
weeks insurrectionary movements which were only 
quelled with fire and steel ? 

Our object, then, we respecfully urge, should be to 
take hold of these movements in such a way as will 
best advance the liberty of our own country. What- 
ever secures the liberty of England will do that, for we 

are as firmly convinced as wc are that the Eternal reigns 
on high, that Irish and English freedom must fall or rise 
together. How this is to be done, we think it wiser not 
to say too plainly here. Besides, that is mainly for the 
wisdom of our accredited leaders. But it is to be done, 
and it ought to be done, and if we arc in earnest a way 
will be found to do it. Wc have got a million of Irish- 
men in England. They are all Republicans, every man 

of them. Could they not, while clinging to the ultimate 
liberty of their own land, sink their narrow sectionalism 
so far, for a season, as would enable them to unite in 
every free movement with their English neighbors? 
Hence we are for friendship with all peoples, but espe- 
cially with the real people of England. Strike their 
tyrants if you will—the more the better. But do not, 
by unnecessary and useless bravado, annoy or exasperate 
the people. Lest we should be misunderstood, we say 
plainly that this thoughtless and purposeless ranting 
about burning of docks and sacking of armories in Eng- 
land is only strengthening our enemies and riveting our 

country’s chains. It is sacrificing brave men uselessly; 
and a useless waste of human blood is neither more nor 

less than a crime. It is time to put a stop to this sort 
of braggadocio, and seek the rational aid of those who 
can do more to upset English tyranny in one year than 
all the cash-collecting patriots of New York could do in 
a century. 

We conclude by calling the attention of our readers 
to the following significant report, taken from the New 
York Tribune, of a meeting of the English Reform 
League which was held in London on the 24th of Oc- 
tober : 

A long letter from the President, Edmond Beales, M. A., 
was read, in which that gentleman, after expressing his hope 
and belief that ere long Mr. Glandstone would place himself 
at the head of the manhood suffrage movement, went on to 
explain the movement in favor of Italian liberty, spoke of 
the Irish question, asserting that the Irish had the right of 
meeting as the English did in Hyde Park, and expressing 
their grievances, and demanding their removal. On this 
ground he denounced the use of physical force as unwise and 
unnecessary, and calculated to divide English and Irish 
Reformers, and would even set the former as enemies against 
the latter. 

A long discussion ensued upon the letter. Mr. Lucroft 
objected to its publication, because it condemned Fenianism; 
he felt that the Irish people were fully justified in using 
physical force to redress their wrongs, when they received 
such fearful provocation. 

Mr. Whitford, another member of the Council, said that 
the people of Ireland had been so trodden upon that he did 
not think it right to condemn them if they rose in revolution. 

Mr. Cooper said the Irish had been receiving provocation 
for seven hundred years. There was no argument so power- 
ful to get justice from England, as that addressed to her by 
the Fenians, and he fully sympathized with them. 

Mr. Odger said, if he were an Irishman he would be a 
Fenian. Ireland would never make an impression on her 
rulers until slie knocked some of them down. How else 
would they get redress? The substance of Ireland was eaten 
up by bloated parsons who professed a religion with which 
the people had no sympathy, and he was not surprised or 
sorry that the Irish people now said: “We will endure it 
no longer.” 

Mr. Brisk said Mr. Beales’s letter was an abortion, and lie 
trusted Fenianism would go on and prosper. 

The Chairman (Mr. Baxter Langley) sympathized with the 
wrongs of Ireland, but he believed the Fenian movement was 
fatal to the progress of Ireland at the present time. 

The letter of Mr. Beales was entered on the minutes, but 
the. majority of the members were evidently opposed to its 
anti-Fenian sentiments. 

Will the Dublin hation or the Dublin Irishman be 
good enough to name, if they can, half a dozen Irish- 
men who will stand up lor Ireland’s rights as these hon- 
est Englishmen have done ? As to getting Irishmen to 
stand up for the rights of Englishmen, we say nothing. 
Our services in that quarter consist chiefly of six words. 
“ the base, bloody, and brutal Saxon.” We suggest that 
it is time for this empty and insolent twaddle to cease. 

Union. 
That “ union is strength” is a maxin as true as it is 

old. The incentive to union among nations is some 

great general principle, around which a certain number 
of individuals find it to their interest to rally. The two 

chief principles that bind these persons who compose a 

nation in a bond of union are individual and national 
interest. In proportion as the individuals sacrifice their 

personal interests for the good of the whole, or vice 

versa, s(<|will the nation become stronger or weaker. 

When the individual and national interests are both 

equally balanced in a State, the union is perfect. This 

perfection never has been reached, nor is it likely to be 
reached, until the millennium shall have arrived. This 
will probably dawn when man becomes perfectly angelic, 
a thing which may happen in some upper sphere, but 
which does not seem at all probable in this, the first and 

lowest, stage of the larva. It puzzles the unthinking 
portion of mankind to account for the disintegration of 
a homogeneous people like the Irish. “ Why don’t the 
Irish unite ?” “ The Irish can never unite ! ” “ Until 
we unite we can never do anything.” These sentences 

have been echoed from generation to generation since 

Strongbow lauded on the shores of Ireland. 

We do not intend to accuse our forefathers for their 
divisions and feuds at the time of, or subsequent to, the 

English invasion; for England herself was almost as 

severely cut up by faction in those days as Ireland. This 
is something that seems to be overlooked in our history, 
when we talk of the chiefs and clans and provincial 
kings fighting each other with as much persistency and 
malice as they fought the invader; and glorying over 

the destruction of their brothers with as much display 
of local pride. England was rent asunder all this time, 
and for years afterwards, by this same feudal system, as 

much as Ireland was. The English became united by 
foreign wars. By turning the thoughts of the nation 

outwards, the swords of the nation soon turned outwards 
also. We have no doubt that the invasion and conquest 
—so-called—of Ireland did more towards uniting the 

English than any peculiar excellence in their character 
about which they prate so much. The Irish chiefs 
sometimes stopped their throat-cutting of each other to 

fight the invader. At such times they were sure to be 
successful. After the enemy was driven to their ships, 
or seaport towns—sometimes almost swept out of the 

country—the devil found work for the idle swords and 
skeins of the chiefs again, for they lowered the national 
banners, and hoisted “ red hands,” and “ strong hands,” 
and went at their old work of killing each other. The 
sins of the fathers, visiting the children to the third and 
fourth generation, may apply to common people, but we 

insist on having them follow us to the fortieth. The 
unfortunate part of the descent is, that while all our 

father’s sins have descended to us, in royal flow, so many 
of their virtues should have been lost by the way. 

The complete unity of any people, no matter how in- 

telligent or well governed they may be, is an impos- 
sibility. Indeed, the unity of a majority of nations is 

preserved by force. But any kind of a union that pre- 
serves the family or nation from extinction is better than 
no union at all. 

There are ten thousand reasons why Irishmen are 

not united. A people which have been crucified for 
seven hundred years, whose land has been confiscated, 
whose laws have been obliterated, whose shrines have 
been demolished, whose intelligence has been outlawed, 
whose history has been written in blood, whose towns 
have been depopulated, whose fields laid waste, cannot 

be expected to possess all those virtues which even those 
who have been protected and encouraged by national 
governments do not always possess. We have no gov- 
ernment around which our national aspirations might 
cluster. We are as a mighty army that has become 
demoralized by defeat and suffering, and whose generals 
have fallen in the fight. Our very numbers and strength 
are our destruction. Let a regiment become demoralized, 
and they can be brought under discipline again; but let 
an army, vast in numbers and vehement in passion, be- 
come demoralized, and who can bring order out of the 
terrible chaos ? 

This is our position to-day. We are a huge, undis- 

ciplined, routed army. Our victorious enemy is hot in 
our pursuit. He has an inexhaustible commissary, and 
a well filled exchequer to pay his victorious troops, and 

buy up those who have too much good sense to be found 
on the weak side. Here, then, are some reasons why 
Irishmen are divided. It is for the interest of our 

powerful enemy to keep us divided, and while she has 

power and gold she will make our divisions desirable to 

many who should be our friends. The landlords are 

interested in our divisions. So are all who live on their 

smiles, and their number is legion. The magistrates, 
judges, sheriffs, bailiffs and their understrappers arc all 

interested in our disunions. The ecclesiastics of all 
denominations are interested in our divisions. In fact, 
all men who prefer pelf and place to suffering and 

battling for a nation’s liberty are interested in our dis- 
sension. And still men will wonder why the Irish are 

divided. We look upon it as an unprecedented case in 

history that, after what we have passed through, we 

have a distinct and numerical existence as a people at 

all. A union of all the Irish people we do not look for. 
It is impossible. It is not necessary. A union of all 
who sincerely and intelligently love their country, and 
who believe in her rights to self-government, and who 
are willing to take all means to accomplish the freedom 
of Ireland, we believe is possible of accomplishment. 
Further, we believe such a union to be virtually necessary, 
if we would make Ireland a nation. 

Our enemy is powerful. One of the first nations of 
the world. This must be kept in view constantly. 
There is nothing to be gained in underrating the strength 
of our adversary. We know he has a thousand weak 

points that a united and cunning adversary can take ad- 

vanatgc of to deal him powerful blows. These things 
arc understood by all. Disrobing “John Bull,” the 
“ bloody Saxon”—or whatever hard names we wish to 

call him—of all the auxiliaries that a full blown orator, 
before an excited audience, can so finely and eloquently 
strip him of, we will still have left an adversary that 
will take what united strength we have to successfully 
oppose. 

Let us hastily review our own available forces. It is 
useless to count on those who are not with us, and their 
number in Ireland is not to be ignored. We have the 
Fenian Brotherhood, then, as the old guard that must 

be depended on to receive, or give, the heavy blows. 
We know there are thousands who will be with us if 

we are successful at first. Now, then, is it not plain to 

the commonest understanding that it will take the 
united strength of the Fenian Brotherhood, with all the 
assistance they can receive from all sides, to meet the 
power of England ? With the only Organization in 
existence that has the liberation of Ireland in view 
split up into factions, what can be done for Ireland ? 
Nothing ! Nothing! Nothing! Should either party 
precipitate a movement, with the expectation that men 

will sell their coats, shirts, and boots, when the time 

comes, they will be defeated again, and their country 
chained firmer than before. 

IIow can a union of the Brotherhood, and all true 
Irish nationalists, be accomplished ? This is the mighty 
question so easily asked, and so hard of solution. The 
union, when it does take place, must be a real one, or 

’twere better it never had been effected. We must be 

careful, and see that the two parties became one in 

spirit as well as in body. No obnoxious man, whose 
hands are stained with plunder, nor whose record has 
been one of chicanery and playing selfishly with a na- 

tion’s life, must be allowed to hold position when the 
union is effected. Neither must men be excused for 

imbecility, mismanagement or ignorance. Good inten- 

tions are no excuse for the loss of a cause, or the death 
or imprisonment of patriotic men. Indeed, no excuse is 
valid for failure. It is poor consolation to us all, who 
have been working and sacrificing our means for years, 
and who are the butts of heartless unbelievers, to be 
told that hut for, etc. What excuse can open the prison 
doors for the gallant men who are wasting away ? 
“ Some one has blundered!” 

We understand that the Fenians of Manhattan, of 
both parties, have it in contemplation to call a union 

meeting. It is a terrible move, but, if patriotically 
handled, it will be a glorious one. Manhattan in the 

past has done much to merit the censure of the country 
at large by her boisterous and bullying conduct in 
Fenian affairs. Let Manhattan remember, that though 
the citizens ol New iTork city think they own the rest 
of the nation, the rest of the nation don't think so too. 

If they do meet as brothers, and we do not see why 
they should not, and insist that the nationalists of 

America—for the home men will follow suit—should 
work unitedly, the country will indorse their action. 

They must be careful that no old “ disorganize^” who 
is distasteful to any general portion of the Brotherhood, 
shall have anything to do with the peacemaking. There 
are men on both sides, and we say it unhesitatingly, for 


