
The 'Otago Daily Times 'in its leading columns a few days
since waxed eloquent at the death blow which it vainly
imagines has been dealt to the Home Rule movement, by the
majority bj which the measure had been negatived in the
House of Commons. This jubilation andthe accompanyingp»an appears to have been causedby thedisaffection of the
regenadeChief of the Glens,and thedisaprobationof the ex-Chancellor of the Exchequer;and becauseof the apostacy oftheone and the disapprovalof the other, ithugs itself withdelight, and predicts that theghost has been finally laid. Ofcourse the dicta of a journal so notoriously conspicuous forthe veracity of its statements, and the correctness of itsopinions as the 'Daily Times,' are entitled to a certainmeasure of consideration, but we imagine our readers will
not have much difficulty in sunvuing up the full amount.Notwithstanding that the subject has been thusso summarily
and agreeablysettled byour contemporary, we confess we arerash enoughto h<>ldan opinion— and one not inunison withthat journal— on the qu<*tion. Contrary toits usualpractice
of hurling invective and derision at everything of a Celticcharacter, it has chaugedits tactics,andflatteryhas beenusedinstead, the pill to be administeredbeing nicely gilded, thebetter to conceal its compound. Blarney has taken the place
of bounce, and laudation has beenlavished with no niggardhand. While tacitly admitting thatEnglishmen do not under-
stand the art of »overning Ireland, and that the necessities ofthatunhappy country have neverbeenunderstood orhonestlyinquired into by English legislators, the writerwithquestion-able consistencysays theIrishare themselves alone to blame,inasmuch "as they have steadfastly refused to regard theGovernment of England as other thm a foreign tyranny."
So that, according to the 'Times,' because Ireland has beenbadly governed,foully wronged, and her necessities treatedwith,contempt, her sons alone are culpable for not quietly
submitting to acknowledged injustice and misrule. Whileappreciating " the talent, the wit, and the virtues of that
moat charmingpeople," it is a source of regret to the writerthat they saouldnothivebowed their heads inmute submis-sion, andkissed the rod with which they have beenscourged.Whilst attestingthe national genius whichhas placedIrish-men in the foremost ranks as barristers, judges, soldiers, andstatesmen, our contemporary denies them the possession ofsufficient ability to govern themselves. That the men who
have won never-fading laurels on the bench, at the bar, theSenate, and the Cabinet, and gloriously upheld the honor of
the nationunder which they served, shouldbe unworthy ofself-government, isunsoundinargument,untrue in substance,
and alibel on common sense. According to Froude, wliosj
recent work assumes to be an authority on the subject, no
peopleare fit to be entrusted with the reins of government,
who have not a respect for justice and for law, and a
capability of being formed by those who govern and direct
them. In proof of the law-abiding character of the Irishpeople, wemay cite the testimony of Sir JohnDavis,anEnglish Attorney-General during the reignof JamesI:

—
He

says, "There isnopeople under Heaven that love equaland
fair justice like the Irish;" andinthe same letter he adds:"There is no people,who are more willing to submit to fair
impartial justice,even though itgoesagainst themselves, than
the Irish.' So much for their re3pect for the laws under
whica they live;and if further proof vere wanting, their
fidelity to rightand principle has been,shown by their devo-

tion to Lheir faith through centuriesof v/rong,oppression, and
persecution,and the tenacity with whcii they clung to the
fallen fortunes of the unhappy Stuarts, who though worth-less, cluimed theirallegiance as their lawful sovereigns. With
regard to the right to self-government by reason of a
capability of being formed by good and judicious govern-
ment, Mr Frottde himself has so completely vindi-
cated the right of tho Irish people, that we shall
merely quote his own words on the point. He says :"They are a people singularly adaptedto goodgovernment."In the fice of this admission, and taking it for granted that,
as has been asserted, Ireland has beer ina stateof chronic
discontent andrebellion,it naturally follows that the causeof
her disaffection arises from misgoverament. The 'Daily
Times'asserts that the reason whyIrelandhas beensubjected
to the persecution and injustice under which she labored,
may be found in the fact " that English legislators havemostly regardedIreland as a theatre of disaffection, a costly
nuisance, which it was politic to retain in their ownhands
for fear of the ambitious designs of foreign potentates, and
have troubled themselves but little to remove theiron from
thelimbs of the captive." This isplain speaking; yet in the
same breath wefind the writer,with singular forgetfulness ofwhat liehad just written,extolling the magnanimous conduct
of the Government innot entirely crushing those fool-hardy
persons who dared to rattle the chains by which they were
bound jor wereguiltyof the crime of

— incommon with their
rulers

— imagining they were trampled on,*and daring to
resist. That Ireland has still rights to demand, and grie-
vances to be redressed, even the sophistry of the 'Daily
Times' cannot conceal. If after a trial of sevenhundred
years the grand secret of governing the people " singularly.adapted to good government" has not been discovered,
justice and humanity alike demand that the captive should
be set free,and the galling chains which have been rivetted
for seven centuriesat once removed.

The charge ha3also "been made " that the workof reform
throughout has been a thankless one," which meaus, we
presume, that although Ireland at present groans under
Coercive laws more stringent than any hitherto in force,hergratitude for the boon of mere existence under any circum-
stauces, should be boundless. Sydney Smith who, in the"Letters ofPeterPlymley,"fought ashardinEnglandinthe
causeof Emancipation as ever O'Connell didinIreland, thus
caricatures the horror feltby Protestants when Catholics whohadbe-;n admitted to the same national table, asked for "a
little core":

—
"Forthwith ageneral cry of shame and scan-dal. Ten years ago you were on your backs. Don't you

remember whata great thing you thought it to get apiece of
bread!and now, withan audacity only equalledby your in-
gratitude, you nave the impudence to ask for knives and
forks." The sarcasnof Peter Plymley is just as applicable
at the present day as ever it was a generationsince;andthe
No-Poperyand Protestantasceudancy every whit as rampant.
Inone of those lettersthe witty Canonhumorouslyillustrates
the fo'ly of fostering national and religious differences.

—"He supposes the captain of a British warship in the pre-
sence ti' aFrench enemy. Does he call all hands on deck
and ta'': to themof king, country, sweethearts, hearts of oak,
French frogs, woodenshoes, and soforth? No!not asyllable
of all rh.is! But the first thing he does is to securs twenty
or thircy of his prime sailors, who happen to be Catholics,
claps them inirons andsets aguard over them of as many
Protestants. He then goeson deck and reminds the sailors
that they are all ofdifferent religions, exhort3the Episcopa-
liangunner not to trust thePresbyterian quarter-master,issues
positive orders that the Catholics shall be fired on at the
first show of discontent,and then rushej through the fight
examining the men in the Thirty-nine Articles." The evils
andabsurdities which Sydney Smith lampooned with such
caustic force have not been altogetherswept away, and there
are many modestly claiming credit for liberality and tolera-tion, who,in thehour of difficulty and danger, would court
the strong arm and williug heart of the people they have
stigmatised as

"
a costly nuisance." True, there are a few

noble Englishmen whose love of justice and fair-play has
risen above national prejudice;judice ;men who have linked their
named and energies with the Spartan band now waging the
unequalcontest, and who3e memories will be cherished for
the noblepart they have takeu with the weak and oppressed
in the struggle of right against might. The 'Daily Times'
assert, it to be neither politic or likely that their labors
shouL be crowned withsaccess. We think differently, and
time will tell which will prove thebetter prophet.
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been compelled to confess. Such writing, therefore, on the
part of the 'Times,' is merely beating the air, a sort of
tangent,devised for the purposeof riding off fromthe conside-
rationof the realpointat issue. But here is the true liberal
and Freemason principle—

the 'Times' says "The Church
must learn that she has no inherent right of beingin theland,and that she only stands there by permission of the
civil power." There is the reality. TheState is the Deity
—the absolutely supreme

—
the rule of law,conscience,reli-

gion. The Church is nothing, except by permission of the
State. Christianity, then, is a myth. Christ never lived on
carth

—
neverfounded a Chureh—

never gave amission to the
Apostles. This is, ineffect, what the < Daily Times

'blasphe-
mously asserts. It is trulyshocking that in the midst of a
Christian community, even though it is mainlyProtestant, ajournal of such widecirculation as the 'Times,' shouldincul-
cate a principle so utterly subversive ofChristianity.
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