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Walsh, Mr. Morgan, and others regarding the murders of

" Lord Mayor MacCurtain, Patrick Walsh, James Lynch,

John Sherlock, the Bantry hunchhack boy, Thomas Dwyer,
and others shows that assassination in the midst of the
family ‘was 4 British practice in Ireland. Tt would appear
to us that to copy this practice in Ireland can have the
effect only of degrading the Irish people and their cause.
We wounld he glad te think that the instance we have
mentioned of this practice hy the Irish is unique and will
not ba duplicated. ‘

Effect of Assassinations.—From the scanty material at
our disposal it is difficult to estimate the effect of these
assassinations npon the Irish cause. Assassinations would
appear to be an unreliable method of removing specific
eriminals and ending their harmfulness. The gaps left in
high places can always be filled. The removal of Swanazy
and Smyth has brought in more Swanzys and more 3rmytha

It would appear to have discouraged certain of the
lower ranks. The testimony before us shows the resigna-
tion of about 500 members of the R.I C., perhaps not wholly
unconnected with the danger of their duties, as expounded
by Smyth, Lucas, Deasey, and other commanders. But the
places of those who resigned have heen filled up by English-
men necessarvily less familiar
the evidence showed, scemingly more ruthless.

Accordimg to the testimony of Mr. Ginnell, corroborated
by D. I. Crowley, a former member of the R.I.C.:

“A reward of £10,000, or about $40,000, was offered
by the English Government in every part of the city of
Dublin, especially in the poor slums, for certain inferma-
tion and for certain men, dead or alive; and the reward
was never claimed, although hundreds among those people
knew where the man named could be found. The expres-
sion that a man was to be found ‘“‘dead or alive’’ meant
that he might be shot at sight, and that the reward would
be given to the person who shot him and produced the
That was the meaning of it. Tt was an ingcitement
It was a licence to kill.”’

The fidelity of certain people was doubtless .favored

and the cnpidity of spies discouraged hy the danger of
* assassination which waited for informers.

The security
of Irish leaders may thus have been enhanced, but at. the
cost of the security of the general population to an extent
demonstrably greater than leadership alone could make
good. Buch immediate success as this policy seemed to
achieve appears to us of doubtful value compqlred with its
" demonstrated failure hoth to safeguard the lives of the
Irish people in Ireland, and to sustain the moral appeal
of the Irish cause in other lands. We wounld point out
the difficulty of controlling this policy of secret tribunal
and summary execution; and the tendency of it to extend

friends of the Irish cause.

Summary.—The Imperial British forces in Iréland
have suffered three categories of casualties, totalling ap-
parently not more than 600: (1) accidental, incidental,
and disciplinary casualties; (2) casualties incurred in re-
gular military operations; and (3) casualties due to dis-
criminate assassination. .

Of the casualties in the first category we hold the
Irish people guiltless.

The casualties in the second category, inflicted by the
Irish in military operations, which they appear to have
conducted honorably, and upon the legality of which we
are debarred from passing, seem to require from ms only
the same expression of our sympathy with the relatives
which we sincerely proffer to all vietims of the war in
Ireland.

We hold that the British have incurred.casualties in
the t?ird category, and in so far as those assassinated
were spies, provocateurs, and murderers, and as such were
congcientiously fulfilling their appointed duties as British
agents, we hold the British Government negligent in fail-
ing adeguately to prnf‘ﬂr‘h its agents to whom it assigned
such dangerous duties. We are of the opinion that these

©_its scope to include mot only enemie?-‘but,also envied

‘discriminate casnalties are sustained at the hands of or-

panised citizens of the Irish Republic, acting allegedly as

‘an extra-governmental body at war with the special en-

emies of Irish peace and security. But in se far as the
Government of the Trish Republic is responsible for the
acts of its citizens, it would seem to us to be responsible

for these deplnrable assassmatmns, and to suffer because

“of them in the public opinion of the world,

with the country, but, as

. limited to the landscapes of

We further find that in'the four years since the Irish
Revolution the British casualties have averaged not more
than twenty-six hundredths of one per cent.. per annum
of the forces engaged and in no year exceeded threa per
1,000 of 'these forces. These figures w ould{seem to us to
mdlcate a gpirit ot restraint in the Irish p@ple

. - {To be contmued)

The lf\nper’ial Idea

In a letter recently published, and atéributed, rightly
or wrongly, to Sir Henry Wilson, there is o point that hys

-a certain interest, over and above the ordinary provineial

bragging not unfamiliar in the queer patch that calls itself
“Ulster” (says the New TWitness for Julv 1, editorially).
A curious and almost innocent illusion, that a man can
rmpress others by merely praising himself, is a mark by
which we all ‘recognise the half-baked or half-barbaric
civilisation; we recoggise it in Prussians, in certain Colo-
nials, and in the stale Suburbia of Belfast. 1If there were
nothing in the letter but the usnal “theatrical stuff about
“We Ulster boys,”" with a capacity to “‘teach’” everybody
everything, it would not be worth while to pause upon it
ligre. What makes the letier interesting is a certain truth
or half-truth contained in it. 1t is the fact that one of
the things which the Ulster Boys have to teach is n thm;,,
called ‘“‘the Imperial idea.”’ And one of the ignorant and
wavage tribes, to whom it needs to he taught, is the English
nation,

Now this is in a semse true; a great deal truer than
the man who wrote 1t was aware. The Imperial idea; so
far as it iz an idea, is really much more at home in the
culture of Belfast than in the culture of Birmingham; let
alone the culture of Canterbury and Glastonbury and Strat-
ford-on-Avon. The Ymperial idea is in every way suited to
the clear atmosphere of Belfast, to its high imaginative
architecture, 4o its inspired ereative art, to its mellow and
stately school of manners. And we insular English people,
‘onstable, seeing no more of
the sky than was visible to Turner, forced to find our heroes
only in petty and parochial types like Nelson and Dr.
Johnson, and having reached no further in the revelation
of humanity than the preduction of Shakspere, must hear
the seorn of '[J]ster as best we may.

But the thing, whatever we call it, which has been
called Imperialism in England for the last forty wyears,
the thing that has inspired Mr. Kipling and instituted

Empire Day, that thing does exist, and that thing is ex- |

actly suited to what Sir Henry Wilson is said to have
called ““his own corner of Ireland.” Tt'is much’ more at
home there than it is in any corner of England, especially
in any very English corner of England.

Empire, hoth in the higher and the lower sense, is a

thing for which the English are exceptionally unfitted. The .

higher needs a clarityy/and the lower a cruelty, that arc
not English at all. Sormtetimes the elarity and cruelty may
have been for a time combined; as is said to have been
the case in some of the Spanish conguests in Sonth America,
But*no two thinps could be more contrary, within the
common culture of all Christendom, than the Bnglish and
the Spanish spirit. What the English really did, so long
as they were really English, was something quite different,
What they established in India,
empire; it was a trade truee. We never made any serious
attempt to give English ideas to the Indians, as the
Spanish did to give Spanish ideas to the Red Indians. We
never solemnly and solidly contemplated the picture of
all those brown men becoming Anglicans. But ‘the
Spaniards did solemnly and solidly contemplate the pictures
of all those red men becoming Roman Catholics. We are
not here discussing the moral merits of the two things;
there is 'much to be said for heth. Tt is essentinl, at so
serious a crisis in our destiny, to get rid of that detestable
state of universal vain-glory, or claiming all the virtues of
ev er\bod‘* and realise exactly what it was that we could
do and did do. even if we have no other desire than to go

~on doing jt. As Englishmen, and not merely as Furcpeans, -
. we had a very genuine gerius for travel and for irade; the

English good temper, the anhsh sense of ° humor in
ineéngruous ¢ircumstances, did make it easier to sail to
the Canmnibal Islands, and to bargam with !;_he King of

for instance, was not amn
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