¥

. T. W. RUSSELL, M.P,

AT GLOﬁHER

4
- R o

EMBER, 1900. ‘ E

m STHE xonmmu WIHIG * OFFICE,

AT
'-‘."\-. '._ L\.u_ ‘;
: AT ﬂ






AND

COMPULSORY SALE.

Mr. Russell, who was received with
snthusiastic applause, said—Mr. Chaix:man

gentlemen, if I remember aright,
is some four years ago since I ad-
ressed the electors of this distrjet. A good
nany things have happened, inside and ou‘f-
; e: the constituency since that time, and if
have abstained from addressing meetings in
South Tyrone it was because I had been i.'_a-
formed that dissension on a certain isswe in
sublic affairs might arise—dissension that
ould serve no useful purpose and do no con-
seivable good. But the time has at last ar-
rived when nothing can stand between me
:d the electors. A general election is close
at hand. The day of bluff and of intrigue is
past and gone. And now, face to face wit.h
the people, I have to state my views on public
questions, and by these views I must, of course,
tand or fall. In the impending campaign I
shall, as may be expected, have a good deal
o say upon public questions. Abroad the
aky is overcast. Lowering clouds are all
around, and storms break suddenly from the
nost unexpected quarters. With an empire
such as ours the foreign relations of the
pountry must always be of supreme import-
ance. A false step in any part of the wide
yorld may land us in a desolating war. We
ave few friends amongst the European
Powers, and war may not alone strain our re-
ources—it may endanger our very exzistence
s a nation. I shall have something to say
Jsewhere on the momentous issues engaging

he attention of our statesmen; abroad. But

ingle issue—the ever-presentamnd dominant
ssue of the A

‘,‘\-‘ o 1]
'%auae of its

d.to it as I hardly
¢ been. Now—and

Jlster is strained inweg
r remember it to
b is well you should: k

as  either passed or is
ay.  Their successors know

o-day, and here, I propose to ‘deal with one”

little or nothing of the circumstances which

compelled a reluctant Legislature to emact

these great and beneficial measures. They

only know that much was done for the Irish

tenant, and that Englishmen and Scotchmen

generally, taking Mr. Gladstone’s ‘word for

the facts, sank many prejudices to secure what

they deemed a righteous settlement. And
even since these two _great measures were
placed upon the Statute-book much has been
done. Three great Laud Purchase Acts, in-
volving the advanee of £40,000,000 sterling,

have been passed. The Land Acts of 1887
and 1896 have also been secured. And, what-
ever Irishmen ‘may think, there is no man
calmly taking stoek of the past thirty years
who will refuse to admit that the Parliament
of the United Kirgdom has striven hard to
right what was wrong and to do justice.
The unwillingness, therefore, of the average
British  elector to look at the question is
easily ainderstood. Why, then, it may be
asked, should I propose to-day to reopen it?
Why net “rest and be thankful?” The ques-
tion is entirely reasonable, and I propcse to
answer it. The land problem has to be faced
afresh mainly becaunse of three things. TFirst,
the leaders of the Irish landlord party,by persis-
tent agitation and by bitter attacks in the
House of Lords and in the Press upon the
Land Acts, will not permit the issue to be
closed; second, because a handful of land
agents, maintaining the evil traditions of a
class which has been responsible for much of
our troubles, appear to sgend their lives in
harrying the tenantry of the country, forcing
expensive lawsuits upon men who are utterly
unable to afford these costly luxuries; and,
third, because the administration of the Acts,
which forced in 1824 a Parliamentary inquiry,

goes apparently from bad to worse, and,accord-
ing to every second man one meets, isno longer

even tolerable. These, briefly, are the reasons
why I propose to-day to examine this whole
question afresh, and to invite this comstitu-
ency, with a general election in the offing,
to say aye or no to the substance of proposals
which I propose to make. I take this step
unwillingly. It might have been avoided if



the leaders of the landlord party had been

wise; if they had controlled some of
their representatives in Ireiand; and,
above all, had the Land Commis-

sion pursued its work in a broad and tolerant
spirit, with the great policy of the Land Acis
constantly before its mind. But, although
knowledge comes, wisdom lingers, and whom
the gods wish to destroy they first drive mad.
I propose therefore to-day, and with the
fullest serse of respomsibility, to prove that
it is perfectly hopeless to continue the pre-
sent system of fixing rents as a permanent
plan, and to show that it is not impessible to
revert to that system of single ownership
which has always been the ultimate goal of
statesmen, and by which alone peace and
contentment can be secured. I shall have to

make a serious demand upon your time and

patience. But, as we are lighting a fire in
Ulster to-day which will not be easily put
out, the time we spend here will not be lost,
Now, I am going to prove first of all that it is

THE LANDLORDS; AND NOT THE TENANTS,

who are responsible for the reopening of the
land question. After the Morley Committee
and the passing of the Land Act of 1886,
with both of which I had something to do,
I at least was prepared to await what I knew
would be the irresistible pressure of land pur-
chase. I knew that the result of the first
statutory period was a reduction of 20 per
cent. in the Irish remntal. I knew that the
second period would not result in less—it#has
actually resulted so far in an average roducs
tion of 22 per cent. And I felt assured that
this pressure, which was just and couldyunot
be got rid of, would force sale afid purchase
upon a large scale. Nor have 1 beemydisap-
pointed.  Purchase is procceding apace.
Then, it may be said, why not let things pro-
ceed after this fashion? I could easily show
that the very euccess of the Purchase Acts
has made delay difficult; buf, apart from this
reason, the Irish landlords have 'settled the
matter. The ink was scareélydry upon the
Act of 1896 before the lamdlords demanded,
and the Government gramted, a Viceregal
Commissicn to inquire into #He administra-
tion of the Land Acts. This, be it remem-
bered, was only two years after the. Parliament-
ary inquiry by the Motrley Committce. There
was not a single représentative of the Irish
tenant-farmers upon: this'Commission. It was
presided over by /a distinguished Englishman,
who had filled a great judicial position, Sir
Edward Fry. = And it jssued a report, to which,
if T may say™#t_without disrespect, nobody
.Bave the landlords paid much attention. But
In a debate Tast Session on the estimate for
the Irish “Band™ Commission a remarkable
statement was ‘made hy Colonel Saunderson—
himself “an Trish landlord of the very best
type. The “Swhole tenour of that debate, I
think*T 'may say, was one of utter hopeless-
ness/in regard to the Irish Land Commission.
At wagassailed by the landlords with great bit-
terness, Tt was attacked by the Nationalists
wx#h’ equal fury; and it was defended by M.

Gerald Balfour with official fairness
pulsory sale was over and over agaif pt
upon ihe attention of the Go
Colonel Saunderson, with perfe@buc:
frankness, refused to believefs '
possible, and was bluntly s
floor of the House by By
your alternative?” The
Here was a great departmentydo
dealing with the propesty dfitwo classes of the
communily attacksdyby both $he parties sub-
jeet to its: jurisdictiomiy The representatives
of both classes, speaking ftom their places in-
Parliament, denouticed and condemned it. It
had the confidence of neither—the violent hos-
tility of both. _Couldua court so assailed go
on for ever? Thabwas Mr. Healy's question.
“What is your ‘alternative?” he repeated.
And Colonel © Saunderson, cornered in this .
way, gave the fateful reply,

“LET US TRY THE FRY COMMISSION.”

The ineident made a profound impression
upon my mind. For the first time, and in
the cleatest manner, the Irish landlords
showed.their hand. T then and there made
up my mind that compulsory sale must come,
and meore, that it would not wait. Gentle- .
men, there are many recommendations of the
Fry Commission - that are excellent, and .
some, if not most, of these have been, by ad-
ministrative action, adopted. There are
others essentially ridiculous and even stupid
—only possible of adoption by a Commission
upon which there were only two men who
really knew anything about Ireland or Irish
land.  But there is one recommendation
fatal to the whole report. That recommen-
dation, for all practical purposes, is the
whole report. The landlords kmow this.
And it is this recommendation which is in
reality Colonel Saunderson’s alternative to
compulsory sale. Let us see what it means.
Under the Land Acts when the Commission
fixes a fair rent they arg required to take into
account the circumstances of the holding
and district. That is to say, they have to
value the land as it stands, and they have
then to take into account the eircumstances
of the holding and district as affecting that
value. This is right and proper. But the
Fry Commission recommended another com-
stderation which in their opinion ought to
be taken into account—viz., the circum-
stances of the tenant. What does this mean?
It means that if a farmer has other means
of living wholly unconnected with the land—
if he has, for example, road contracts; if he
has a flax-mill not on the holding; if he, by
hard work, has money invested and veceives
dividends thereon; ay, if he receives
gifts from boys and girls in New York or
Melbourne—all or any of these things ough
in the opinion of the Fry Commission, to be
taken into account in fixing a fair ren
This, gentlemen, is the essence of the Fr;
Commission.  This is the real outcome ¢
Sir Edward Fry's labours. This is Colone
Saunderson’s alternative to compulsory sale.
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and proposal, I shall, in or out of
~ Parliament, offer the most strenuous opposi-

 tion. Meanwhile, Sir Edward Fry’s poli-
~ tical economy and Colonel Saunderson’s Par-
liamentary frankness enabled me to make up
my mind on the greatest issue in social po'i-
‘tics. Now, on the report of this Commis-
sion and upon a

: SILLY AND FUTILE DEMAND FOR

COMPENSATION

~ the Irish landlords have rung the changes
" for three or four years. Annually they sub-
- mit resolutions getting forth their lossos
ander the Land Acts for the acceptance of thz
(lovernment in the House of Lords. I shou'd
have imagined that a claim for compensa-
fion on account of any Act of the Legislature
would have been properly submitted to the
 House of Commons. The House of Lords
" has its own function én the State, but it is
solemnly debarred from touching finance.
The members of that House cannobt impose
F,. taxation. They cannot alter even the inci-
dence of rating.  If they touched the Budget

'~ they would produce a revolution. What is
the sense therefore in these annuil motions in
~such a place? Each year the same specches
are made,

~ up of Irish peers. Men who are rarely seen
at Westminister obey the summons, vote
against the Government on a matter affecting
solely the interests of their own class, and

o depart, rot to be seen there again until the
- call 15 renewed, and there is ancther muster
. for the same purpose. I cannot help repeat-
inzy that th's annual appeal—because the
" Ir sh landlords’ motion - has become one of
|tz hardy annual class—would be n%ﬁi'e fitly
adlressed to the, House of Commongs 1f
_there is any case for compensation the claim
ought to be urged in that branch ef the
Legislature which alone can deal with it If
wrong is being dome to the Irish landlords
. by the administration of the Land Acts the
 charges ouzht to be preferred in that Cham-
_ber where the responsible members of the
Irish Government sit, and where the tenants
. are represented.  But, the claim for com-
‘pensation having been formally made, al-
“though in the wrong plage, 1ust he met
‘and cousidered. I agree Parifament
_has robbed the Irish la g Parliament
) ) ¥ Now, whether
ed in 1881 is not
speeches made
else, in which
and Act were
is one of fact, and
as such. or is it
as it too often is, by an
land tenure in England.
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to b2 proved by extr

'h - Mr. Gladstone od:

Each year there is a great whup-

left them. I was speaking one evenin
lately to a great landowner’in the Southgor g
England. We were talking of the Irish &Ld.r iy
English land systems. And what was his
contention? He gave his own case. oy
rents,” he said, * have fallen 40, 50, and cven
in some cases 60 per cent. Iget my reduced
rents with regularity. DButl payaway cvery
farthing [ get on the estate, and ‘sometimes
even more than I get. At the best, all'that
I receive is a very small rate of inferest on
" the money I have laid out on'the property.
Your Irish landlord, on the otherhand, gets
his rent, and what he getg he keeps. He
spends not a farthing on what is called his
property.  He would be a“feol were he to
do so. M2 may have eliaxges to meet as 1
have. But the difference between us is that
what I get as rent I'spgnd on the estate.
What he gets he keeps, and he does not spend
a farthing upon what We persists in calling
his property.” Could'the case be put better
or more plainly 2 “¥es, #ays the Irish land-

Jord: but this. state“of affairs has been
brought aboutiby unjust legislation. 1
answer no¥ipat wll. It has always
been 50,0 il WEhe main, it has been

so. Al LheTeal fact is that before the Acts
of 1870 and 1880 the tenant built the house,
drained and feneed the land, and paid rent
upon hisiown expenditure. What the Act of
1881 was intended to do was to discriminate
between the property of the landlord and the
propesty of the tenant—to allow rent upon
the former, and to disallow it on the latter.

Thereé has becen no  robbery. The
robberys took place before the Acts were
passed—flagrant, shameful, although legal,

robbery. And, although a generation has
Larisen that knows little about what took place
in'ghe pre-1870 days, let not Irish landlordism
imagine that these dark days of confiscalion
‘and wrongdoing have been forgotten. The
gystem is written into the memories of the
people. Its memories live in the slums of
New York and amid the factories of New Eng-
land. They are rchearsed on the sheepwalks
of Australia and on the South African veldt—
wherever the descendants of the evieted Irish
tenant live. The wrongs endured have nerved
{he assassin’s arm. They have more than orce
produced ‘armed rebellion. They have
threatened more than once the whole frame-
work of civil society. They have made
enemies to England in every quarter of the
globe. No. What Parliamert had to deal with
in 1870 and in 1881 was undoubtedly a com-
plex and a dangerous question. And what it

tried to do was simple in the extreme. It
attempted, as I have said, to discriminate be~’
tween the property of the two classes who

were on the soil. I know what has been said,
and I remember well the effect produced upon
my mind in a conversation with Mr. Lecky,
upon this very point. 1 had been casually
discussing with him his bock on Demaocracy,
and his reply to my case was that when the
Irish land legislation began the temant had
no legal property either in or upon the soll,



Ixactly. This is the landlords’ contention in
a nutshell. No legal property! Well, Par-
liament found that this was so, and it simply
covered the circumstances by law. It ap-
pointed a court to find out what belonged to
the terant in fact, and it made, or it intended
to make, this property his in law. And for
this the Irish landlords claim compensation.
Was there ever such a claim put forward in
the history of the world? No Parliament on
carth will ever listen to it. My faunlt with
the legislation is that it came so late in the
day. And if I am told that the claim is
based on other grounds, that the rights of the
landlord have been interfered with, that free
sale has given the fee-simple practically to the
tenant, my answer is that here in Ulster at
all events free sale has always been the cus-
tom, and that there has been no loss of pre-
perty rights at all. Elsewhere the landlord
has the right of pre-emption, and on paying
the tenant what is his can resume posses-
sion, And so the agitation against
the TLard Acts and against their ad-
ministration goes on in the House of Lords
and in the landlord Press, nobody caring to
reply. But the unrest is kept up, and yet
this is far from being the worst. It prevents
things from settling down, ard it influences,
and is intended to influence, the fair-remt
comnissioners.  But what has been worse
than this is the action of certain land agents
throughout the country, and notably in
Ulster.  Theze men appear to spend thel:
lives in planning mischief, in devising metheds
by which the tenantry on some of the best
Trish cstates can be harried and tortured. 1
shall have occasion to deal with this system
later on. But let me say %here that
by a costly and all Uhut wmiversal
system of appeals on value, the results of which
are not worth the expenditure, by a edrcerted
and planned attack upon the Ulster custom,
by the determined effort to, get behind the
law on improvements, by the gerving of no-
tices for rent, and writs ¢osting 50s in a week
if the rent is unpaid—by thesa and other irri-
tating and needless measures these men are
making the lives of the tenantry on the estates
subject to them simply unendurable. But I
shall have more to say upon this point again.
I therefore proceed to the

COURT OF LAND COMMISSON, AND

I can express nothing but the deepest regret
that I am forced here to take the line I feel
coerced to take. Nothing but an overwhelm-
ing sense of duty could compel me to say
what 1 am about to say regarding this great
department of the State. I have lived
throughstormy times in Ireland. It has been
my duty—and I have performed it—to defend
the tribunals of the country when they were
everywhere assailed. And T know how serious
is the responsibility assumed by any man who
does anything to lessen the respect and the
confidence which the people ought to have for
and in the courts of the country. By those
‘who brought the Land Commission into ex-

istence it was intended to he s porar;
tribunal, to pave the way for rchast
It has lived for well nigh twen ars, |
had at first the sympathet wrt and th
clear intellect of Jchn O o guide i
procedure. He was follov h r. Justic
Litton, once your owm'represemtative in th
Imperial Parliament. © Litton was fo

lowed by Sir Edmund:Bewley, whose sense
fairness and judicial temperament impresses
everybody. — Mr. ‘Justice Meredith is no
supreme at Upper Merrion Street. And whi
I have to say is simply this—that, whilst th
Irish landlords charge the Commission witl
every form of maladministration, and declan
that their property is being daily econfiscated
I find that no temant in Ulster crosses th
portals of the Chief Commission Ceurt withoy
feeling that he is going before a hostile tri
bunal. " This is the net position. No on
with a knowladge of the facts can deny it.
voice the universal feeling in Ulster in sayin
this.. Is there anything to be gained by aj
attempted concealment of the facts? 1 blam
nobody. Perhaps the task imposed on thes
gentlemen passed the ability of man to pel
form. T cannot say. But I do say that th
state of things cannot go on for ever. Thi
of what this Court means t§ Ireland. T
ordinary tribunals of the country deal wit
matters comparatively unimportant.
amount due upon a hill of exchange, h
testamentary capacity of a man devising h
estate, the question of a right of way—
hese doubtless are important consideration
And they occupy our ordinary tribunals. Ba
the Court of Land Commission deals with wh
is practically the property of the whole cout
try. How can you go on if the two parti€
concerned agrez to impeach the tribunal?
is impossible, Now, let me try to show wh
has tended to produce this feeling on the pa
of the tenantry in Ulster, who, be it remen
bered, are law-abiding eltizens. Take first
THE QUESTION OFf APPEALS ON VALUE.
The procedure in fixing a fair rent is simpl§
A sub-commission court is duly constitute
consisting of an assistant legal commission
and two lay land experts. 'Lhe cases are fi
heard in cowrt, after which the two cxper
proceed to value the land. A fair rent’
agreed upon, and is announced in due cours
Now, be it observed that here the cases hai
first been heard in cpen court, and then
land has been inspected and valued by
experts. The landlord, however, appeals
the Chief Commission, In due course
court valuers of precisely the same standi
as the assistant commissioners are sent
value the land over again. They have c'y
them the valuation of the court below. Bj
curious coincidence, the one court vavh}e
frequently what is known on the Commis
as a man who believes in “a good stiff res
the other belongs to the class who feel
it is not easy making a stiff rent out of
tillage land. They go through the o
routine of valuation. Their business
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- Usually, no.

~ appeal.

~ lives in

~ are

to value the land. They are not
i with law points, the ownership of
improvements, or questions of that kind.
These have been dealt with by the legal com-
missioncr. When these two gentlemen come
to compare notes, it is found that the man
who believes in a stiff rent has fixed a rent

per cent. above that fixed by the court

L 20
_ below, whilst the second valuer's rent is on or
. ahout the same as that of the assistant com-

missioners. What is to be done? There is a
clear disagreement. Do the valuers each
make a scparate report? Occasionally, yes.
And for this reason—were they
to go on doing so their occupation would be
one. They therefore, as a matter of fact,
split the difference, and the sub-commission
rent is raised, say, by 10 per cent. The case
is then reheard before the Chief Commission.
And Mr, Justice Meredith and his colleagues
Mr. O'Brien being of course a standing dis-
senter) act upon the report of their valuers,
and raise the rent fixed by the court below.
Thus the verdict of three experts is overruled
by one, and people wonder why the Irish
tenant is not happy. Now, I say that this
system prevails, not perhaps over the whole
country, but in considerable paris of it. And
soo the effect of the action of the Commis-
sion. The assistant commissioners are quick
%o realise the drift and trend of things. The
majority are temporary men. .They wish of
course to stand well with the Chiefs.” There
will be vacancies on the permanent staff some
day, and they inevitably take their cue from
the> Bench. What are called not “fair” but
“ moderate” rents are fixed, and even by this
vicious system these may be screwed up on
Now {hat the system is unveiled,
who can feel confidence 1m it? Who wonld
desire it to go on for ever? 1 think, so far
as the Chief Commission is concerned, it is a
hopeless and a costly failure. I don’t chal-
lenge the rents fixed. I challengesand pro-
test against the whole system. Let me take
another illustration—the practice of sending

MUNSTER AND LEINSTER MEN TO FIX RENTS IN
ULSTER. : >

This constituency of South Tyrome has suf-
fered severely from this practice. Wiiat does
it mean? Tha.farming of Antrim, Down,

rone, Fermanagh, Londefiderry, and Ar-
magh differs enormously from. that of Limer-
ick, Wexford, or Tipperary. Men who are
good judges of the valueof Jand’in Ulster are
absolute ignoramuses gn&tbe Southern coun-
ties, and vice versa. And, in addition, when
a man values land for thepurpose of fixing a
fair rent in Ulster | prought into contact
with the Ulster cu " 'What does a Tip-
perary valuer know e custom, which is
one of the most cious possessions of

Ulster? The gl e he never heard of it.
But this is the regular method of procedure.
Men of greatue sence in Ulster spend their

d, Clare, or Limerick, and
ignorant of Ulster farming
Antrim, Down, and other
The Land Commission has

others en

been frequently remonstraled with on this
point. In and out of Parliament they have
been appealed to. Kven the Fry Comimisgiow
could not stand it, and they made a speeial
recommendation that Mr. Commissiones, Fitzs
gerald should cease to control the rota, and
should share that duty with others of his col-
leagues. But every appeal has been to deaf
ears. Mr. Fitzgerald, in spite of the Fry
Commission, still says to one man “Go,” and
he goeth, to another ** Come,” and he cometh,
aud, his salary being on the Consolidated
Fund, Parliament has lost all -effective con-
trol. This is precisely one of the matters
which has sickened the Ulster tenants. Not
very long ago I received a letter from a con-
stituent of mine telling me of the procedure
on the farm of a friend and neighbour of his.
A gentleman from some Southern county, to
whom the Ulster dialeet'was no doubt a bar-
barity, appeared one morning on the holding.
The agent of the/property accompanied him,
What was the first question asked? Not as
to the soil or crops; or anything of that kind.
Not at all. The first question was, “Well,
my man, why hayen't you settled like the rest
of the tenants?” His business was to fix a
fair rentyemot torask impertinent questions.
Afterfsuch a beginning, what confidence could
the tenant have in such a commissioner? This
was in South Tyrone, and if this is possible in
the green treé, what may not be done in the
dry? Now let us come to

THE LAW OF THE COMMISSION.
The sole reason for the inquiry into the ad-
ministration of the Land Acts by the Morley
Committee was due to the fact that the law
courts in Ireland had very nearly knocked the
Bottom out of the Act of 1831. T moved for
the Committee solely because 1 believed this.
1t was on this ground that the then Govern-
ment granted the Committee. 1 am of opinion
that the Land Commission is to-day engaged
in the same work as far as the Act
of 1896 is concerned. I will give four illus-
trations—and they are only illustrations—of
what I mean. Adams and Dunseath is a case
known far and wide. It arose out of a trifle
of forty shillings. 1t dealt a deadly blow at
the tenants’ property all over Ireland. I can
explain its kernel in a sentence. Parliament
enacted in 1881 that no rent was to be placed
upon improvements created by the tenant or
by his predecessor in title. Are mnot these
words plain? Is it possible to mistake what
Parliament meant or intended? What did
the Trish Court of Appeal say? Did they look
at the policy of the Land Act? Did they say,
“This is a great healing measure intended to
undo great wrongs. We shall construe it as
far as possible in accordance with that
policy.” Not at all. With the instinct of
trained lawyers they proceeded to ask what
Parliament meant by © improvements.” What
Parliament meant by improvements was plain
enough. Lord Chancellor Law, who helped
4o draw and carry the Act, and who was one
of the Court, told them what was intended.
But, instead of taking the large and plain



view intended by Parliament, these learncd
judges proceeded to suggest and devis» limita-
tions upon the word. And in the end they de-
cidel by a majerity that the improvements
which Parliament said were not to be rented
were only those referred to in the Aet of 1870.
The compensation which Parliament enacted
was to be given to a man quitting his holding
under the Act of 1870 was to be applied under
the Act of 1881 to the temant who was not

quitting but remaining on his holding.
And so one short year after the
passing of the Aet of 1881 the Court

of Appeal drove a coach-and-four throuzh the
heart of the measure. It was all a case of
“ property, property, proeperty.” And of
course, as Mr. Lecky put it, the idea of a
tenant having legal property in and upon the
soil was a thing hard for Irish judges as well as
landlords to understand. Now let us see how
the

LAND COMMISSION PROCEEDED TO INTERPRET

this  great decision. In every case
of  reclamation which tock place be-
tween 1882 and 1894 the Land Commission
simply allowed the tenant who reclaimed the
land 5 or 6 per cent. on his outlay, and they
gave the whole of the increased letting value
arising from the work to the landlord, who had
spent and dome mothing. But the
Morley ~Committee came alongside of
this piece of simple iniquity. Once
unearthed, the truth was wrung from
witness after witness, and the Committee
forced Lord Justice Fitzgibhon to declare that
if euch was the action of the Land Comm ssion
it was illegal, and was not founded upon a
proper conception of Adams and Dunceath.
There had therefore been 4twelve gears of
wrongdoing upon the part of the Land Qom-
mission—twelve years during whichuin cvery
case of reclamation the money belonging tu
the tenant had illegally gome into the pocket
of the landlord. Bad enough, you will say.
But worse remains to be told. The law was
established clearly by Lord Justice Fitzgibbon
before the Morley Committee. It was under-
stood by that Committee. The House of Com-
mons, after debate, accepted it, and declined
after a discussion to amend what Lord Justice
Fitzgibbon declared t6 be the law. Mark
what followed. A Sub-Commission dealt
with a czse of reclamation near Ballymena—
by the way, it was the veritable David Adams
and the veritable Mrs. Dunseath—on the very
farm upon which the original case arose. Mr.
Adams had reclaimed land. The Sub-Com-
mission acted upon what Lord Justice Fitz-
gibbon stated to he the law before the Par-
liamentary Committce. It gave David Adams
5 or 6 perigent. on his expenditure. And it
divided the imercaszed letting valuz between
landlord  and tenant—allowing one-half for
the inherent: properties of the soil, the other
half to the tenant for his exertions in develop-
ing those properties. What happened? There
was the usual appeal. Mr. Justice Meredith
heard it, and promptly decided against Loxd

-But an appeal was taken.

Justice Fitzgibben's view, and
mission was reversed. *© Fan

toiling to reclaim an Antrim bog, an ving
done so, only to find that he had rai e let~%
ting value from perhaps 3s to 14s anaere ! The
casg created a profound sensation in Ulster.

The decision shook all faith in f&ﬁ ief Land |
Commissioner, and gave rise to the fatal dis-

trust in  regard to Mr. Justice Meredith's

Court which now exists. "The tenants could

not understand how; when the law had been

stated to a Committee of Parliament by a

member of the Court of Appeal, and one who
had heard the original’ case of Adams and

‘Duuseath—how, gpfter Parlfamemt had co-
cepted his view and'vdeclined to amerd the

kaw, the Judge of the Land Court should refuse

to accept it. ~Gentlemen, it is my duty to tell
you that he was not/bound to do so. The law
is only effective when stated from tthe bench.
I strongly advised
and urged that appeal. Mr. Justice Mercdith
was reversed, and an agitation which would
have jeonvulscd Ireland was lhus staved and
prevented.. Lect us take another step and sce
how things have conspired to make this Com-
mission impossible.  If there is one thing
valusd in TUlster more than another it 1s
the

RIGHTS OF THE TENANT UNDER THE ULSTER
CUSTOM.

What has been the attitude of Parliament in
regard to these rights? I remember speaking
to Mr. Chamberlain upon thls point during
the troubles that arose in regard ‘to the Land
Act of 1896. T was impressing upon him the
danger of doing anything that would inter-
fere with the custom. My right hon. frierd
took clear ground. He said—“1 am not
familiar as you are with the cuztom. T do not
in the I2ast know what it covers. Buat I do
know that the policy of the Legislature has
boen to leave it ahsolutely untouched. The
Act of 1870 legalised it as it existed. The Act
of 1881 protected and®conserved it.” This
also, T am aware, was Mr. Gladstone’s view.
Very few people outside Ulster know what the w
custom means. When it is .explained ‘they
are often greatly puzzled and surprised. Bubl
they need not be. If you carry out a greab
plantation scheme for national purposes, if
you invite men to come across the sea to pos-
sess and civilise a country—we are about to do
this en a small ecale in South Africa—you
must pay the price. Men will not undertake
dangerous and difficult work from mere
patriotism or to serve you. They will do it
on sufficient inducement being offered. It is
in the ezd self-interest which prevails and
governs in such a case. Now, when the set-
tlers originzlly came from Scotland and Eng-
land they came on conditions and with rights
and privilege:.  If the ancestors of Lord
Dufferin, the Marquis of Downshire, the Duke.
of Abercorn, and cther great Ulster landlords
had had to build houses for the settlers and
drain and fence their lands, there would hav:
been no Ulster settlers at all. No set of 1
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Wcaﬁld.ﬁave‘ done it. The settlers did all
this for themselves. And they did it on the
express condition that it was to be their own
property, ard that what was their own they
could sell and otherwise dispose of. Thus the
custom was created and grew up. It took
many forms. Previous to any remedial land
legislation the Ulster tenant had always the
right to eell his tenancy more or less free.
On some estates he enjoyed the right of ab-
solute free and unfettered sale—that is, he
could sell to the highest bidder—and unless
the landlord could show cause as to character
or solvency the purchaser became the regis-
tered tenant. On other estates the office rule
or usage—I am not sure that it was not a
curtailment of the custom—was that the ten-
ant could only sell at a fixed price—say ten,
twelve, or fifteen years’ purchase of the rent.
It was this fact which induced Earl Cairns
when the Act of 1870 was being passed
through the House of Lords to make an im-
portant change in that measure. That Act
simply proposed to legalise the usage under
the Ulster custom. Lord Cairns, with an =ac-
curate knowledge of Ulster, explained that
there were various usages under the custom,
and the word “usages” was thereupon sub-
stituted for “usage.” The amendment was
not a mere drafting amendment. It was an
amendment of substance, and I venture to say
it will tell in favour of the temants when the
Court of Appeal is forced, as it must b2, to
deal with Mr. Justice Meredith’s law upon
this point. What the Act of 1870 did then
was to legalise the various “usages” under
the customs. It did not state what these
usages were, It intentionally avoided this.
What had been by custom was to be by law.
This and nothing else is the law under the
Act of 1870. But what has happened?  ¥You
have heard of

THE CASE OF LINDSAY AND CORRY

decided a few weeks ago by Mr. Justice Mere-
dith. It was a capital case upon which to
fight. Mr. Lindsay was a mecdel tenant in
every way. He bought the tenant-right of a
farm in County Antrim, and paid ¢lese upon
£2.000 for it. The outgoing tenant, having
sccured the money, took Mr, Lindsay to the
rent office and departed. The agent, however,
declined to accept Mr. Lindsay as tenant.
There was no question of character or of sol-
vency or anything else.The tenant was re-
fused solely because the landiord had not beea
notified of the sale. Mr. Lindsay took the
only course open torhim.  His purchase-
money was gone, aud he'eould not retrace his
steps. He therefore served an originating
notice, and sought to have a fair rent fixed.
The case was heard¥in_due ccurse by a sub-
commission. 4Lhe assistant legal commis-
sioner t-ook,evé’f@e, Jas to the existence of
@ndyas to the character of the

giled. The evidence was
Tenant after tenant proved
“which were absolutely free,
lord was never consulted, and

where no objection was ever raised. In such
a case it is merely a question of fact. Theve
is no law about it. And the Sub-Commission,
convinced by the evidence, fixed a fair rent,
and deelared Mr. Lindsay a tenant undexr the
Act. The landlord appealed, and the case
was heard before Mr. Justice, Meredith and
his colleagues.  The whole procedurewas
gone through again, and, apparently because
the Lord Chief Baron had deeided in a civil
b1l appeal that the landlord should have
notice in another case where probably the
usage was different, Mr. Justice Meredith re-
versed the Sub-Commission, and Mr. Lindsay
walked out of court minus his £2,000, and
without any status as a temant. And yet the
Ulster tenants are notreontent! They have
had so much done for them by Parliament !
They sre in fact the spoiled children of the
nation! Yes, but the mation does not quite
understand the judieial miceties of the lrish
Land Commission. /And I have not told the
whole story even yet. /Lt us see where the
decision of Mr, Justice Meredith lands us. 1In
the Act of 1881 there are two provisions for
the sale of atenangy. In any part of Irelanl
if a tenant desires to sell under the Act cf
1881 Me must scrve notice on the landlord.
The dandlord has then two options. Ie may
exereise his right of pre-emption under the
Act. Having done this, he may afterwards
buy at'the ™ true value” fixed 'by the Land
Commission, which is usually a third less than
the open market price. And next day he may
solliat this open market price. The second

option is that he may accept the tenant pur-

chaser and register his tenancy. This is the
procedure as regards sale under the Act of
1881. DBut the Act which provides this cla-
borate procedure also enacts that the tenant
in Ulster may still elect to scll under the cus-
tom. What does th's option mean? If the
two processes are the same, why this apparent
surplusage? Gentlemen, these words are not
surplusage. They are part of the fixed policy
of Parliament not to interfere with the Ulstor
custom. Parliament knew that the Ulster
tenant had always the right of sale under the
custom, and, whilst it provided for sale in
other parts of the country where it had mot
existed before, it restated and conserved the
rights cf the Ulster tenant under the custom.
Now, in the case of Lindsay and Corry the
facts of free and practically unfettered saie
were proved to the hilt. The cstate was for-
mally admitted to be under the custom, and
this was proved to be the usage upon it. The
sale to Lindsay took place urder the crstom,
not under the Act of 1881, and Parliament
had confirmed this right. On what grounds,
1 ask, did the Land Commission import into
the custom on this estale a notice never heard
of on the estate before? Thers is mo law
about it. 1If it were a case of law I should
hesitate to speak so strongly. DBut I can read
the Act of 1870. I know what it did, and T
know that the clear intention of Parliament
has been set aside by Mr. Justice Meredith,
with the result that there is a sct determina-
tion on many of the Ulster estates, from



which I am hearing every day, to destroy the
right of sale under the custom, for, if notice
has to be given under the custom as under
the Act of 1881, the landlord’s mght of pre-
emption follows. This right never existed on

~ the custom estates, and what this decision
does is simply to tramsfer the property of
the Ulster tenant—i.e., ths difference be-
tween the sale at “irue value” and the
open market price—to the pocket of the
Ulster landlord, I have

TWO ADDITIONAL INSTANCES OF HARDSIIP,

and then I proceed to the real remedy for all
this miscalled law and justice, for it is neither
one nor the other. When the Morley Com-
mittee sat in 1894 there were two cases that
produced entire unanimity—landlord and
ienant agreeing absolutely. The first was as
regards mill holdings; the second had rela-
tion to what the peasantry of the West called
“co-tenancies.” In the first it was proved
that milling was in Ireland an almest extinet
industry—that farms with a mill, often idle
and in ruins, were outside the Land Act, and
that grave injustice arose because of this. As
I have said, everybody agreed that these
holdings should be dealt with, and when the
Act of 1896 was passed I fondly hoped it had
been done. But Parliament had not counted
with the Land Commission. The first case
was heard at Eglish, in my own constituency.
A widow (Mrs. Holmes) was paying £65 a year
for a farm of 30 acres, with a disused flour mill
upon it.To my mind,and in the opinion of many
lawyers, the case was quile clear. But the
Land Commission declined to fix a fair rent.
The widow, unable to pay the remb; was
evicted, and it may be interesting to ‘the
Land Commiss’on to know that the dandlord,
who would give no abatement on £65 a year,
has sold the fee-simple to anotherstenant for
£700, or ten years’ purchase,of the rentl” But
the Act was riddled. Thefclanse in the Act
of 1836 has been made a dead letter, and the
intention of Parliament has been completely
thwarted.. Still the Ulster farmers-are loyal.
Take the other case. A landlord in the West
—or probably it was his' agent—conceived a
brilliant notion by which a‘let of poor cot-
tiers could be kept out of the Land Court.
He arranged that six.er seven of the number
should hold ** in co,” andthat the rates for the
whole should be paiddby ome. Of course the
plan succeeded. These deicth *“ fellaheen,” not
being in bona-fide oecupation of the holding,
were: kept out/ offcourt. Mr. Healy in the
Act of 1896 thewght he had relieved them.
But even MpaHealy, although he knows a lot,
does not qmite kinow his Land Commission.
And these migerable cotticrs, notwithstanding
the intention of Parliament, are still standing
outside the jgate. Gentlemen, I don’t know
what it is, but there is a curious perversity in
many Irigh institutions. In Great Britain
men fight against, but loyally accept, the law
when it is enacted and the courts carry it cut
judicially. The Workmen’s Compensation Act
is a fine illustration of this fact. Here the
Land Commission appear to act as if the land
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code spelt robbery to the landlor
great question apparently is not

out the intention of Parliament,
avoid and get behind it with sth
of legal authority. This is my judgmen
patiently watching the preceds
Commission for twentyhyears.
tried and found wantings % Without public
confidence it cannot usefully prodeed with its
work. I greatly re reﬁ'i?ti 80. I should
have preferred the fixing of fairrents to go on
and land purchase to precced alongzide, In
other words; I should liave preferred the
zllllagge to be gradual and not sudden; but
ha j

THE LAND MUST PASS, AND SPEEDILY,

I am convinced., Amnd the only duty re-
maining for me to-day is to try to show how
this great revolution can be safely comsum-
mated. /In dealing with this complicated
issue I oughfi to point out that, whilst I have

 been a stremuous supporter of land purchase

in the past, I have never taken kindly to com-
palsion. . I have even voted against it.
I definitely pronounce in its favour
to-day. 'L am fully aware of all that can be
urgediagainst- it. I accept it because I can-
not help myself. The present position is
simply impossible. It is said to be ruining
the lamdlords. It will soon make the Ulster
tenant into a rebel. Peace cannot possibly
prevail under such circumstances, and it is
consequently the duty of every public man to
face the problem and do his best to solve it.
Apart from all I. have -said in regard to the
Land Commission, there is one reason which
in my opinion will force compulsory sale. By
the various Land Purchase Acts we have al-
ready created some 35,000 occupying owners.
It has been a great achievement, and the re-
sult has been admirable. The State has ad-
vanced the whole of the purchase-money. 1b
has lost nothing. The instalments have been
regularly repaid, and those estates which have
been sold are models of peace and content-
ment. Many of these properties are in Ty-
rone. Some are close by, and the purchasers
are listening to me now. And what is the
position?  These occupying owners oit one
estate pay as a terminable annuity 25 or 30
per cent. less than the judicial tenant on a
neighbouring estate pays as a fixed and per-
manent rent, and the greater the success of
the Purchase Acts the more glaring will this
anomaly become. Men here are constantly
preesing me on this point. “ Why,” they ask,
“ghould tenants on an estate where the land:
lord has sold be better off by 30 per cent. per
annum than we are, our landlord being um-
willing to sell?” “ What have they done,” it
is asked, “to merit this preferment. gh

should the State prefer them to usr”

not easy to answer such questions, and you
will remember that this very argument se
cured the benefits of the Land Acts for t
leaseholders. They were excluded from
Act of 1881. But it was found impossible
have a judicial tenant on one side of a hed
and a leaseholder on the other, the one w
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ithout, a fair rent, and in 1887 the
were brought under the Act. I
he argument which opened the land
01 the leascholders will uitimately se-
 cure universal purchase. The State cannot
: continue to confer large preferential rights
" upon a favoured set of tenants, and the larger
‘the class the more glaring the anomaly. But,
whilst this is so, it is not enough for men in a
public position to pronounce in favour of com-
pulsion. They are bound to assist in remov-
ino the difficulties which stand in the way,
and to deal with the objections which, undealt

‘yith, are fatal. Now, first of all,

THE FINANCIAL OPERATION I8 A LARGE ONE,

and requires to be faced. My view is that
every acre of agricultural land in Ireland not
in the occupation of the landlord ought to be
sold to the temant. This of course excludes
all demesne lands and land farmed by the
landlord. But, apart from these two excep-
tions, I should like to sce the whole land of
Ircland pass from owner to occupicr. The
rental of the land upon which a fair rent has
been fixed amounts to close upon £7,000,000.
T'o this must be added for my purposes all land
held under future tenancies and under agree-
ments not subject to the Land Acts. It is
not easy to form an estimate of the amount
of money that would be required for such a
huge transaction, but solely for the purposes
of discussion I shall put it at £120,000,000

sterling. Of course much of the land upon
‘which & fair .rent has been fixed
‘has alrcady been sold, and is there-
fore outside the scheme. Then there

is practically £20,000,000 already author-
ised under the Land Purchase Act of, 1891.
1 am aware of all these poirts, and I fixymy
sum at £120,000,000 entirely for purposes of
discussion. Time was when I stood aghast at
the bare idea of such a transactign. But wWe
live and learn. And my official éxperience at
the Local Government Board has‘taught me
much. The plain truth is that ‘within the
past thirty years in England andeWales the
State has lent to the various mufticipalitics for
public purposes three times this amount. There
| is"no difficulty about it. Many efuthe great
! municipalitics are allowed. to issue thelr own
stock, Others borrow fromethe Public Loan
Commissioners. The sccdrity@omsists in the
works created and in the'pafes of the munici-

pality or district. I see ro difficulty in ap-
le 4o this question.

%!vying the same principle ;
e have happily now a recognised public au-
thority in each county—the county council. I

T,

don’t think these ought to be burdened
with the duty of out a land purchase
scheme. But, is to all intents aund

couatry, and as the
le live by the land, I
o county council should
: dvance required for each
ssition would then be on all
of England and Wales. The
ance the money, as it does in

: ’,m.mnnicir lities. Let us

suppose the sum  involved amounted to
£120,000,000. The State would have the se-
curity of the land, which has been ample 5
far 23 we have gone. - It would have, in add’-
tion, the security of the county rates:w, This
arrangement would also have the advantage
of giving every ratepayer an interest im the
punctual payment of the instalments, geceing
that if they were not paid by the tenant pur-
chaser an imperative presemtment m'ght be
made and the amount levied on the general
ratepayer. At all events, the security for the
advance would be absolute, and neither the
State nor the county meed, or would, suffer
any loss. It will be seen therefore, gentle-
men, that the difficulty of paising the money
ig not insuperable. [Jt'¢an be done. We have
spent outright well up tor £80,000,000, and
have raised it easily, in order that justice
ghould prevail amd peacc ensue in South
Africa. The peace of Ireland is even more
important. But to seeure it England has not
to spend. 8hel has only to lend the State
credit, with the absolute certainty that the
taxpayér runspno risks. I come now to a
vastly moreydifficult problem—viz.,

THEIVATLUE OF THE LAND AND THE PRICE TO

BE PAID FOR IT.

And T confess that here it -is exceedingly
diffienlt to find one’s way. One thing is, how-
ever, lcertdin. Mr. Gladstone’s proposal to
give twenty years’ purchase of the existing
rents all round is impossible. Nobody would
naw consent to this. And all proposals based
upon the same principle are futile, and are put

s forward simply to evade the difficulty. The

land in Ireland, as elsewhere, varies in quality
and in value, and you cannot apply an-all-
round price. But, on the other hand, if you
proposed a valuation of each estate by the
Land Commission on the present lines the
centuries would roll by before the work was
accomplished. It is necessary therefore to
find some reasonably fair, but rough-and-
ready, methed of valuation by districts, elcc-
toral, baronial, or otherwise. I have thought
much upon this point, and I have consulted
with others who have experience. And, al-
though it is not perfect, I venture to submit
for comsideralion and discussion a rough
scheme of valuation. Generally speaking, the
estates sold under the Purchase Acts have
averaged sixteen years' purchase of the rent.
On some estates in Ulster twenty years’ pur-
chase has been gladly given, and on few of
these good estates has the price gome helow
cighteen years, whilst in the West of Ireland
land has pass2d at fourteen and even at twelve
years’ purchase. Now, 1 sheuld propose to
divide the land of Ireland into four classes—
first, second, third, and fourth. Ard I would
authorise the Land Commission to value the
land upon this basis. Their duty in that case
would be rather to classify than to value in the
strict scnse. In the first category 1 would

lace all those estates mainly, but not wholly,
in Ulster upon which if the landlords sold to-
morrow twenty years' purchase would be
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gladly paid. In the second class, which
would probably be the largest, I should place
all land now selling at seventeen years. In
the third I would place &ll those pro-
perties selling at sixteen, and in the fourth
those selling at from twelve to fifteen years’
purchase of the rent. In some such way as
this I think we might get at the price which
the farmer could afford to pay. But when we
have got this length we have only cleared one
of the many difficulties in the way. Bzcause
in innumerable cases that which the tenant
can afford to pay is precisely the sum which

THE LANDLORD CANNOT ACCEPT WITHOUT
LOSS OR RUIN.

When you propose to take a man’s property
from him by force of law, and it is plain and
palpable that ruin may follow, you may de-
pend upon it that Parliament will take care
of that man’s ease. It cannot be done. -Now,
just look at what takes place upon a sale under
the Purchase Acts. Let us assume that a priea
is fixed and zgreed upon, that the title is clear,
and all is plain sailing. The landlord gets,
you say, a lump sum. But before this is se-
cure see what has to be done?  There may be a
head rent on the property. This has to be
redeemed and paid off at twenty-five years’
purchase. Then there are Government charges
in the shape of Crown and quit rent, tithe
rent-charge, &c., &c. TFinally, there are ordi-
nary charges, such as mortgages on account of
borrowed money. ‘The landlord therefore
does not get the lump sum. DBefore the ten-

ant can be installed as purchasér all
these charges on the: land must™be
cleared. And the real question therefore iz

as to the amount of the various chargestwhich
have to be met. The landlord eamnot eon-
s.der merely the value of the land. “Hehas to
consider what fifteen or eighteen years” pur-
chase will leave him after the charges on the
property are cleared. The positien therefore
is this—* Given a landlord willing te.sell and
a tenant anxious to buy., The one proposes a
price, which we will assume is the real value
of the land, and is all that he ought to pay.
The other cannot accept it for the simple rea-
son that it spells ruin to him. After paying
the charges he would have little or nothing
left.,” Hew is the [gulf between the two
parties to be bridgediWevep?  This is the
problem which hassto bhetsolved before you
can touch compulsion, for unless we can get a
scheme that will secuire the support and the
reasonable safety of amajority of Irish land-
lords success in the immediate future is im-
possible. I do not think such a scheme im-
possible. In the pasgt we have had many dis-
cussions as to=the best way to relieve Irish
landlords.  That many of the small land-
owners dareyworse off than many of their
tenants I havemo reason to doubt. And they

are in the main; T am willing to believe, per-

fectly innocent sufferers. It has been pro-
posed, for example, that the State should
lend them money at a low rate of interest to
pay off their mortgages, It would certainly

be a novel enterprise for the St'a.‘,

money for the purpose of paying the
a class. And it might have unexpee!
velopments. Then ib has beenga
charges ought to be reduced ag'v
that the interest on morigages ought
lessened pro rata, and that family sebfl
evén should be overhauled.. Xt is a sufficient
answer to all this to say that theseure would
be worse than the disease, and that the shock
such a system would‘give to the public credit
of Treland would be fatal to all bhusiness enter-
prise.  There is nogSway Yont,” I am per-

- suaded, in this direetion. “But I think relief

of some kind necessary, just, and expedient.
Why, for example, when an estate is sold at
eighteen years’ purchase, should a head rent
upon it be redeemed at twenty-five years?
Such a proceeding is antiquated nonsense.
The head landlord "should suffer propor-
tionately. /Similarly with Crown charges—
wh— should'they beredeemed at a faney price?
Why shomld the immediate owner suffer
alone? .Having brought youn to this point, I
am ‘going te make a proposal which |

BRINGS IN THE BRITISH TAXPAYER.

This gentleman is often abused, but he is a
patient, long-suffering citizen. He is on ex-
cellent terms, too, with his bank account, and
at bottem he is just and reasonable. Ireland
has given him in the past a good deal of
trouble. But he has taken care, as Colonel
Saunderson once wittily said, that the tears
of Erin have always been wiped away with an
Irish pocket-handkerchief. The government
of Ireland has cost and costs him nothing.
Well, this brings me to my plan of bridging
the gulf of which I have spoken. And, in
the first place, and dealing with first-class
lands, and first-class estates only, I should
simply leave all'such to the classification of
the Land Commission. If that body decides
that the temant can reasonably pay twenty
years’ purchase, then I think, as regards both
landlord and tenant, the.way is clear. The
lands should be sold ‘at that price. I now
come to the second class of land—viz., that
valued at seventeen years, and this, as I have
said, would probably be the chief division.
Now, it is a well-known fact that if the land-
owners owning land of this class had been
able to sell at that price hundreds of estates
would have passed under the Purchase Acts.
But the price was prohibitory. What, then,
is to be done? Here I have a word to the
tenant-purchaser and a word to the State.
To the tenant on all such properties purchase
means everything that a man most values.
It means an instant reduction on his judicial
rent of probably 25 per cent., even should the
period for redeeming the loan be fixed ab
forty-nine years. It means more should it be
fixed at sixty years, which, by the way, is the
term allowed for land purchase under the
Public Health Acts. It means more than
this, however, to him. It means all thab is
implied in the sense of ownership. It means
freedom from the fixing, and mayhap the
raising, of rent. It means the comfort an
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nto the land is his own—that he is not work-
ing for another. Now, all this is worth much.
And in dealing with compulsory sale let it
be remembere
~ any man is taken from him compulsorily that
fact is always taken into account in fixing the

~ price. There is no statute law for if, but
~ custom has made the practice of the arbitrator
equal to law, and the universal practice under
the Public Health, Housing of the
Working Classes, Railway, and other Acls

_ is to give 10 per cent. for compulsion. I
make no such proposal nere, but I do say that

in a great transaction such as this—a trans-
action designed to make almost a new heaven
and a new earth in Ireland—the tenant-pur-
chaser ought to make some slight sacrifice.
And his contribution to this end I should fix

at an additional year's purchase. That is to
say, where the land is valued at seventeen
years’ purchase I should ask the temant to
give eighteen. And I would then impose
upon the State the duty of adding another
year’s purchase-money. I shall have some-
thing to say in defence of this proposal, so
far as the State is concerned, later on. Mean-
while I only desire to get my scheme made
clear. And so far we have disposed of two

_ classes of land. There remain the third and
the fourth classes, and these unfortunately
are the most difficult to deal with. It is on
these properties that most trouble has
arisen. But I cannot see how it is
possible to make any differentiation. I should
therefore on land valued at sixteen years’
purchase add two years in the came way, thus
bringing the value of these estates up to eigh-
teen years so far as the landiord is concerned.
And the same rule would apply as regards all
land valued from twelve to fifteen years. — Bub
thisis not all. There are two classes of land
outside the Land Acts. I have alvéaly said
that demesne land must go with the mansions
_belonging to the landlords. There arestill,
however, the great grazing tracts and town-
parks.  These are outside the Land Acts and
are subject now to the operation of the law of
contract. There is no earthly reason why the
State should confer any favour upon the great

- graziers of the country.and nothing of the kind
would be or ought to be listéned to. In the

~ case of all grazing farms over 100 acres they are
outside the Land Acts,and Ishould sell them at
a price fixed by the Land Commission on the
actual value of the land for/ the purposes for
which it is used. Probably the Western area

3

~ would have to be dealt, with'by the Congested
Districts Board,and mightinyolveseparate treat-
ment, upon which I cannot enter here. The case
of the a5 o

HOLDING ;;SO\i“ﬁias TOWNPARKS

is somewhat di .  These holdings are
‘ y, Land Acts, and are

ition rents. Where they
ynparks—and I lay stress
pint —held for the accommodation
s of towns and villages, they

that when the property of

are valuable to the general community, aud I
should treat theminatotally different way toordis
naryagriculturalland. Ishonld value them forthe
parpose for which they are used and vest then
in the district council, and thiz body should be
charged with their letting and administration
under stringent rezulations.  In both these
cases the landlord would obtain an entianced
price for this class of land, and it is enly fair
that he should do so, seeing that if'i§not subject
now to the fair rent provisions of the Acts,
This scheme therefore involves——(a) the raisinz
of an enormous sum of moneys(h) a ¢lassification
of Irish land for purposes of sale ;0(c) the fixing
of a price for each classy. (d) a contribution
from the tenant-purchaser: andd(e) a contribu-
tion from the State. 8o fur as the State is
concerned
THIS MAY SEEM A STARTLING PROPOSAL.

Bat is it so very startling after all? The Irish
landlord, it onght never to Dbe forgotten, is the
creation of the Euglish Government. Ib
wus the English® Government which
planted him herer. It was the Government of
England which fixedwmpon Irish soil the English
system of land tenure. In dark and evil days
the Irish landlord stood the rack:t for England.
He has been overtaken in a political, social, and
economic revolution. The storm winds are still
whistling about him.  His enemies openly re-
joice. Ruin'stares him in the face.  There is
no future Lefore him qua landlord. The ques-
tion-I ask in face of all this is—has the English
Government, has the Englizh people, no duty
in regard to hiscase? I think they have.

They_placed the Irish landlord here.  They
ought to help to face the musicnow. Of course

the British Radical will squirm.  But, so far
from thinking the scheme impossible, I would
not be the least afraid to lay it before any Eng-
lish audience—and I have had more experience
of such audiences than most men—and to abide
by the verdict. At all events, there is my
scheme in the rough. It will go to the country
for consideration and discussion.  And I have
only now to deal with one or two_subsidiary
questions. I shall be asked how I proposeto
get over

THE QUESTION OF SETTLING TITLE AND TURBARY.
Yes, this has always been a lion in the path.
If not settled it will stop everything. Because
if title has to be cleared by the lawyers the
hairs of our children’s children will go down in
sorrow to the arave before the work is comple!e.
But there is a clear way out here, although
every lawyer will instinctively obstruct it. And
it is a thorough way.  Let the State give due
potice of sale and purchase.  Let it deal with
the man in actual possession and to whom the
rent is paid.  Then give the new purchaser a
Parliamentary title, as was done under the En-
cumbered Estat sCourt Act,andleave themusty
and useless folios to grow still moré musty in
lawyers’ safes. This is the only way of dealing
with the question, and fortunately there is pre-
cedent for it.  Then there is the important
question of turbary. Where the turf is on the
holding of course it will be bought as part of



the land. But there are great tracts of country
where the turf is not on the holding but at a
distance, and to which the tenants have no
legal right.  In all such cas:s T should vest the
bog in the district council and leave to that
body the sale of what is a prime neeessity of
Irish life. It would no doubt have to be jeal-
ously guarded. Bat in this way alone can the
difficulty be met. Such a scheme as [ propose
would not have been possible before the creation
of these public bodies. Now they it in natn-
rally, and will be useful and indispensable in
carrying out the details of a scheme which must
come and which in magnitude and importance
will be unigue.  Now, gentlemen, this speech
has run to unpardonable length, and L ap-
proach its conclusion, The first appeal I make
is
TO IRISH LANDLORDS.

I do so in all sincerity. There are politicians in
Ircland who desire their ruin and who will
openly rejoice in it. I am not of this class. I
defended landlords in Land League and Cam-
paign days from what I considered unjust and
illegal attacks. And, if necessary, 1 would do
it again. I have, however, insisted upon land
reform beeause I believed in its justice and its
absolute necessity. Ingoing through with sach
a policy I was bound to meet with misrepresen-
tation and ill-will.  But I have still friends
amongst the Irish landlords—friends even in
this constituency, who will vote heartily for me
and who have never quarrelled with my action
on the land question. Bat in spite of all that
has gone before I venture to make an earnest
appeal to the landlords as a class. They tell us
that the small owners are being ruined, and
that even the strong are feeling the straine T
heard Lord Clonbrock give a harrowing deserip-
tion of their sufferings in the House lof Lords—
a description which touched the heartsef all
who heard it. I have heard the Duke of Aler-
corn do the same thing in the same place.
Well, have they tried tolook into the future?
There have been two fixings of fair rent in less
than 20 years. The average reduction has been
42 per cent. Are they sure there will not be a
third ? And if so, what is the fate ahead of all
who are subject to the process? It will
be too late to sell then, for purchase
will be on the reduced vrental and
would spell ruin. Ruin, absclute ruin, is
inevitable. Does not wisdom point the way
out now? By giving up a mseless crusade for
compensation, and by joining their tenants in
a reasonable and fair scheme, they will go far
to ensure its success, and so give their weaker
brethren a chamee. I know all that works
against compulsory sale. Sentiment counts
for much. And I ean well understand an
Irish landlord swho has never been guilty of
harsh or unreasomable treatment of his ten-
antry asking why he should give up the home
of his ancestors, where he and his children
were horn and brought up, and around which
cling the most sacred associations. I say I
can understand it all. But there is the gene-
ral good to be considered. And even such men
cannot be quite blind to facts. It is not alone

swept away much of their income. A
and political change has come as well.™ A
class the Tvish landlords once contr
representation of Ireland in the Fmype
liament. It gave them great opport
which they sadly misused. ‘But, be this
may, the representation of Ireland has passed
into other hands. They cannot return by the
votes of the people a single member to that
great assembly, which must ultimately decide
their fate. Then, until quite recently they
had the exclusive managementiof county af-

‘fairs, and, let the truth De told, managed

them, generally speaking, well and purely.

That power has also slipped from their grasp,

and where they sit on loeal boards it is mainly

as co-opted, not as clerical members. Finally,

they were supreme on the local Bench. This

supremacy hagalso disappeared, and not al-

ways for the publicigood. Yes, the times are

out of joint. As landlords they are impos-
sible. As eountry gentlemen, free from the
associatioms of land and tenants, they may
well lead their neighbourhoods even now and
secure thexespeet and the esteem of all good
men. Tuask the strong to think of the weak.
There is ‘@ way of escape open. It will soon
be too late. I have often heard it said by their
friends that as a class the Irish landlords
never knew their own interest. I trust this
has been said for the last time, and that all
parties in Ireland will unite to close this sad,
gad chapter of Irish history. My next appeal
is

TO THE TENANTS,

and to them at all events I have some claim
to speak. In asking for the compulsory sale
of Irish land—in asking that the fee simple of
the Irish soil should be compulsorily taken
from one class and given to another—you are
apking for = thing so great, so tre-
mendous, that history cam provide but few
precedents. It was done of course in France
by a revolution. It was dpne again in parts
of the German empire by a wise statesman-
ship, and it will be done here by the same
means if the tenants are moderate and the
Jandlords are wise.  Self-interest ought to
teach both classes the right way. It would
have been very simple for me to have come
here to-day and announced my conversion to
compulsory sale—to have said let every far-
mer pay eighteen years’ purchase of his rent—
let the State add two years to this amount
ard the thing is done. Gentlemen, it would
be a scandal to ask thousands of Irish tenants
to pay eighteen years' purchase. They could
not do so; and to ask two years’ purchase
from the State without any corresponding
effort on the part of the best of the tenants
would have been futile and useless. My -
scheme is more liberal to the tenants as a
whole than such a proposal. It may have—it
doubtless has—many imperfections. But it
is not an impossible plan. It will provide to
all but utterly bankrupt landlords a way of
escape. It will give the land to every class of
tepant on terms which will give them an 1m-




e land will be their
nty of better bids than
~who really desires an
will do well to study the
have domne so long and
ntly, ~ the single desire of a just
° ment, and I appeal to the Ulster far-
~ mers to frankly express not alone their desire
to secure the | , but to secure it under all
the circumstances at a fair price. There is
ancther class—viz.,

/ THE GENERAL CITIZEN—

; 'i"W ty

ies, I
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to whom alsn a word may be fitly said. Tor
gome years, owing to causes which I do not
enter upon here, there has been a period of
~ unwonted repose in Ireland. Agrarian crime
~ has disappeared, evictions have ceased, moon-
~ lighting has become a lost art, and men seri-
L‘ ously interested in the progress of Ireland
have watched the years pass by with intense
interest and satisfaction, but those who know

most about the country have the greatest .

- cause to feel uneasy. A cloud—no bigger
than a man’s hand at first—gathers dark'y

~ about us. In the West—that fruitful birth-
lace of Irish tragedies—in that West which

is itself a tragedy—trouble is again brewing.
Boycotting is once more rampant. Meetings
for the purposes of intimidation are regularly
‘held; there are cries for repressive measures
- heard—cries which the Executive wisely, in
my aopinion, do not heed. The movement is
day by day gathering strength. Soon it will rush

- over the country as a flood, and its root is in
- the land. Is it to be ever so? Is the history
~ of Ireland to be blocdstained—is progress to
- be delayed—is ill-feeling to be kept up—all
- because of a single issue? T, for one, say ng—
. a thousand times no. But will the British
taxpayer stand it? This is the question of
questions with some people. Stand what? It
is quite impossible for any person to eliminate
from the comsideration of this question the
financial relations of the two countries. T
~ agree entirely with those who affirm that this
- poor country pays more than her fair share
~ towards the Imperial quota. I differ eatirely
Ewith those who propose cheap whisky, or dif-

ferentiation in other forms of taxation, asthe
But the British
. mpl-e may well, in consideriniﬁﬁd question,
‘take into account the facts of the ?nancial
question as between the twor countries. I
- could have proved to demonsir

transfer of the Irish land to ti

remedy for this mischief.

ad I might have built
Liand Commission
15 a rent-fixing in-

res” Court would fol-
ish Constabulary might
0 on.fI hg;'e not done
sav or this purpose
' pemfﬁe tear aw}a’y vl:'ith
sh handkerchief.

per cent. in their

“tion of the problem.

No;

these savings can in due course be applied f 4
Irish purposes, and I think the Tmperial pu%ﬁ;
ought to be used, because of the historic facts
connected with the case. In any case {he ex-
penditure will amply repay itself. The rveal
tap root of Irish discontent will be reached
and torn up; everything else in theé country
will have a chance. I have only one word.to
say, and that word is

IN REGARD TO MY PERSONAL POSITION.

I noticed in a letter the other day written
by an Irish land agent a statement that I was
coming here to-day with the bribe of com-
pulsory sale for the Irish tenants. and he im-
plied that I would speak from this platform
as representing the Governmient of which I
am a member. Gentlemen, T wich it were so.
The Government to which I am proud to be-
long has done many good things for Ireland.
This would indeed be a erowning mercy. But
I have no such authorisation. I speak here
to-day from convietiony but for myself alone.
I could not avoid doing so. Things are so in-
tolerable that almest every man, even those
supported by Irish landlords, has been driven
to pronoumeénin favour of compulsory sale.
Our neighbour and friend, Mr. Archdale, in
Fermanagh; Mr. William Moore, in Antrim;
Mr. Lomsdale, in Armagh; Sir Thos. Lea, in
Derry; Mp, T. L. Corbett and Mr. Sharman
Crawford, in Down, are all pledged. I am
greatly mistaken if any Ulster Unionist seek-
ing he, suffrages of an agricultural consti-
tuency/ will escape without the most explicit
assurances on the subject, and I am personally
aware;that many landlords see no other solu-
But make no mistake.
The British people, the British Parliament,
the British Government have all to be con-
vineed, and nome of these forces will take
kindly to compulsion. Our work, therefore,
is all before us. I only wish to say now,
and finally, that as an Irish representative I
declare my conviction that the principle I
have contended for to-day must be ultimately
conceded. In a nmew Parliament there will he
a real united Ireland upon this question. 1t
will be the living issue of the mnext Parlia-
ment. At the polling booths the electors of
South Tyrone will decide whether or not T am
to form one of that fighting force. I could
have gone elsewhere. I chose to stay, and L
shall await your verdict with confidence, and,
let me add, with perfect equanimity. If fifteen
years of faithful service are to count for no-
thing—if an intimate knowledge of Irish poli-
tics is worth nothing in a representative, if
services on hundreds of platforms when this
province was in real danger—services which
were wholly outside my strict duty—are to
be forgotten, if knowledge of all the issues,
gocial and political, that lie straight ahead is
counted worthless, you will say so, and the
sheriff will attest your verdict.  Until that
happens I shall count myself what I have
proudlﬁ‘y‘:een for fifteen years—member for

South one.

SR

y ;2-]

W,



