopera-
tion and support, and to promote the unity of an Irish cause,
Davitt and other Land League organizers agreed fo adopt a
- platform which would not endanger Irish activities in Parlia-
‘ment.167
Even though Parnell was an immensely important figure
during the days of the Land League, the credit for the remark-
able achievement of unity in 1879 belongs to Michael Davitt,
By sheer energy and enthusiasm Davitt had, in less than two
years, started a movement which forced all Irish factions tb
recognize its importance, Davitt's movement was so important
that it compelled Parnell, the unquestioned political leader
of Ireland, nct only to acknowledge it but also to become its
leader.168
As the leader of the new movement, Parnell;s task was
a difficult one, Davitt had reconciled and organized the di-

| vergent elements but to Parnell fell the responsibility of
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holding them together for a : ingle purpose. The extremists,
although mostly ex-Fenians, vere hostile to Parnell, who would
not and could not compromise with them. While Parnell spent
what time he could in expanding the League, his duties in
Parliament prevented him from giving it his full attention. It
appeared as 1f the movement was losing ground when unexpected
intervention from the authqrities gave it the stimulus it
needed.169 ‘

Such an organization as the Land League could hardly
hope‘to escape the attention of the Government. The speeches
of Land League leaders, thought to be sediticus, led to many
arrests., Davitt, James Daly and Thomas Brennan were among the
first arrested in Sligo. Parnell, due to the cautious wording
of his addresses, avoided arrest. The Sligo arrests and pro-
secutions attracted world attention, thus gaining for the
Leaguesencouragement and promises of support., The Government,
finding it almost impossible to obtain an impartial jury in
Ireland, was forced to abandon the trials on the eve of the
election of 1880, The League now gained more adherents in
Ireland and throughout the world, thus paving the way for
Parnell's journey to America.170

To obtain support for the movement, Parnell set out
for America in November, 1879 wlth the Land League organizer,

John Dillon., Parnell spoke in many important American cities

including Boston, Philadelphia, New York, Cleveland and
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Washington D. C., and he was received enthusiastically by

crowds of Americans supportir g the Irish cause. His most
important visit was in Washington where he was given the priv-
ilege of addressing the House of Representatives. This honor
had in the past been bestowed upon only a few distinguished
foreigners including Louis Kossuth and General Lafayette.
Parnell's address to Congress, in which he denounced the English
land tenure system in Irelénd and defended the activities of

the Land League, met with the approval of many American polit-

ical figures../t

It was in Cincinnati, however, that Parnell delivered
what has become known as the "last link* speech, a speech which
aroused much controversy years later when Parnell denied using
seditious language. Much of this address was regarding the
land situation:

We are engaged in a great work in Ireland, . . .
With your help in keeping our people alive this winter,
I feel confident we shall kill the Irish land system.
And when we have given Ireland to the people of Ireland,
we shall have laid the foundation upon which to build
our Irish nation. The feudal tenure and the rule of the
minority have been the cornerstone of English misrule.
Pull out that cornerstone, break it up, destroy it, and
you undermine the English misgovernment. When we have
undermined the English misgovernment, we have paved the
way for Ireland to take her place among the nations of
the earth. And let us not forget that that is the
ultimate goal at which all we Irishmen aim. None of us
whether we are in America or in Ireland or wherever we
may be will be satisfied until we have destroyeg the
last link which keeps Ireland bound to England.:72

171pavitt, p. 127,
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The American mission was enormously successful, drawing
in contributions totaling ov:r $50,000. Most of the money,
however, was used by the League to relieve the economic dis-
tress in Ireland instead of being used to expand the activities
of the Land League.173

Toward the end of his visit, Parnell once again stop-
ped off in New York. While there he called together all those
interested in the Irish caﬁse and submitted an outline for an
auxiliary organization soon to become known as the American
Land League, Leaving John Dillon in New York to carry out
the details of the work, Parnell suddenly departed for Ireland
to take part in the general election of.1880, an election that
was to be a triumphant one for Parnell.174

The election of 1880 was of great importance, not only
for Parnell but for the future of the land agitation as well.
Parnell's political future was at stake in this election, for
it would mean acknowledgement of his leadership of the Home
Rule party and the approval of the electorate of his Land
League activities.,17?> Among the indications that Parneil would

win the election was the fact that The Freeman's Journal now

recognized the New Departure doctrine. Dwyer Gray, editor of
the paper, informed Davitt that since the country fully sympa?

thized with the program and the policy of the land movement,

176

the Journal would henceforth support the League. Meanwhile,
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the doctrine of the League w 's spreading throughout Great
Britain, Early in 1880 the ! ome Rule Federation of Great
Britain joined together with the Land League resulting in the
Land League of Great Britain. There were so mény branches of
the League developing in England that both major pafties had
to reckon with the Irish vote in the industrial cities for many
years to come, Even Scot%and did not escape the Land League
influence as there was agitation among the Scéttish crofters
to rise up against their landlords.177

' The destruction of the Tory majority in Parliament
became the aim of the Land League. Disreali condemned the
League as being "a danger in its ultimate result scarcely
less disastrous than pestilence and famine."178 “Although
voting solidly against the Conservatives, the Irish still had
not secured the wholehearted support of the Liberalé. Yet, at
this time sympathy for Ireland, as evidenced in their speeches,
appeared to be growing., Lord Hartington condemned the repres-
sive actions of the Government and its failure to inquire into
the cause of Irish discontent, while Gladstone, in his Midlothian
address stated: "In my opinion these two great objectives of
local government and the 1land laws ought now to occupy a fore-
most place in the thoughts of every man who aspires to be a

legislator."179

177pomtret, p. 129. -
178Quoted in Davitt, p. 130,

179quoted in O*Brien, I, 120,



Parnell waged a vigorous campaign against the Torles
and the conservative Irish o/ Butt's party. Lacking in funds,
he was forced to borrow ;Z,OOO from the Land League's treasury
to provide needy candidates with fees and campaign cxpenses,
Although this step violated the League's constitution, it did
surround Parnell with loyal men like John Dillon, Thomas Sexton
and John Redmond.180

Parnell and the Irish cause triumphed in the general
election of 1880. The Liberals took control of the English
Government and the Irish Home Rule party won sixty seats, eight
more than had been won in 1874, On April 26, shdrtly after
 the election, the Home Rule party met in Dublin to choose
Parnell as its leader. Parnell, the Land League and Home Rule
were now one, and due to the efforts of Michael Davitt, Irish
nationalism had ceased to be a mere expression and became a

reality.181

180Pomfret, Dl 1%
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CHAPTER VII
THE LAND LEAGUE 1879-1881

The Land League movement of Ireland was in all respects
a movement of the people--an uprising against the landlords.
Although their chief aim was the complete abolition of land-
lordism, the Irish peasants had no definite plan of accomplish-
ing it. The important thing between the years of 1879 and 1881
was the belief that soon they would once again be the masters
of their own soil.182

The doctrines of the Land League proved to be irresist-
ible for the Irish people. Land League slogans.like "Down with
landlordism" and "The land for the people" at once aroused
their interests, passions and desires, The movement was one
which could idenfify itself with the people, one which they
finally understood completely. Revolutionaries could speak of
English oppression, and Home Rulers could speak of self-govern-
ment without arousing much enthusiasm, but when the Irish
people heard speeches concerning landlordism and cdncerning
their right to own their soil, their deepest feelings, as James
Fintan Lalor had predicted, were immediately stirred.183

In addition to offering the people what they desired

most and appealing to their profoundest convictions, the program

182 imer, pp. 113, 114,
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of the Land League had succ.eded in uniting all classes, sects
and districts, thus proving it to be a truly national move-

184

ment.

No national organization could exist in Ireland to whiéh
the clergy was hostile, and one of the most valuable assets of
the land movement was the approval and cooperation given to it
by the Irish clergy, bot@ Catholic and Protestant. Especially
influential were the Catholic priests, ardent and active sup-
porters of the League. "We had," said Michael Davitt, "some
staﬁnch friends and supporters among the Irish bisﬁops, while
many priests were on our side."185

The clergymen were extremely active in keeping the
League organizations intact in their parishes, especially when
the official leaders were attending sessions of Parliament or
in prison. Since they were recruited chiefly from theblower
classes, the clergymen were in constant touch with the people.
Landlordism was condemned in the churches by parish priests
and bishops alike, while the God-given right of the people to
own their land was upheld., By their actions, the Irish clergy
gave the movement the sanction of religious approval.lB6

Propaganda and a powerful press provided another source

of strength for the Land League., The conservative journals

such as The Daily Express and The Evening Mail were pro-English,

1841y 10, 7p. 116,
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pro~landlord and therefore mnti-nationalist and anti-League;

but The Nation and The Flag of Ireland were supporters and

organs of the national movement.

Rarely missing an opportunity to condemn tue League's
activities, the conservative papers constantly demanded that
the English Government enforce more coercive measures, The
program of the League and particularly its slogans like "Pay
no rent" were considered by those journals as revolutionary
and communistic., Being the bitterest enemies of the League,
they also opposed the most moderate of land reform.187
The journals which condoned the actions of the League

~were zlso the channels through which Land League propaganda

was spread. The Nation in particular was the League's stauch-

est supporter. Always keeping its ultimate aim in sight, the
achievement of national independence, it threw itself whole-
heartedly into the land movemeﬁt. By championing a cause of
the people and attacking landlordism, it indirectly struck a

blow against English rule. During the three years of the Land

League's exisfence, The Nation devoted its columns to the pro-

gress of the League's activities. Disapproving of violence,
it warned the Irish people that their goal could best be

achieved by "peaceful, passive resistance." It was the most
influential and substantial of-all nationalist journals.188

Although the Land League movement was one of unity of

action and unanimity of program, the aims of the leaders and

1871pid, p..121.
1881pi4, pp. 121, 122,




the aims of the people from shom they drew their support, were
quite different. In the first instance, the land agitation was
a social revolution with political aims; in the second, it was
a revolt against economic oppression. The -chief organizers

and leaders of the League looked upon the land agitétion as a
means to a higher goal, national independence, At no time did
they conceal or disguise their real objectives.189; Appearing

before The Special Times Commission of 1889, a commission

formed to investigate the alleged agrarian crimes of the Land
League period, Michael Davitt was asked: "Did you not impress
upon them (the Americans) the doctrine that if you could link
the national question with the land question, the land move-
ment would be a step toward independence?" To which Davitt

replied, "I did, and I believe that now."190

In Kansas on
September 11, 1880, Davitt had spoken of the aims of the League's
organizers, while explaining to his American audience that the
land war was different from previous revolts. Davitt declared
that by waging a war against the landlords he and other leaders,
"are preparing the way for that independence which you enjoy

in the great American Republic." Davitt continued, "Landlordism
is a British garrison which bars the way to national indepen=-

dence."191

1891pi4, p. 128.

190Times (London), 4 July 1889, p. 6.
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For the leaders of 'né movement, land agitation was
to be used as a means of ar using the people against landlords
and thus striking indirectly against British rule. To expect
a pure agrarian land movement under such leadership as the
Land League possessed was impossible and absurd. For who were
the leadérs but Michael Davitt, an ex-Fenian convict, Charles
Stewart Pgrnell, the leader of the Home Rule party and others
such as John Dillon, Timathy Healy, Thomas Brennan, Patrick
Egan, Thomas Sexton and many others who were either Fenians
or Home Rulers. The aim of both was independence from Great
Britain; the difference between the two factioné was the means
to be used and the degree of independeﬁce sought. Throughout
the entire period, the leaders of the League had but this one

1

purpose, a purpose which they openly revealed in their speeches

and actions.192
It was Michael Davitf more than any other leader who

viewed his Land League as a vehicle for independence. He con-

sidered it his life's ambition to aid in achieving freedom for

his country. The Special Times Commission of 1888 reported:

He, first of all those who engaged in Irish
politics had recognized the expediency of uniting
the land movement with Fenianism, and by an appeal,
as he says, to self-interest, to give it force and
vitality., He avowed in the witness box before us
that the principle on which he had always acted was
to make the land question a gtepping stone to com-
plete national independence.

192Palmer. PD.1 120, 129:

1937imes (London), 4 July 1889, p. 6.



With this end in mird, Davitt launched his great land
crusade., National independ nce was vitally important to him,
but knowing the Irish people's attachment to the land and
being himself an enemy of landlordism, he no doubt conducted
the land agitation with more ardor than any other Irishman of
-the period.194

The chief support of the Land League came from the
Irish peasants who considéred the land issue as the most vital
issue of the day. While Land League leaders saw the movement
as a necessay preliminary to national independence, the people
were concerned first and foremost with the ownership of their
~land. To them the New Departure was avsocial revclt not a
political one, and as long as the land question remained the
main issue, than all classes and sections would remain united.
In 1881, however, when the Land League was suppressed and the
political issue. came to the fore, the cohesiveness of the nat-
ional movement began to disintegrate. To the peasants "the
land for the people" was all that mattered, and although the
movement gathered into it nationalists of all degrees, out of
necessity until 1881, it had to keep its agrarian character.l95

Between the years of 1879 and 1881 Irish nationalism,
with its roots in the land movement, expressed itself in
land agitation conducted under the auspices of the Land League.

The words of Michael Davitt and Charles Stewart Parnell brought

19“Palmer, D130,
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new hope to the once apathe'ic Irish peasants, who had come
to believe.that possibly at last here were leaders who could
save them from their oppression. With the appearance of these
two men on the same platform, pleading for the same cause,
the people of Ireland were stirred to action--into waging a
phenomenal campaign of successful agitation against the land-
lords of Ireland.196
By autumn of 1879.the anti-rent agitation had spread
throughout all parts of Ireland. The pending econdmlc crisis,
a situation that threatened to be similar to that of 1846,
made ready converts of the people. Weekly Sunday meetings
_beginning at Limerick on August 31, 18?9 were attended with
great enﬁhusiasm. Peasants came for miles, and stood in large
crowds eager to hear the speeches of the Land League organizers
and Home Rule party members, It was apparent that ‘the Leazue
was receiving the wholehearted support of the tenant farmers.lQ
On Sunday, October 12, 1879 a great meeting was held
at Navan in County Meath., At this meeting Parnell was to an-
nounce his policy on the land gquestion., According to the
Dublin correspondent for The Times 20,000 or more were present,.
"Parnell," stated The Times, "was received with-ringing cheers
and waving of hats." During his speech Parnell declared thaf

the multitude had not been egualled "since 0'Connell addressed

~



94
your forefathers on the Roynl Hill of Tara." Reminding the
people that 0'Connell had o tained religious liberties, he
stressed that now was the time for civil liberties to be

198

WOn. Parnell declared: "You never can have civil liberty

as long as strangers and Englishmen make your laws for you

and as long as the occupiers of the soil own not a single inch

of it."199 Farnell's reception waé overwhelming, thus demon-

strating at once his popdlarity, and moreover the determination

of the Irish people to stand behind thelr great cause.200
The situation in Ireland was greatly altered with the

rise of the Land League. Until its formation the tenants of

 Ireland had no way to combine and resist the actions of their

landlords. In 18?9,'however, they discovered a powerful organi-

zation under able leadership, reddy to take up their cause

and fight for them., They joined the League in large numbers,

enticed by its resolution toAdestroy landlordism and win the

land for the people by non-violent means. As the League grew

it became more radical, moving toward its avowed aims. Ité

tremendous strength and power was derived only from thé sup-.

port of the Irish peasants, for it championed their cause,

aided in relieving their miseries and attacked the landiords-—

their bitterest enemies, Being restrained by a powerful organi-

zation, the landlords of Ireland were no longer abie to en-

Joy their rights while neglecting their duties without

198’I‘imes (London), 13 Octover 1879, p. 10.
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protest; and they could no longer raise rents or evict as

they desired., Through the Land League the peasants of Ireland

could meet their landlords on equal terms.z01

By the end of 1879 the League had grown rapidly in
strength and membership. With the exception of parts of Uister.
the League's influence penetrated throughout all of Ireland.
Leagues were formed locally in almost every town, village and
'city, and branches of the League were organized in the United
States, Australia, Canada and England., All the outside
branches, especially the one in America, supported the League
in Ireland with generous financial contributions. It seemed
that at last Irishmen from all over the world had united be-

hind the one great cause.202

The first year of land‘agitation proved to be well-
ordered and peaceful, with the minimal amount of physical
violence. In March of 1880 the focal point of the agitatioﬁ
was on the general election., League organizers and speakers
traveled the country urging farmers to return candicdates sym-
pathetic to it. A manifesto was presented on March 12 to the
farmers of Ireland declaring that a vote‘for a landlord can-
didate meant a vote for hungef, famine and oppression. The
people were urzed to vote against their oppressors. As was
to be expected the manifesto set the tone for the election,

Home Rule, as a political issue, was kept in the background,

201Annual Register, 1881, p. 202.

202 po1mer, p. 144
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and the land question was biought to the fore. The election
of 1880 was an overwhelming success for the League, a victory
which according to Michael Davitt foretold the political doom

of Irish 1andlordism.203

' After the election the League once again continued to
direct its efforts toward land agitation. During the summer
of 1880 land meetings were held almost every Sunday. At this
time the agitation was bécoming more violent as well as intense.
By July the condition of Ireland was becoming exceedingly grave,
and to a great extent the blame for worsening conditions could
be placed on the English House of Lords. .

When Gladstone came to power once again in 1880, he

was unaware of the real meaning of the increasing agitation
in Ireland. Like most Englishmen, he was ignorant of the true
character and strength of the Land League as well as the extent
of Irish distress. In 1884 Gladstone admitted: "I did not know,
no one knew, the severity cf the crisis that was already swelling
upon the horizon, and that shortly after rushed upon us like a
flood."zou By the beginning of June 1880 it became ap?arent
that action on the part of the Government was imperative since
land agitation increased in strength and in violence.205

As the situation worsened, Ireland became the major

topic of discussion in Parliament. The proposed solution to

203pavitt, p. 239.

205 70hn Morley, The Life of William Ewart Gladstone,
3 vols., (New York: MacMillan Company, 1904), III, 47.
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4 the problem was embodied in an act entitled the Compensation

for Disturbance Bill, It wus introduced in the House of

Commons on June 18 by W, E. Forster, the new chief secretary

of Ireland. The measure was to be a temporary one designeé
to . meet the needs of the moment and to protect the Irish farm-
ers in times of distress. According to the act the county court
judges could order a landlord to compensate a tenant upon
eviction due to non-paymént of rent if the tenant proved that

he was unable to pay his rent because of economic conditions.
Thebpurpose of the act was to prevent the landlord from taking
advantage of a tenant whose rent was in arrears due to the re-
. sult of crop failures; and it applied only to those districts

in the South and in the West where the distress was most acutes

Futhermore, the act was to remain in effect only until the end
ot 1881206 |

The bill was not looked upon favorably by either
Gladstone's supporters, who felt it to be a violation of the
sacred rights of property, of by Parnell and other nationalists
in Parliament who felt that the act was too feeble an attempt
to cope with conditions in Ireland. Still, the bill, after
much debate, was passed in the House of Commons, only to be
defeated in the House of Lords. The conservative press, both
in Ireland and England, applaudéd the action of the upper

house.207

2061b3d, p. 154.
2071pigd, pp. 154, 155,
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By rejecting the bill, the Government indicated to
the Irish party that they w:re incapable of dealing with the
situation; and the people now more than ever, unequivocally
supported the Land League. As the year progressed, agrarian
crimes became more numerous, although both Parnell and Davitt
attempted to restrain such action. Before the year was over
the peasants would declare "war to the knife" against land-
lordism, " Until'*that occurred, however, there was a calm in-
terval when the League continued to extend its influence.208

By mid-September the tranquil period closed. When the
Parliamentary session was at an end, the Irish fepresentatives.

- most of whom were Land League supportérs, returned to Ireland

to aid in the agrarian revolt. On September 19 the most im-
portant meeting of the Land League campalgn took place at

Navan, County Meath. Parnell and other members of the Home

Rule party were present, arriving at four o'clock in the morn-
‘ing. In spite of the early hour, Parnell was greeted by thou-
sands of people holding torches and singing nationalist.sohgs.
The ride to his hotel was like a triumphal march with his fol-
loWers carrying placards upon which such suggestions were written
as: "Parnell gave the praties, not the landlords"; "The people's
rights”; The two P's--Parnell and the People."209 From the
balcony of his hotel Parnell addressed the crowd, delivering

what has been termed his "Moral Coventry" advice. This advice,

208114, p. 155.

2097imes (London), 20 September 1880, p. 6.
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soon to become a major tact ¢ of land agitation, was first
put dramatically to use in .he case of Captain Boycott of
County Mayo. In his address Parnell told his followers:

Now, what do you do to a tenant who bids for a
farm from which another tenant has been evicted?
(voices "Shoot him") I think I heard somebody say
"shoot him"., I wish %o point out a very much better
way, a more Christian and charitable way, which will
give the lost sinner an opportunity of repenting,

When a man takes a farm from which another has been
evicted, you must shun him on the roadside when you
meet him, you must shun him in the streets of the
town, you must shun him in the fairgreen and in the
market place, and even in the place of worship. By
‘leaving him severely alone, by putting him in a moral
convent, by isclating him from the rest of his country-
men, as if he were a leper of old, you must show him
your detestation of the crime he has committed., If
you do this you may depend upon it that there will be
no man so full of avarice, so lost to shame as to

dare public opinion of all right thinking men in the
country and transgress your unwritten code of laws.?210

As agrarian crime became more rampant with the killing
of landlords or ﬁheir agents and the destruction of property,
the conservative newspapers bitterly attacked the League and
warned the Government about its tremendous strength. The ;iigﬁ
World declared that the land agitation had reached such a stage
that its power had to be acknowledged by its friends and enemies
alike, and that it had instilled in the Irish peopie a will to

act that had never been seen before in Ireland. If the Irish

people persevered, The Irish World predicted, the year of 1880

would be to Ireland what 1776 was to America, the year that

marked the beginning of the people's liberty.211

Ibid.,

2llppne 1rish World (New York), 23 October 1880, quoted
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Although land agitation was mainly responsible for
the agrarian crlme. i1t must be pointed out that neither
Davitt nor Parnell condoned the violence; in fact both Spoke
out against the acts of revenge. Despite the agrarian crime,
the League continued to grow and meetings were held throughout
Ireland. By this time League spokesmen even entered Ulster
and were winning Suppert in many counties there.212

On November 5 two large meetings were held in Ulster
to protest the penetration of the League into that cocunty.
in ﬂcoponse the League held a series a huge demonstrations

on Sunday November 9, Over 10,000 people gathered at Althone
. to hear Parnell and T. D, Sullivan, and at Killaloe a crowd
numbering from 10,000 +to 20,000 met to hear other spokesmen
of the League. The success of the land meetings in the North
was a unique triumph for the Land League, for never before in
Irish history had Ulstermen joined forces with Catholics and
nationalists as they did in the cause of land ownership.213
The English Government was bitterly attacked fpr not
taklnb‘utronger measures against agrarian crime., In those
areas where the League was in control, however, governmental
control was replaced by that of the Land League, It was true
that in these areas, mainly the West and South, there was cdn-
siderable lawlessness; but tnefe was no real anarchy, since
anarchy implies the absence of bower., The League did much to

curb crime in County Galway and County Mayo, and within those

212Palmer, p. 166,

2131414,




areas the orders of the Lea ue were usually obeyed.21u
Undoubtedly, the ye r of 1880 had been one of the most
troubled in Ireland's history. Economic distress and land
agitation, which characterized the first months, provided a
basis for the increase in violence that occurred throughout
the year., During the last months of the year, the land agi-

.

tation had greatly increased; and the Land League, with its
power and influence exteﬁded throughout the country, became
the most powerful revolutionary force that Ireland had ever
known. Due to the power of the agrarian revolt and to the
frantic pleas of the owners of property, the Gofernment re~

- sorted to various types of protective measures. English troops
were stationed in troubled areas and poclice on horseback
patrolled the countryside, Landlords and their agents were
under surveillence and protection., Yet, no matter how many
troops and special forces were sent to Ireland, nothing could
put an end to the violence., It was apparent that Parnell was
correct when he stated that if 5,000 tenant farmers of Ireland
launched an attack against 10,000 landlords, the Government
could not provide enough troops to stop the revolt. The war
against landlordism had arrived, and its outcome as yet could

not be predicted.215

SLA TR a 168,
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CHAPTER VIII
THE END OF THE LAND WAR IN IRELAND ©Lava

During the last year of the Land League's éxastence
the Government not only increased its efforts to control the
agrarian violence, but also passed a land bill that %;gkened
the League both from within and without. Yet, the-wérk it had
begun in land agitation, the awakening of true nationalism
which it had provoked and the sense of power and uhity which it
gave to the Irish people, survived it in various degreés well

into the twentieth century.

As the year of 1881 opened it found the League still
reigning supreme. The situation in Ireland was such that it
appeared as 1f the country were on the verge of open revdlt
against English fule. Early in January Lord Beaconsfield asked
the Parliament:

What is the state of Ireland at the present

moment? I think I am not using exaggerated language
when I say that in Ireland the sovereignty of the

Queen has been absolutely, in portions of the island,
suspended, . . ,the administration of justice has al-

together ceased. ., 6the laws, the Queen's law, is no
longer respected,?l

Although in the opinion of the Government, the Land
League agitation was both violent and lawless, perhaps if it

had been otherwise the League would not have achieved what it

216Great Britain, Parliament, Hansard's Parliamentary
Debates (Commons), 3rd series, 257 (1881): 21,
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did. All Land League leade's from Parnell down deﬁOUnced the
landlords and the Governmen!. While the English press describ-
ed Parnell's speeches as disguised incitements to outrage,
his utterances were mild compared with those of other Lang
League leaders. Although it was true that many of ﬁhe ad-
dresses delivered by League spokesmen stimulated the criminal
acts, the accusation that the Land League policy actually en
couraged the use of violénce is unfounded.21? |
As the year of 1880 drew to a close and agrarian crime
was'running rampant, Michael Davitt took a firm stand against |
the agrarian outrages and deliberately began an anti-crime
crusade, Travelling throughout the country, he pointed out
the futility of violence as compared with the approved techhique

218

of social ostracism, He declared that no risk of unpopular-

ity or adverse criticism would prevent him from speaking out
against that violence which, in his opinion, only served to
stirengthen the hold of the landlords and alienate those people
throughout the world who had given so much moral support to the
v . 2 219 3 A
League's great cause, - He said:
Nothing tends to injure our cause with the

American people so much as the occasional acts of

violence which injustice prompts some to commit in

parts of the country. . , Let the world see that we

have higher gains in sight and nobler objects in

view than stooping to war on any miserable individ-
ual while the system that makes him the instrument of

217Pomfx‘et, p. 148,

218Michael O'Hara, Chief and Tribune, Parnell and
Davitt (Dublin: Maunsel and Company, Ltd., 1919), p. 151,
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tyranny still stands up'n our shores and frowns upon
the hdpplneoo and prospcrity of our nation, 220
In spite of Davitt's efforts it was utterly impossible
for the League to prevent acts of violence, It was the opinion
of most Englishmen that the Land League was responéible for
the crimes that occurred in Ireland during the years of land
agitation, Davitt, on the other hand, held that if it had not
been for the actions of the League in shplterlng and feeding
the evicted, crime would have flourished to unprecedented
nelvht° throughout the country., It was apparent that as the
League grew in numbers, it became exceedingly difficult to con-
trol all its branches, especially in tﬁe more remote areas,221l
On October 23, 1880, the Government announced that it

planned to prosecute fourteen of the League's leaders and
spokesmen including Parnell, Dillon, Biggar, Sexton, Egan
and Brennan, The charges brought against them included:
conspiring to prevent the payment of rent and to prevent the
letting of land from which tenants have been ev1cted,and creating
hostilities between the landowners and farmers, The Government
gained nothing from these State prosecutions since the case
against the League depended entirely upon speeches delivered
by League spokesmen in various parts of Ireland, and upon
various mottoes, parases and legends writtlen upon banners

carried at demonstrations, The League had the r ight to examine

22OQuoted in O'Hara, pp. 148, 149,
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an unlimited number of witnisses on its behalf, which it gladly
did. As was éxpécted, the /ury was unable to agree. The
hearings resulted in a victory for the League and served to
consolidate its strength rather than to aid thé Gover'nmen‘l:.zz2

The Government began the year of 1881 by iﬁtroducing
on January 24 the Coercion Act. The measure was extremely
severe but the provisions were quite simple. Suspending the
Habeas Corpus Act, the measure gave the Lord Lieutenant of
Ireland the authority to issue a warrant for the afrest of any-~
oneAsuspected of agrarian crimes or treasonable offenses. Such
a person was to be detained as an unconvicted prisoner and to
- be held in custody for a period not t§ exceed any time after
September 22, 1882.223

As was to be expected, the Irish members of Parliament
resisted the measure and propesed numerous amendments in an
attempt to block. its passage. One sitting lasted twenty-two
hours, while a second, surpassing all parliamentary annals,
lasted over forty-one hours. Irish members were frequently
suspended, and on one occasion thirty-six members were removed.
The measure passed, however, and then the Government turned
its attention to land reform and the drafting of the Land Act
of 1881,22%

The Irish Land Act of 1881 was declared by CGladstone

to be "probably the most important measure introduced into

D, e v
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the House of Commons since the passing of the Reform Bill."225
He indicated the 1lmpact that the Land League agitation had had‘
on the measure by saying in the session of 1893: "I must make
one admi;sion and that is that without the Land League, the
Land Act of 1881, would not now be on the statute book."?‘z6

. The drafting of-the bill was mainly the work of
Gladstone whé based the provisions of the bill upon the in-
adegquate Land Act of 1870;which had embodied what Isaac Butt
termed the "Three F's"--free sale, fikity of tenure and fair
rent. According to the provisions of the act, which was passed
in August, 1881, land courts were created and given the power
to fix a judical rent, standing for a period of fifteen years.
Rent was to be agreed upon voluntarily by.both the landlord

and tenant. By these‘provisions the Act of 1881 had established
a system of dual ownership, reducing the landlord to a mere
receiver of rent. Furthermore, the act contained a provision
for land phrchase. A land commission was empowered to advance
to the tenant up to three-fourths the purchase price which
could be repaid in anﬁuities of five per cent over a peridd of

@i This financial assistance given by the

thirty-five years.
Government, however, was not enough to attract many tenants,

most of whom were unable to raise the necessary capital. Ohly
a few hundred farms were bought under the provisions of the act

e : A ) 228
during its first months of operation.““

225 nnual Register, 1881, p. 78.
226
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If the Government h-d any hope of obtaining peace
with the passage of the act they were soon disappointed, for
Parnell refused to accept it. The act had placed him in an
awkward position. He could not openly praise it without
antagonizing his radical American supporters, but at the same
time he could not completely reject it without arousing the
anger of the Irish people. He decided at this point to "test"
the act. On selected es%ates certain tenants were directed to
apply for fixed rents according to the terms of the act. In
doiﬁg this Parnell hoped to detect publicly any defects cf the
act and to emphaéize the need for amendments before any tenants
should be bound by the térms of the fifteen year contract.22?

At the Land League convention of September 14 a pro-
posal to admininster the land act was promptly accepted. The
League resolved once more to achieve national self-government
for Ireland, to win the compiete liberation of the land for
‘the people, to forbid tenants to use the rent fixing clauses
of the act of 1881 and encourage them to rely on the old,
approved methods of obtaining justice instead of violénce.
Authority was given to the executives of the League to select
fest cases so that the tenants might be made to realize by the
results of the tests cases, the futility of the act.zBo

Responding to the League's program it became the

Government's policy to try to win the Irish people away from

2290'Brien, 147 .304,,308,
230pavitt, pp. 331, 332.
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their leaders by patient ad-inistfation. After the action

of the Land Léague convention became known Gladstone, on the
advice of Forster, publicly warned Parnell. He denounced
Parnell for arousing social discontent, for pursuing a policy
of hatred of England and for attempting to urge pebple to

%
g3l In one of his famous speeches,

test i thevact, notiuseiit.,
the Prime Minister expressed nis disappointment in the Irish
people, especially the landowning classes, who appeared both
incapable and unwilling to help themselves. Gladstone promised
the Irish people that he would not use force to calm Ireland‘
if it could be prevented, He stated: "In the great crisis we
_depend on the good sense of the people, and we are determined
that no force, and no fear of force, shall prevent the Irish
people from having the full and free benefit of the Land Act.232
Yet, he reminded the people that violence, if necessary, would
be met with violence.,?33 Parnell answered the Prime Minister
with an address full of sarcasm and defiance. Comparing
Gladstone's threat with the whistle of a small boy to keep up his
courage while passing a churchyard at night, Parnell told his
followers that Gladstone was prepared to destroy them if they
did not humbly abase themselves before the English Covernment

and landlorcis.fglL

231Annual Register, 1881, pp. 187, 188,

2321pid.

233Ibid.

23”O'Hara, pp. 184, 185,
P
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Believing that Parn-il waé deliberately attempting
to destroy'thé act, the Govirnment decided to arrest him on
October 12, 1881 under the provisions of the coercion act.
On the following day Parnell, along with the other League
leaders, began his internment at Kilmainham Jail. The
Government soon discovered, however, that it had made a grave
mistake., Parnell's arrest had increased his prestige in both

‘

Ireland and America., Furthermore, his internment did nothing
to hasten the acceptance of the land act.235 The reply of
the Land League was a "no-rent manifesto” issued on October 18?
A document circulated by the League stated that since it was
- forced to abandoned its policy to test thé act,: 1tafelt that
its duty was now to advise the tenant farmers, "to pay no rent
under any circumstances to their landlords until the government
relinquishes the existing system of terrorism and restores the
constitutional rights of the people. Do not be daunted by the
removal of your 1eaders."236

After the "no-rent manifesto" was issued the Government
dissolved the Land League, declaring it to be an unlawful and
criminal organization., All its meetings and assemblies were
likewise declared unlawful, and were to be prevented or dis-
persed by force if necessary.237 The League struggled des~
perately to maintain its authofity, but the Government had the

advantage., With its leaders in prison and its public meetings

235Beckett, Pe 392,
236Davi’ct, BELINIS L. 336,
2371vid, pp. 338, 339.
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prohibited, the resistance «f the League was broken., Tenants,
fearing that fhey might los their holdings, disobeyed the
manifesto. A more serious blow was dealt by the Church when
Dr. Croke, Archbishop of Cashel, and an ardent supporter of
the Land League, condemned the manifesto. Thus, the League
failed to gain the universal suppert for the manifesto which
n 45 desired.238
As the last resort League leaders called in the Ladies'
Land League, a body which had been founded by Davitt early in
1881 to aid the evicted tenants with food and lodging. Even
though Parnell's sister, Anna, was at the head 6f the organi-
zation, he and others felt that this move was a dangerous one.239
Davitt believed otherwise, insisting that the group served a
useful purpose., The Ladies' Land League conducted boycotting
and other activities after the suppression of the Land League.
From Paris, Patrick Egan kept the ladies well supplied with
‘money coming from America., Forster, who did not want to in-
carcerate hundreds of hysterical Irish women, did the onlyA
thing he felt could be done and sent more troops into'
‘Ireland,?*?
‘The amazing events of October, 1881 marked the end
of the Land League in Ireland. Weakened by internal defection
and persecuted by the Governmént, the League disappeared from

the scene, With its demise, however, there occurred a new

238Pomfret, Perl?7.

239%pavitt, p. 299.
2L‘LOPomfret, Pex17%.
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wave of agrarian crime. Whatever might have been the opinion
of the Government, it became apparent that without the League
the violence increased, During its reign, the League had been
. able to keep the violence in check; after its suppression,
agrarian outrages grew in number and increased in intensity.ZU1
The increase in violence proved to be as much of a

threat to Parnell as it was to the Government, for Parnell
feared that the delicate combination on which the New Departure
policy rested might be upset if the extremists took control.
By the spring of 1882 both Parnell and the Government realized
that a compromise was necessary. In April of that year they
came to an agreement known as the Kilmainham Treaty. . The terms
of the "treaty" were: first, Parnell was to be released; then
¢oercion in Ireland was to be relaxed and the land act amended
to deal with the problem of arrears., This was the one point
on which Parnell was emphatic. The tenants in arrears would
have to be given the protection of the Government from eviction
by their landlords, and ' in return Parnell would use all.his
influénce to calm the country and to secure an acceptance of
the land bill,?>"2

| Many of Parnell's followers and allies, especially in
America,_regarded the Kilmainham Treaty as a surrender to the

British Government, and he might have found it difficult to

maintain his leadership had it not been for a startling event

241Palmer, T 306,

2h25eckett, p. 307,
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that captured public attention. This event was thé Phoenix
Park murders. In May, 1882, Lord Frederick Cavendish, newly
appointed successor to Forster as chlef secretary und T. H,
Burke, the under secretary, were murdered in the Park by a

p

group calling themselves "the Invincib

es”, This body of ter-~

pd

-

rorists had no connection with the Land League, but Parnell

-

was so horrified by the crime that he seriously considered
retiring from public life, It was only due to the combined
persuasive efforts of Davitt, Joseph Chamberlain and Gladstone

himself that Parnell decided to stay in politics.

JHGFPhOQHiX Park murders in the end turned to Parnell's
advantage., By sincerely denouncing the crime, he made a
'

impression on the British; and, in Ireland, the Kilmainham

y the murders. - By angrily

Treaty was completely overshadowed b

criticizing the Government's new coercion bill, the direct re-
sult of the murders, Parnell was able to re-establish his

)

position as champion of Irish rights. His popularity was

0 high that he was also able to resist all demands to revive
the Land League. At thig point Parnell's main interest ceased
to be that of the land issue and tdrned instead to Home Rule.,
The Land League had provided him with strong national support
and loyal, actlve followers which gave him the candidates needed
for a strong ;ﬁ:ql‘limn(fn tary party. Furthermore, the land agi-
tation had arrested the attention of the British Government,

putting Parnell in an influeniial political position., Parnell

Al
“})lbid, pp. 392, 393.

oLl
“**1bid, p. 393.




now felt that the League hz: accomplished all it ceuld fo

Ireland. With economic dis® ~ess on the decline and the Land

245

Act in effect, Parnell questioned its utility.
But in abandoning the fighting tacties of the League,

Farnell feared he might lose the moral and financial support

of the Americans., His position had been greatly damaged in
that country by the Kilmainham Treaty, which had been denounced

: N
LA

. . | " - SH O
by the Americans as "the sale of the Land League", Not

wanting to jeopardize his pogition with the Americans any fur-

I o

ther, Parnell sent Michael Davitt, the ablest man for the mission,
to the United States to explain his stand and regain as mucl

support as ossible,
&L
Davitt found the American Land League divided over the

Kilmainham Treaty issue. He was able to reconcile the two

1

factions with each other and with Parnell, however, by resolving

3

to invite Parnell and other Irish leaders to a conference to

consider the formation of a Pan-Celtic confederation whose
main aim it would be to settle the question of land ownership
and self-government., Thus, Davitt succeeded in maintaining

the support of the Irish-~Americans, and in October, 1882 he
248
returned to Ireland.
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Upon his arrival, D vitt was invited by Parnell to

join him and other national sts at Avondale, Parnall

tral home in County Wicklow, for the purpose of formineg a new
3 I

=

organization to be known as the National League. [his organi-

zation of which Parnell was the head, was a purely political

ely linke
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.under his control, Althecugli the main aim of the National

‘
League was to create a sitrong political party and to obtain
self-government for Ireland, there were some provisions made
at the meeting rezarding the land question ulﬁcg Parniell knew
that he would lose a great deal of support if he aba
completely. He reguested that the land question be treated
strictly on a parliamentary basis and that Michael Davitt
refrain from raising any rival land issue, Davitt and others
readily agreed to Farnell's proposalu.‘Ju

One must. take notice at this point of Davitt's re-~
markable loyalty to Parnell. - It is no exayxeratibn to say that
Davitt, unlike countless other Irishmen involved in revolution-
ary activities, was willing at all times tc sacrifice perscnal
ambitioﬁ and submerge personal views for the good of Ir
At this time, Davitt had immense influence on the Irish-Ameri-

cans, Jonhn Pomfret, author of The Strugsle for Land in

Ireland, states thal Davitt could have won Lheir support and

placed himself at the head of an anti-Parnellite movement, thus

TIES & . e
““ZDavitt, p. 368.
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Splitting Irish unity asund r; or nhe could have refused Lo

support any land program th t did not include land national-
ization, an economic theory of great importance to him, But
Michael Davitt did none of these things and Irish unity re-

mained intact; his patriotism and his desire for Irish inde-

pendence were of the finest and strongest type.’
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The National League marked the

‘
change for Parnell. Althouszh he had a strong party in 1882,
it still continued to lack effective discipline. With the

rounding ci the new League, Farnell was able tc control the

sisting that each candidate take a pledge which bound hin,
if elected, to vote znd act with the Irish Parliamentary Party

s \ - ) &~ L 1 e

that he had Tailed to

is Irish party wielded

considerable force and influence in British political affairs.,
S8 £ ) b -1 The - &~ vl N~ P 3 y
In the election of 1884 both the Liberals and Conservatives

were anXion to obtain the powerful Irish vote., In Ireland the
election was an overwhelming victory for Farnell. Home Rule
candidates won eighty~-{ive seats, including seventeen out of
thirty-{five in Ulster, forming a solid and well disciplinad
party which held the balance ()é' power in Lhe House of

[ ol |

: 2
Commons, -~

Beckett, p. 393.
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before Gladsto: 5 ZOV

in 1884, the Prime Minister ecome

nad

rulle ‘for Ireland "was "‘inevitable’ = For

ernm

two years
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ent came into power
convinced that home

he attempted

to persuade his party to grant self-government to Ireland, but

"Flan of Campaign". WAccording to this
certain estates were encouraged to act

the! landlord a iuced rent.

this offer, the tenants were not to pay

but instead were to put their money int
Members of Parnell's party, including J

If the landlords

hig first Home Rule bill of 1886 was defeated., Parnell's
sition and prestige in Parliament and in Ireland were hardly
affected by the collapse of the bill, for his achievemen in
Parliament were rﬂwarkaol; for an Irishman. In a short time
nhe had made an alliance with the Liberals which assured ulti-
maté success for Home Rule, His Home Rule movement was stronger
than ever, and he was still looked upon in Ireland as the
. champion of Irish rights against English tyranny.sz
His political skill was tected at the end of 18856,
Another bad season in Ireland had threatenced the farmers with
economic hardship, and there was a demand throughout Ireland
that rents fixed-under the Land Act of 1881 should be further
reduced, Many landlords, however, refused to do that and
began evicting those who fell into arrears., To cope with thic
new outbreak of eviction, the National League formed the

scheme, tenants on

as a group and offer

refused to accept

rents at all,

their

0 a fund for the evicted.
ohn Dillon and William
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0'Brien, were the main orga izers of the scheme., Parnell,
lthough fighting for tenan's' rights in Parliament, remained

aloofs, The Conservatives attempted to deal with the "Flan of

Campaign” by a coercive measure, but they were fiercely de-

nounced by both Irish and Liberal members of Parliament.

1

immense prestige in Ireland and America had not been altered.

St Has L S R RS S Y . 2 I ! A e 1. o
tive Government ousted in 1892 and the Liberals
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once again in power, Home Rule appeared to be inevitable and
arnell to be indestructible. Yet, before the year was out

Parnell's political career was ended and his party totally

A1, PR S £ ey R e B YA et Y = I DA -
I'ne reason for this sudden reversal stemmed from
Doy v 3 et 13 F TVrvars 7 21 a1 v b e e ey RSN ez A
Parnell's private life. For years he nad engaged din a liaison

with Katherine 0'Shea, the wife of one of his followers. In

Y

1890 her husband, Captain (‘Shea, filed for a divorce and
named Parnell as correspondent, an accusation that Parnell did
not refute. The result was political disaster., In Victorian

-

England Gladstone was immediately pressured bty his party to
break the alliance with the Irish as long as Parnell remained
thelr leader. The Irish reaction was different., On November

25, before the Irish members were aware of Gladstone's views

P A
pPorYy

L

~

that the Liberal party would not advocate Home Rule or sup
the Irish party while Parnell was at its head, the pariy met

at Westminster t6 re-elect Parnell as its chairman. Hearing

o
2551pid, p. Loz,
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of Gladstone’s decision, | ma,jority ol Lrish members chii

tlon and asked Fa mell to resign. On December 1

()

their pos

r

-

the Irish party met in Commititee Room 15 in the House of

Commons to determine Parnell's fate. By December # no decision
had been reached. At this point, Justin thaPthy,Avice-
chairman of the party, called upon those who agreed with him
that Parnell should resi;n to leave the meeting; forty-three
members left with MecCarthy, while only twenty-seven remained

with Parnell.*-
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From every corner Parnell was urged to resign, but he

1

was delermined to remain in power. With only one-tihird of
his party supporting him, he carried on an extensive campalgn

in Ireland., The Irish people were divided and confused; but
the influentlial Roman Catholic clergy was against Parnell, and
for Ireland it was his morality rather than his political
policy that was the issue. ie was poorly received in his own
Country, and in the by-election of North Kilkenny, the once
"Uncrowned King of Ireland" was pelted with mud. Parnell's
health gave way due to incessant travélling and speaking, but
he would not give up his campaign. Finally, on October 2, 1891,
Parnell collapsed and four days later at the age of forty-five
he diod.257

Althougzh the achlevement of Home Rule wag Parnell's
vrimary concern during the last years of his political career,

he hed not totally abandoned the land issue, and up until 1890

255104d e 103,
257 1p14,
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he aided in lhe passage of aw laﬂd acts. DHMost ¢f the measures
passed between the years of 1881 and 1303 were not of great
importance. Some were put into law, especially by the Conser-
tives, mainly for the purpose of pacifying Ireland. Until 1903
the primary feature of the acts was that they reinforced the
concept of dual ownership, the main provision of the Land Ac
of 1881

Dual ownership did not resolve the Irish land question
but it did represent a stage in the emancipation of the tenant
farmer from economic servitude. Neither Davitt nor Parnell was
satisfied with the provisions of the Land Act of 1381. The
~main criticism of dual ownership and thus of the Land Act of
1881 was that it did not and could not bring prosperity to
the Irish, On the other hand, the adoption of its concept

.

had abolished forever the absolute power of the Irish land-

J

’):8
2

lords, which had-been the main reason for the land agitation.

Ey 1903 the English Government was ready and willin
7 B B
to put into effect the great Wyndham Land Bill. This act,

like the Land Act of 1881, would never have been proposed
had it not been for {he Land League, It could be sald that
it marked the achievement of the long-sought goal of the land
agitation, for the passage of the bill marked the beginning
of the end of landlordism in Ireland and gave the people what
they desired most, the ownership of the soil.

The land purchase act of 1603 was the work of the chief

secretary, George Wyndham, Wyndham, examining the Irish quesiion

258 pnnual Register, 1881, p. 216,
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Closely before drafting the vill, believed that the establich-
ment of free trade in Ireland was an impossibility du@ to'the
agrarian nature of the coﬁntry. He caw that the low standard

f living, coupled with the periods of economic distress, was
conducive to agrarian crime and al"”uﬂtlon.259 To Wyndham,
the Government was the only agency that could rectify the

-

lved the problem, since

(@)

situation. Dual ownership had not s
there was a reluctance on the part of both the lanﬁlords and
the tenants to invest the meney in the land. Furthermore,
believed Wyndham, dual ownership imposed financial burdens

upon the State because it had to provide for laﬁd commissions
to administer the land act and a polioé force to deal with
agrarian unrest in Ireland,“” After his examination of the
situation Wyndham concluded that the only solution to the
protlem was the exlention of the land purchasing system. ™ With-
out the State's aid £0,000 peasants had already become land-
owners, The Government had much to gain by extending the land
purchase since with the increase of single proprietorships,bihe
social disorders had decreased saving substantial sums of

261
money.

Te avoild fihancial difficulty land purchase was to
proceed by the transfer of whole estates. The landlords were
not required to sell all their property--only that land occupled

by tenants. Many Irish landlords faced financial ruin and

259Po
260

mfret, p. 291,

Ibid, p. 292.
261
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were willins to sell out. ¢ induce them to gell :!Qlckly,
Wyndham prbnohad to give thim a cash bonus of $#12,000,000.
Money to purchase the land would be loaned to the people to
be repaid in annuity paymentis of three and one~fourih per
cent over a period of sixty-eight years,
Wyndham's bLIL1l met with immediate success and approval

0L the Irish people. Once the occupiors of the soil became

+
C

fie. owners of the soil, they proved to be an industrious and
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tentment pervaded the new landownin

Ironically, the only real cpposition to the wWyndham

bill eame from former Land League leaders. IMichael Davitt's
- ~i- R e Yo E (o o 7 3 3o P v Y v el e ~3alal: 3 :
oppesition can be ‘explained vy nis lanavical adherence to the

principle of land nationalization, a conceptl the pecople neither

&

ood, Jonn Dillon and Thomas Sexton, still

(.4‘—.

Or nor unders

members of Parliament, felt that the zetllement of the land

. g i : g [ 264
question would undermine the demand for Home Rule, dyndham's
bill was passed without any real difficulties, and after being
in effect for less than ten years, it effected the destruction
of landlordism in Ireland. At last the land of Ireland belonced
to Lthe people of lreland.

1t was James Fintan Lalor who first struck upon the

revolutionary idea that the most effective basis. of drish

i 5
“-lbid, p. 297.

Ibid, p. 299.




nationalism was the land, nspired by Lalor's writings,
Michael Daviit founded his  and League in 187 and the

agitation it conducted proved that Lalor's contention was

0

true. Between the years of 1879 and 1881 there thus existed
an all-encompascing national movement that stirred the deepest
interests, passions and desires of the Irish people. The land
movement was a real nat}onal movement simply because it was

based on the issue of land ownership, an issue which the

Irish people understood completely and one for which they
would sacrifice everything. Furthermcre, it was a movement

which won the support and sympathy of Irishmen throuﬁ.uuT Lhe

world, The quest for land ownership and the possibility of

2

achieving self-government, a goal which many believed coul

be obtained once the pecple of Ireland owned thelr land, had

b

a unifying effect on a country cursed with dicunity. Tenant
farmers, clergymen, Cathcolics and Protestants, physical force
mern and Irish members of Parliament all united behind the

cause of the Land League.

r/)
QT

The land movement had as its outstanding leaaerc

Michael Davitt, the founder of the Land League and a devout
advocate of Irish independence and Charles Stewart Farnell,
one of the most prominent political figures on the late nine-
teenth century. The activities of Davitt's Land League were
of such importance and dimension that the political leader of
Ireland found the lssue impossible to ignore. Davitt's League
provided Parnell with strong, popular support and loyal follow-

ers, The agitation conducted by the League placed the Irish

problem in the center of British affairs, giving Parnell the
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opportunity to fight for Ircland's right to home rule.

Davitt, Parnell and other leaders, many of whom were also
members of Farliament, hoped to achieve independence by linking
the land question with that of self-government., It would
appear that without the aid of the Land League Parrniell's task
in Parliament would have been far more difficult, if not im-
possible. Landlordism was Ireland's bitterest enemy and, as

Davitt pointed out, England's garrison in Ireland. One wonders

or Irish independence could have been waged suc-

y

if the fight
cessfully without its destruction and without the tenants
being freed from their economic cppression.,

The land agitation conducted by the League resulted

in the passage of land bills which in the end freed the people

16}

Sl

Lo
2}

of Ireland from their social m

(

s and established them as
owners of the soil, 1In addition to winning the land for the
Irish, the League instilled in the people a new sense of unity
and power., The League organized Ireland and regained the soil;
now Ireland was prepared to fight for independence.

In the twentieth century with the land war won and the
Home Rule movement at a 1lull, there appeared to exist a noli-

tical gap. This gap was soon filled by a new, more aggressive

nationalism, a nationalism that resulted in the events of 191¢€.
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