















































334 Paul: A History of Modern England

brought about his sudden death. He forgot in office what he had loudly
asserted in opposition—when votes were to be gained by it. And in
office too he varied his principles from the same motive. He declared
in the House of Lords that to touch judicial rent in Ireland would be
¢laying your axe at the root of the fabric of civilised society.” But
presently he found that if he did not allow these rents to be revised
Ulster would be lost to the Unionist cause, and he consented. Out of
office he angled for the Irish votes by making the nearest approach to
a moral defence for boycotting, and by speaking of Home Rule with
respect if not with concurrence. He did that in public, but he did more
in private. On the eve of the General Election of 1885 he secretly
offered Mr. Parnell an Irish Parliament in Dublin with power of pro-
tecting native industries. When Parnell told this to the House of
Commons in the debate on the first Home Rule Bill, Sir Michael Hicks-
Beach denied it. He did so in all innocence, for the offer had not
been made known to the Cabinet. Lord Salisbury held his peace. But
ten days after, at the next sitting of the House of Lords, Lord Carnarvon
rose and admitted that it was true. He, as Viceroy, had made the offer
with Lord Salisbury’s concurrence. Lord Salisbury preserved ¢a rather
ignoble silence,” but when he constructed his Cabinet a month later
rd Carnarvon was left out.

Mr. Parnell, the frigid and disdainful chief, who neither sought the
company of his followers nor shared their religion, is 2 prominent figure
in the book. Mr. Paul relates with dramatic effect the story of the
Piggott letters, published by the Times, and purporting to show that
Parnell connived at the Phoenix Park murders. He describes the
tremendous sensation; Parnell’s public denial; Lord Salisbury’s assumption
of his guilt notwithstanding, and instant attack on Gladstone as his
associate ; the curious way in which it was shown that the letters were
forgeries, and the amazing exposure of the Times. Parnell received an
ovation in the House of Commons. But his credit was shortlived. The
stars in their courses fought against Home Rule. The trial in the
Divorce Court in 1890 ruined the Irish Leader with his own countrymen
as well as with the British public. The Catholic Church found a weapon
placed in its grasp with which to strike down the heretic, and the
political authority which Parnell had for a time compelled them to forego
passed again into the hands of the Irish priests,

Lord Salisbury’s simple plan for the solution of the Irish problem had
broken down. Mor. Gladstone gave ten years of his life to his, and soon
after its rejection Liberalism was more nearly dead in Great Britain than
it had been since 1874. Liberal projects of reform had melted away.
In Mr. Paul’s words, ¢ The threatened campaign against the Lords was
a laughing-stock. The Welsh Bishops were triumphant. The Church
of Scotland trampled on her enemies. The Church of England seemed
to have none. “The trade” with their tied houses laughed at the Local
Veto Bill’

Mr. Paul finds room for an account of the reform of local government,
which he calls a social revolution; of Lord Salisbury’s Foreign Policy ;







































346 Current Literature

keep beside him ready for consultation. A third edition, therefore,
stands in no need of an introduction, and calls for little comment, as
the additions made to it consist merely of four new documents added
to the Appendix (forming pp. 261-472), while only one small correction
has been found necessary. It is an additional advantage in a book
that has become a recognized text-book that the numbering of the
pages should be preserved absolutely identical with that of earlier
editions. That this has been done is apparent from a glance at the
Table of Contents, which is, word for word, a repetition of that
which appeared in 1894, even to the reference on p. xv, to ¢ Letters
from Archbishop Whitgift,’ where Archbishop Bancroft is meant, a
strange mistake to have lived into the third edition of a book in which
scholarly accuracy forms a leading feature. The Introduction is as
valuable as are the extracts. In the luminous section on the Sar
Chamber, Mr. Prothero makes no mention or use of the admirable
volume edited for the Selden Society by Mr. Leadam, published since
the last edition of the Select Statutes.

We have to acknowledge another instalment of the World’s Classics
from the Oxford University Press, including : Sir Walter Scott’s Lisves
of the Nouvelists (342 pages, 1s. net). Oliver Wendell Holmes' Poet at
the Breakfast Table (307 pages, Is. net); Professor at the Breakfast
Table (273 pages, 1s. net). Sheridan's Plays (494 pages, Is. net).
Thackeray's Pendennis, 2 vols. (472, 496 pages, 2s. net).

Mr. I'!rowde is to be congratulated upon the excellent value which
he gives in these reproductions of the Classics.

Mr. William Stewart has sent us a reprint of The Rae Press at
Kirkbride and Dumfries, a paper contributed by him to the sixth volume
of the publications of the Edinburgh Bibliographical Society. Son of a
Dumfries clockmaker, a student of Glasgow University, ordained parish
minister of Kirkbride, Dumfriesshire, in 1703, Rae marked himself off
from all his fellow clergymen by starting a printing press. It was a
hobby that brought him graver troubles than satire in doggerel against
his blending of callings sacred and profane :

¢The Printing Trade he does now try,
The Minister Trade he should lay by;

Is this agreeable to his Station?

No: he should not have that Occupation.
What Way will his poor Sheep be fed
When he is at the Printing Trade?’

Was it a2 worse charge that was made against him in 1715—that of
¢ his printing the obscene ballad of “Maggie Lauder”’? He personally
proved an alibi, but his press did the deed. Rae well deserves Mr.
Stewart’s careful gathering of facts about him and the trial-bibliography
of the products of his press. History gratefully remembers him in
particular for The History of the late Rebellion, published by him in 1718,
a volume of unusual value as a local chronicle of the ’15.
























354 Queries

Carlyle’) mentions the sudden death, in June 1766, of Dr. John
Jardine, minister of the Tron Church. He says that he and ¢a party of
us had been engaged to dine with Mr. Henry Dundas (p. 468) the
same evening, but that it was put off,’ as ¢Dr. Jardine was a near
relation of his lady,’ meaning Mrs. Henry Dundas.

In what way were they related? l’{Vlrs Dundas was Elizabeth,
daughter of Captain David Rannie of Melville Castle and Elizabeth
Bayley his wife. Captain David Rannie seems to have been son of
one _]}c')hn Rannie and Janet Stark; and of Elizabeth Bayley I only
know that she had a brother Edward Bayley.

Were the Bayleys and Jardines related ! or what was the connection ?

H. A. CockBURN.
92 Eaton Terrace, London, S.W.

CAMPBELLS OF STRACHUR (S.H.R. iv. 232). Is there any
evidence that the first wife of John Campbell of Murthly (1525-1567)
was the daughter of a Campbell of Strachur (Burke’s Landed Gentry,
1906, p. 260; cited by A. W. G. B.)?

Marjorie Menzies was his wife, 28th October, 1550, and 22nd May,
1552. She died before 31st July, 1562. Margaret, daughter of William
Drummond of Balloch, was his wife when he died in July, 1567.

J. H. M. C.

HOWITSON. What is the derivation of the name Howitson?
We are border people from Dumfriesshire. The name is spelt by us
Howitson, Howatson and formerly Hoatson.

George Howrrson.
4 Ranelagh Place, Liverpool.

































