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Hailway Returns and the Tourist Traffic-— English
experience h rare'y r^«pe;iel m Ireland (says E.iqninmiff), thetrend ot esents inEngland fi-id-. no echo in the Emerald Isle. Thishas just been the case with regard t'-> the dividends of the. fourprincipal Irish railway companies, the Great Southern and Western,
the Great Northern, the Midland Great Western, and the Belfafitand Northern Counties. While English ordinary stock dividendshaveeither been slipping back or have been maintained with greatdifficulty, the outlook has improved, if anything, in Ireland. Thisia JiteUi^Jj !..j lliu fact LLal crj^tooi.itic 'efforts ha,'- been ma"1

"
during the last year or two to bring the tourist attractions ofIreland uiuia uii.lci Llio liutiuc of the public. The result of theseefforts has been a respectable addition to Irish railway revenue— an
addition which has proved more th-»n sufficient to meet the in-creased cost of locomotive power. The net profits realised by thoGreat Southern and Western for the firht half of this year was,accordingly. £ 17.">,:m, as compared with £171,41)2; that of theGreat Northern, £158,.V.H, as compared with £181.119 ; th-xt of the
Midland Great Western, £SS 049,as compared with £79,r>»>4 ; and
that of the Belfast and Northern Counties, £~>\,:>:>l, as compared
with £49.h1M. The companies hail no difficulty ivkeeping up theirordinary stock dividends, and carried somewhit larger balancesforward. The ordinary stock dividendof the Gr^at Southern and
Western regained at ."> p<>r cent, per annum; th.it of the Great
Northern at r>[ per cent, per annum ; that of the Midland Great
Western at 4per cent, per annum; and that of the Belfast amiNorthern counties at ."> percent, per annum. The four Irish com-
panies havealso set a goodexampleto their English contemporaries
by forming reserve funds. An important amalgamation received
legislative sanction iathe hst Sebsion of Parliament. This amal-
gamation was thp absorption of the Waterford, Limerick, andWestern, and the W.iterford and Central Irelandlines into the GreatSouthern and Western system. The hold of the Great Southern
and Western upon tin* South and South-west of Ireland will bestrengthenel by this addition to its network, and economy in work-
ing will also.no doubt, be secured. There is another matter in
which Irish railway companies areshowing sound judgment. Thisis the provision of comfortabl", wt11-insmajed, up-to-date hotel1-.Nothing is more calculated than this to secure a large mliux oftourists. The natural attractions of Ireland are, no doubt, trr^atand tempting;but hitherto there has been a wmt of gool lodging
accommodation.

Death of a Distinguished Archaeologist.— The death of
Miss Margaret Stokes removes from the field of Irish archaeology
one of its most gifted and one of its most interesting explorers.
Her work upon the remains of Christian art in Ireland and uponthe
tracesoflri-.li inllu in-.- on Continental art and literature (-aysan
Irish exchange) pl.ie ><1 hei ri t'/e-wry foremost rank of ttu lents
and writers. Sh- traced the. ioois'e^ or t!.iJ gn .it Irish nii—nr'-rn'-,
on the Continent with loving reverence: and her books. Ihr,u
Months m the J',trr\t\ <f f'i,ni<i arid S/.r M.mtln in the Apinnnvs,
areas tender a tribute to Irish --,untlin<>ss an 1 ivai. as th- work ofMontalembert. Mian Stokes was almost the first to study the inter-
relations of Irishand Continental art, and her work inUiat connec-
tion was full of auggestiveneps. and was in process of further
discovery, as her lectures on the Monasterbou-e Crowes recently b ire
witness. Here and there her writings betray a bias, due to thereadingbaok into Eirly Irish Christianity of some of thenotions of
modern Evangelicalism. But they are, on the whole, sound, and
theirauthor is worthy of remembrance with the great Irish scholars
andarchaeologists of thep isi.

THE IRISH LAND QUESTION.

Ixthe course of an address to his constituent- at South Tyrone 3lr
T. W. Russell, Unionist car tlidato tor theiliM.ru' and member of
the Government, made a \ iry in p^rtant speech with reference to
to themanner in which th > b"i>> fits of the L.ml Acts were being
nullified by tne Court*. Me '-aid

—
Three great Land Punha*<i' Acts, invoking the advuire of

£40 000.00(1sterling h.iv I. c.p-\— ul The Land Act-, of I,W ami
of 1V.M have al-o been -rur..1. Ami. \\h,rey<r Jn-binen may
think, there is no man,calmly taking --tuck- ot the pi^t .'SO year-
who will refuse to admit 1hit the Parliament of the Uuiti d King-
dom 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 eawly understood. Why, th>n.it may be asked,
should Ipropose to-day to re-open it.' Why not

'
rent and and be

thankful.1
' Theqaetiou is entirely reasonable,and Ipropose to

answer it.
UNKNOWN.

mainlybecause of three things. First, theleadersof the Irish land-
lord party by perwHtunt agitation and by bitter attacks in the
House of Loids.and in the Press, upon the Land Acts, will not
permit the isMie to be closed ; second, because a handful of land
agents,maintaining the evil tradition of a class which has been
responsible for much of our troubles, appear to spend their lives
harrying the tenantry of the country, forcing expensive law suits
upon men who are utterly unable to afford these costly luxuries ;
and thirdly, because the administration of the Acts which forced, in
1804,a Parliamentary inquiry,adparently goes irom bad to worse,
and,according to every second man one meets, ia no longer even
tolerable, 1take this step most unwillingly. Itmight have been
avoided if the leaders of the landlord party had beea v\ ise ;if they
badcontrolled someof their representatives in Ireland;and,above
all,bad theLandComnnhsion pursued us work ina broadand tole-
rant spirit, with the great policy of the LandActs constantly before
its mind. But although knowledge comes, wisdom lingers, and
whom the gods wish to destroy they tiret drive mad. Ipropose

therefore to-day, and with the fullest sense of responsibility, toprove that itis perfectly hopeleH» to continue aa a permanent planthepresent system of fixing route, and to show thatitinnot impos-
sible to revert to that sy-tem of single ownen-hip whichhas always
been theultimate goal of all real statesmen, and by which alonepeace andcontentmentcan be secured. Now,lamgoing toprove,prove, first of all,

THE LANDLORDS AND NOT THE TENANTS

wv,o nrn roopnnoihln for +V ronpflninnf of th« lnnrt qnention. Afterthe Morley Committee and the passing of the Land Act of 1896,
with both of wh\fh T br>d '"om"thing to do, T, ar l^t,was preparedtoawait what Iknew would be the irresistible pressure of landpurchase Iknew that the result of the first statutory period was
a reduction of 20 per cent, in the Irish rental. Iknew that thesecond period would not result in less— it haa actually resulted,sofar, in an average reduction of 22 per cent. And Ifelt assuredthat this pressure which was just,and could not be got rid of,would force sale and purchase upona large scale. Nor haveIbeendisappointed. Purchase is proceeding apace. Then, itmay be said,why not let things proceed after this fashion 1 1could easily showthat the very success of the Purchase Acts has made delay difficult,but, apart from this reason, the Irish landlords have Bettled thematter. The ink was scarcely dry upon the Act of 1896 before thelandlords demanded, and the Government granted, a Vice-RegalCommission to inquire into the administrationof the LandActs.This, be it remembered, was only two years after theParliamentary
Inquiry by theMorley Committee. There was not a single repre-
sentative of the Irish tenant-farmers upon this Commission Itwas presided over by a distinguished Englishman who had filleda
great judicialposition— SirEdward Fry. Andit issued a report towhich, if Imay say it without disrespect,nobody save the landlordspaid much attention. lamof opinion that the LandCommission
is to-day engaged in knocking the bottomout of the LandAct ofltf%. Iwill give four illustrations, and they areonly illustrations,of whatImean. Adams and Dunseath is a case known far andwide. Itarose, out of a trine of 40 shillings. Itdealt a deadlyblow at the tenants' property all over Ireland. Ican explain itskernal in a sentence. Parliament enactedin1881that no rent wasto be placed uponimprovements created by the tenant or hisprede-cessor in title. What did the Irish Courtof Appealsay ? Did they
bay.

'This is a great healing measure intended to undo greatwrongs. We shall construe it,as far aspossible, in accordance withthatpolicy > Not at all. With the instinct of pedantic lawyersthey proceeded to ask what Parliament meant by 'improvements.'
What Parliament meant by improvements wasplain enough. LordChancellor Law, who helped to drawand carry the Act, and whowas one of the Court, told them what was intended. But insteadof taking the large and plainview intendedby Parliament, thesekarned judges proceeded tosugaredand devise limitationsuponthew onL Andso, one shoit year after the passing of the Act of 1881,the Court ot Appealdrovea coach and four right through theheartof the raea-ure. It was all a case of ' property,property, property '
And,of course, as Mr. Lecky put it, the idea of a tenant havinglegal property in and upon the soil was a thing hard for Irishjudges as well as Irish landlords to understand. There had been

TWELVE YEARS OF WRONG-DOING
upon tho part of the Land Commission— twelve years duringwhichin every ca-e of reclamation the money belonging to the tenant had
iHumliv yone into thepocket of the landlord. A Sub-Commission(halt with a case of reclamation near Ballymena— by the way itwas the \t-uablo DavidAdams and the veritable MrsDunaeath, the
vety taimupon which the original case arose. Mr Adams had re-claimed land. The Sub-Cummission acted upon what LordJustice* it^ibbua stated to be the law before theParliamentaryCommit-tee. Itgave DavidAdams fire or six per cent of his expenditure
and it oivided the increased letting value between landlord andtenant, allowingone-half for the inherentproperties of the soil, theother half to the tenant for his exertions in developing these pro-perties. What happened? There was theusual appeal. Mr JusticeMeredith heard it and promptly decided against LordJusticePitz-gibbon "> view, and the Sub-Commission wasreversed. FanoyDavidAdam-* toiling to reclaim an Antrim bog, andhavingdone so only
to hud that he had rained the letting value from,perhaps,3s to14aan acre ' The case creatt d a profound sensation in Ulster Thedecision shook all faith in the Chief Land Commission, and gave
rise to the fatal distrust in regard to Mr JusticeMeredith's Courtwhich now everywhere exists.

SECURE THE LAND.
As a class the Irish landlords once controlled the representation ofIreland in the Imperial Parliament. Itgave themgreat opportuni-
ties which they sadly raided. Butbe this as it may,the represen-tationof Ireland has passed into other hands. They cannot returnby the votesof the people a single member to that great assembly,
whuhmust ultimately decide their fate. Ihaveoften heard itsaidby their friends that as a class the Irish landlords never knew theirown interest, that they were a doomed race. Itrust this has beensaid for the last time, and thatall parties in Ireland will unite toclose this Had, sad chapter in Irish hiftory. My next appealis tothe tenants, and to them,at all events,Ihave some claim to Bpeak.Inasking for the compulsory sale of Irish land, inasking that thefee simple of the Irish soil should be compulsorily taken from oneclass andgiven toanother, you are asking for a thingso great botremendous, that hi tory ein provide but few precedents. Itwasdone,of course,in France by a revolution. It was done again inpartsof theGermanEmpire by a wise statesmanship. Andit willbe done here by the samemeansif the tenants aremoderateand thelandlords are wise. Iappealto theUlster farmers to frankly expressnot alone their desire to secure the land,but to secureit,under allthe circumbtances, ata fair price.
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