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PREFACE

The purpose of this thesis is to examine the impact
of the laynooth Bill upon the Conservative party and the
carser of S8ir Robert Peel. Because of the limitations of
time and space and in the interest of a concise narrative,
a great deal of Peel's Irish program has either not been
mentioned or only dealt with in passing: the Devon Commige
sion, the Irish Colleges Bill, and the Charitable Beguests
Act are the nost notable of these omissions or glosses.

Some criticism of my assessment of the conditlion of
the Conservative party between 1840 and 1845 may arise on
the part of my readers. However, the most hostile comments
will, I think, be reserved for my Judgment of Sir Robert
Peel. It ocught to be pointed out that Peel was not the only
English statesman or politician to be bedeviled or ruined
by the Irish problem; after 1845 1t had only one effective
solution, and that solution remained, until after the end
of the first World War, a political impossidbility for any
respongible official of the British Government, But Peel
had a chance to deal with Ireland in & truly meaningful way,
although he failed to attempt it until 1t was too late. He
had the opportunity to deal with Maynooth before 1845; he
made no effort to "educate" his party about the political
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and religious realities of the Irish mituation, when he
knew full well both the necessity for conciliation in
Ireland and the typlical Conzervative attitude towsrds
that country. Peel's follure o prepare the party for
the inperatives of the Irish situation is incredible,
and thers can be no excuse for his lack of such action,

This thesie could not have been attempted, let
alone conpleted, without the guldancs, encoursgenment, aond
friendship of Dr., A. Stanley Trickett, Chalrman of the
Depertmont of History a2t the University of Hebrosks et
Omaha. His help wes invaluable, and I an deeply grateful
to him., T would also 1like to thank Professor Willianm R,
Petrowekl of the Department of History at the University
of Hebraska at Omaha for his advice and counsel over the
past years, and Professor Goldwin Smith of the Department
of History at Wayne State University, for stimulating ny
intereat in English history.

Without the patient and gkillful help of Miss Ella
Jane Dougherty of the Eppley Library at the University of
Hebraska at Omaha this theeis would not have been possible,
for only through her efforts woas nuch of the nmaterisl used
avallable., I would also like to thank Mrs. Darlene Menard,
who typed this thesis under the most difficult of cirecunw

stances,
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CHAPTER 1

PERL AND THE COMSERVATIVE DARTY
1835-18451 AN GVERVIEY

Sir Robort Peol was born,; in 1788, into a family thad

1 He becano the

had helped to create industrial Lancashire,
nogt notable proponent of "this new dynasty,” and he was, in
fact, "the representative of a tranasscting and trading nmuliie
tude® throushout his ﬁarearfa Prousht up in 2 rolatively
ctrict Tory home, Peel wes, almost from birth, oducated o

be a statesman,o

1*ﬁrwaﬁ 5%, Johne-Stevas * amehobty Higto
Egsave, Anchopr Books (Garden Fi%g! oubleday & Conpany, $ac.,
1§§%§, Pe. 189, Uereafier cited as Dazehot.

2.
“Ihide, e 19&; Edwin @ﬁ&er The Iife and ﬂar& ]

A ‘s' OFf Bhafi ﬂ,h-;; {3 ?&lm. Lon Qa: CassoLll 2
Ly 504, W@r@&ft@? eited an

‘ ‘ a;ﬁa wan, at least from Peelts point of view, sonoew
what unfortunate; as wost of the party he was to lead after
1534 loathed the mnmnf&ctﬁ?&ng interest and overything cone
nected with i¢. Cf. ?raﬂag' Hasazine, "The Conservatives
in ?c%erj” VYol, XXV, % TAVALI Liarch, 184 ?) ps 2754 "The
Aze We Live In," Vol. XKIV, 0. CXRXIX (Julys 1551, D 1.
Heroaftaor ci%aﬁ etz 4 me@ag’m* ssﬁft ﬁbﬁ?”, X, l??, ;5 480

II, L33 Sﬁ%%&@? FTalpole cory oi nnpland from the 0n~
agion of the ﬁrunt Vo 30 ﬁ@k L ¥o1m.§ Londons mm@mama*

ur@@a, ond Uley 4 u?, W@rawftar cited as walpmla,

Historv; Cecil B@ivar Tors §a lealy ihe Life of Richard

slor (How Yorks wxfa;}'”ﬁ‘varsl-y Proor, |

Horeaftor cited as Driver.

5ﬁ¢ A. M. namsay,

Sir Robert Peg (London: Constable



In 1001 Peol wop sent to iHavrow whore ho enjoyed,
after o plipghtly difficult beginning, o cuccoessful yot
gontlonanly core ». % Ta the £all of 1805 Dwobert went uyp
to Oxford,; where ho onbtered one of the most culnent and
ardiotocratic of the Colleges, Chyist Churchy he worked hard
and enjoyed o brilliant carser; being the first man under
the new regulations of 1807 to enjoy a double first in
nathematics and classlcs.”

Peel entered the House of Commong in midedprdl,
1309, azs member for the rotten boroush of Cashel City,
Xr&lananﬁ

Jannary, 12810, ond it received more than the ususl cou-

Te made ks naidan speash neay the ond of

pliments necesoory on such an aﬁahaiﬁm.? Threo months
loter the Prime Minister, Percevel, zppoinied him Underw
3@&&&%&&@ at the Colonlal Office.”

*‘!'.’; €£:3:§33:}f€‘.§,.€§ 2y 5*%&535%3

am@aj* Hormon Gash, Mr, Secretory Peel ‘
Horvord U E%r%zﬁ Z1), DD. Z7-h0. Hereafter cited

,,mveamﬁmy
&ﬂ w‘i’ﬁh, Foioseh g e ey ,i‘“" .

?%ammay, P 1k; Gaah, Secrets G870,
The g f@@ﬁh is M’i‘h A ihe ;; of the Lo 1@
‘*1%ht ?ﬁua able Sir Pobert _451 .g London?

ai*

&ﬁnwaag 7. 183 ﬂaﬁ&
Loprd Liverpoo SOLON: E ]
when the two nen Bepan tﬁeﬁx fr%i%*a& affic4n1 %ala aﬁahip‘
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In 1812, in the povernpontal shole up whilch followed

the assassination of Perceval, Peol becone, oftor sonme heole

ek

tation on his poart, the Chlef Secretary for Irsland in Lord
Livorpoolto Qﬁﬁe?ﬁm@ﬁ%.g o won to gpend the newt olx yoors
in the post, long crucling years, bud, at loast from the
English point of view, highly succopsful ones. An Chief
Secrotary ho incwrred o proat deal of odiunm nnd o fond with
D¥Fommeoell; it also palned o reputotion, oven anong Iriagh
Romon Catholics, for honesty and f&irnegﬁ.lg
fe resisned his office in 1818, chiefly bocause
*he was tired of 1t.7 Por the next four vesrs Peel wap 10
pnjoy o private life, ond cpent the lost two years of hin
rotiremsent with hio youns wife, Julls Floyd, whon ho married
in 1820,

In Jamuary, 10822, Peel reentered Lord Liverpoolts
Governnont, thils time as Tome Secreobary. He wag to hold
thiz poot for nearly elght consecutive years, and he hore
congsolidatod his remtoation oo a slizilled sdninistrative
rofornor. Ap [Home Ssorobary Peel rotionnlized the ohruce
ture and procedurs of the Home Office, roforued the
Criminnl Code, ond in 1829, in perhans his sreatost

by
Wponsny, po. 21-48; Gosh, Seoretary

g&amw, Pe 203 Gagh, Seo  Peal, ppe 50-00.

Paol, . 96-236.




achilovonent obf the Home Offlece, orenteod the Nelropalilon

“
- 3 "“& 2
Pollee Toroe,

With the denth of Lord Mwe‘w‘m&l in early 1027,
Pecl's mblic reletionship with rmrﬁﬁw~ recome Lneronsinsly
atralined hoeruse of fhelr oppontte vwiews on the auection of

Heaitp

Romen Cathalle “mew“ﬂwk e Yhen Canndng Seeome Prine

7"* ] % " i a0 e * o £
ninter In April he resimmed; vhen Coomding dled In fupuek,
ey & W— .

13227, the luchless Goderdceh minlobry won forued, only bo

cellapoe of Lt oun dnertla fowr monthe later. In Jomuary,

128, the ¥Yellingpton-Peol CGovernocent wag formed, with Poel
ae Hoog Seeretory and Leader of the ilouse of Compongs In
suly of that yoar Veogyw “4%ﬁsarmla wae drovetically defonted
in the Ulare Electlon, and the Government now inmimted that

Homon Catholic Eanucipation wes inevitable and thorefore

necessary, -

lgﬁ* %¢ ?r&v&lyan British History in ﬁhe %ﬁveﬁa&n I
360 » P ) TaYrper LOrCHDOCKE (L0W Yors
mamm*mﬁ l%é s Do z%g Aos
ho Loy 5 id @w ; mm'zﬁw& Kmaﬁrw

2 zﬁad, 1%@“), P 1}&*1:» azama “ ﬁaraafﬁar clted as

'ﬁ«g,;ﬁfgg I o “’)@g i:}ij“%# g&ﬁh, asﬁﬁ M ?%3 PO &%3‘3{}?'

roasoy, pp. 91-121; Brices, pp, 195, 199, 200-201,
a»:z» ""u.ﬁff_; éaﬁdﬂ'cw&@?j ﬂﬁ E, La %mdwwﬁ ik ,_ 3
L1890 (2nd ed.}y Oxfordy The Clopendom ﬂa, 562,
Dow Th=77s &@rmafﬁax cited as Woodward.
Peglis pomition probably nevey recovercd from thip
xﬁﬁaw@ai of opinion, and he was hounted until the end of
ﬁ life hy this "&gﬂ@%&.” Cf. Lord Mnhon and Fdwnrd Corde
ell, ods.y Mepolrs /of 3ir Eab@r% Hea" iﬁ vakﬁ.g Londons
Jaﬁ MHurray, L0570, 1, i

sels
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The Government managed to successfully weather the
stors evoked by thelr sudden eapousal of Emancipation, but
it ren into even more serdious trouble in 1830, In May of
that yeay Peel succesded his father as second baronet; in
June Georze IV dledy in July the Becond French Revolution
oeourred; in November the Sovernment fell over the issue of
Pariiamentory H@farmglé‘ﬁhiaﬁ Peel only ultinmately sccepted
because 1t was the law of the lanﬁ‘lﬁ

Retween Movember, 13, and NHoveuber, 1834, Peel
was one of the leaders of the Opposition to the Whig
Governnment, but he did not become the lsader of his party
until William IV chose him to be Pripe Mindster in late
1@3&;16 His first Goverament had a minority in the House

I“Erigaa, PDa aaa~939, 233m2hly, 251-260.,

xﬁ?eel oppoged the Bill on the grounds that it was
not and could not be a “final settlement” of the congtitue
tion. By 1834 he had reluctantly sccepted the Bill, but
only as the finnl gettlement of the question of represone-
tation, and as a portion of the constitution, Cf. Peeol,
Jpgeches, I, 291-2923 Psel to Wellington, Hay 2h, 1ﬂ31,
ool TO Goulburn, Juﬁa 5, 1831, Peel to Lord Harrowby
Pebruory S 1&3“,,3. 5. Parker, ed., Sir Robert Peel I
&i&_ﬁrivu rs (3 vols. s Londont ~Jo%n War urray,; Loy
SRS dA 202, Heroaftor cited as P@rk@r,,;f
, g@mﬂ?, Great Britain ﬁanaaxd‘s Porll gm
wonkayry Debat 24 ﬁﬁrag Yol. 40 Clﬁﬁﬁs '
oTtor cltod 7B lan ; Peel's opeech at the ﬁarahant
Taylorts Hall d{nnar, ﬁay 11, 1835, guoted in W, 7. Hely,
ed.y The Opinjons of Sir Rab:rt Peel, Dxpressed ir Parline

ment and dn PUDIIC (LONGOon: SNLLLAKEY & CO.s 1065),
TDe 30 w80k, Toroaltor cited as Haly.
lﬁﬁormam Gash, ction in Ensiish

1845

Politics 10°% (oxford:  The Clarendon Prost; 1005,




of Commoan, and 4t could oanly strusslo on mtdl A6 wao

defoated for the last tine in Aprll of 1825, belng rovlaced

We Torpd YNelhones ity w&?&fﬁﬁ&ﬁﬁ.l?

&

Ap Leader of tho Congervaltivo Pority, Sir Dobert was

fopod with one rroat mroblenmt  to get the Tory pordlon of

P

hiln mapdy, vhich donded to soe post-Refopp D111 -Inglond

the darbant fermz 18 %0 accept the Peforn D11, The Cone
g

servative, or Poelile mombors of the payty now did, and the

16 , ,
19 Moy forned the old

20

Ultyra=Tory oy Tory nonbhors did nob,
Country Darty, and wore opposed to any and all reform;

thay lodked to Tlira~Protestantiss and to the past, to a

PP 133«1%@, 140=-141, Hereafter clted as G&ah,,@%ﬁ; cf.
Greville's remarks, quoted in Briges, p. 200,
YWellington was “astonished" at the amﬁﬁ%t_af
support thot Pesl received from the Tory peers in 1834,
gg;%%n?%uv to Peel, Wov. 30, 1834. Peel, Homoirs, II,

I?Qﬁ; P 1?9“*1?!3-&

"he ﬁmﬁ Yo Live In,” vol, Kf,y{? o
; Rl Pe 13 R@bwrt ﬁnuﬁ%@?, S ?hamaa Har*~
1 % : i‘"’ﬁi iﬁ.}. .;:f"‘E:‘ {‘Z F‘E"ﬁ $2.009 ea a;} frie ek X} ]
A OF g’g m&J, -"-,gn_gm }'ﬂ; “7: 8. 3’
T ;arlqm {Londons ﬂxfa Versity Fwasﬂ, 196@),
- : h, Vily Pagk nt (Londont J. M. Dent &
Sous ﬂtu., ly;ﬁ) B 5 oI Lockimmyt to Croker,
Septenber 9, 1%%&, &maiﬁ Je Jﬁﬂﬁinﬁﬁ, ed,; The Crohey
Popers (2 vols.y Low York: Charles Scribneris ﬁ@ﬁﬁp luw&j,
el mﬁ@@&f%ﬁ“ ait&é wg Crolrery ﬁ. B. ?cbmwwiﬁg Bhy i'ﬁ

pool. T gﬁgia of Heowonstle to Pael, Mareh 29§ lﬁﬁﬁg Parker¥
20,

m

Ay

ibid. s Gash, Jidly, no 1, »e 1332



ropanticlized hierarchicsl soclsl order founded upon an
arvarian way of 1190, 5L

For Peel, Conservaticn nmeant a readineas vto support
nonarchy, property, and publice failth, whenover attoch escz."&
The "ehief obljoct® of his Conservative Party waso "to rorict
Rodlealian,Y ond Y80 provent those further encroachments of
denocratic influenco which will bo aﬁteﬁp%eéﬁﬂaﬁ The narly
was baged upon four great "Conservative Princliples:® the
medntenance of the prervosatives of the Crowmy the OIVie
tion of the oulsting conastitutlonal relationphipn botwesn
the Crown, Lordeg, and Commoned the defense of the Chuvreh of
England; the preservation of the couality of =211 before the
Law, S

The goals of o Conmervaltive Government woere,

according to Sir Roberdt, o elimdnate Yevery abusey in

33%@?@&@3& meniar, Jra
1795w 1636 Lﬁﬁdf}ni

" 2

ﬁ%ﬁi o Uroitery May 26, 1031 Purher, Pegl,
Ii, 18&%

aﬁ?aal to Goulburn, Janunary 3, 18%3%, Parker, Posl,

*’a&l‘s Jﬁ@&“x at the dHerchaunt Aag lopip Hall
dinner, %&3 11, 18358, nuoted in ﬁaly, ™, the18s Wﬁ@ 7 man
Geoadund , day s 103 355 Yool Lo Goulhura, January 5y 4odie
ﬁarmaw, Pae z? ir, =4 g Ponlts gﬁa@#ﬁ ah @%@ Glnsmom nﬁnnn@t,
AnUsEy 4og swors guobed din da Be 353 Goorge Poel, ed.
;h@ ?riva&a Intters of Sir ﬁabﬂw% Peal {(Tinndons 3@hh’4ﬂ*“§ya
900y e dipoe  heroaicer ciued as reely Lebi Gash
RER, bo. mﬁ‘zm. o » ARkaRR} Gosi
it must be polabted out that on this level of party
rinciple, Protection had no nlace, T wap nod o isone of
cardinal ztpmwtaiﬁa.




povernoent, to the “application of every principle of juast
and wise econe my,““ﬁ and to encourase industry and pro-
ﬁuﬂﬁ&mm.&ﬁ Peel's position was suwmed up in late 1834 in
hiop Tamworth Momifesto, wideh officially accepted the
Roform D1l on behalf of the party, and stated his approval
of all noderate and necessary wﬁfgrm.a? It created o Voroe
digious a@ﬁsatiamﬂag end its dopresslon of goderation and
gandty was mode nore profound and effective because it was
known that the Prime Minister wos courting Sir James Grahan
and Lord Stanleys two of the most prominent of the dissident
wﬁi@ﬂ.“g The Taow oth Hanifesto satisfied "all the moderate
ye&g&a,”J& and its lupact waeg incressoed becauge 1t wan
written by a Conservative Prime Minicter. -

While Peol seoms to have boon porsonally opposed to
the Ultra-Tory, agricultural wing of his warty,ﬁ“ he was algo

af?@@l'ﬂ apaaah at the Merchant Tayloris Hall dinner,
Hay 11, 1835, quoted in Haly, p. 1k

3”@&@%@& in Coshy B&R, p. lb4.

E?Pﬁﬁl 1Sy LI, SU=673 cf. n. 15, pupra.
"“‘"’ﬁam Eaeve, ed., 3% greville Momoirs. A Journal
the g of ne Goorse . ? a *ﬂal‘?._ g : v‘? - 3_ vg; ;‘g

Lon eﬁz ONGHENES, Green and GOy 4u¢5) ~aem;@r 20, 1834,
11T, 178. E@reafﬁar'uitaa ap ﬁravilla, Eggat Part.

. Park, December 20, 1834, III, 1783
’ﬁmm, 1&.«»3}); é(;l*g fi

o by BER, pr 141,

52 ‘Teel to Orolor, January 12, 1036, Octodber 29,
1838, Crokem, 11, 101, 1313 Peol to Groker, February 2,

cfe



motlvated by politlenl necoamity, ac "the Tordes clone could
sot mednteln iz, oY He was forced to try mnd incroase hio
partyts poll Ln the tow:ig, and thene urben Conservativen
wore necepsary o hin 1if he were over to achieve a siable
najority in the House of Conmons 3“ ™is wos a pewlilous
course f£or Peel to pursue, besause until ofter 1050, the
»olitical systen was dondnated by landed axiﬁﬁacratsggﬁ
his riglk was even greater as his own party was heovily
agricaltaraz.ﬁg

The Tory portion of the Conservative Party was nob

happy with Peells ¢ tenmpta to extond the party, snd to nake

&

1335, Peel to ﬁaréinra, May 27 1§8%§7, Peel to Arbuthnot,
Gotober 30, 1842, Peel to Bulwer, May 1448, Porier,
Pegl, II, éua, 1, 273, 11, 535, ITt, Yo, Gash,
by Do L0,

Eﬁ“r%vﬁlla r
Croker and Peel's r@mmrds,

3ﬁﬁmuazd uazﬁhgat&,,,
; (London:  laemd llaﬂ &

Januvary &, 1838, 117, 189
qua%ad in Pariter, Peel, Ii, 261,

353, 5. R. Eitsor Glaxh, tordan
Eneland (Londont HMethuen QT O
after cited as Kitson 61ar&, stord TL
%ﬁtm 1832 tho ”ervenﬁaﬁ% of 1&adhaléinh Tories in
ho {Jﬁﬁﬁ of Comnons was 50853 in 1635 57%; in 1037 5593 in
l&&l 508 The pority wag never agaln to be so conplotely

afg cultural, and by laﬁp only &ﬁ% of tho parity could be
salified as prinarily agricultural (Thess calculations
ar@ haaadgon %he tﬁblaﬁt”§Vﬁ“finﬁg' fo ”ggmaa, ~ Ho: of
| % 4 Bfn of 1 Teonoede and FUAC L ONE
15 3 : un«versﬁx 0T VAlos Probs noord, 10507
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Those feures oye reagtnably well coresobopated in
Eitomon mm‘l Victorian England, pp. 300, 305, and by the
Annvel Rerd er Af s Da dge
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it moye in Louch with contomporary 3&?@33? the sltuatlion
wag not impeoved by Sir Robert's contempituous attitude
towards them. He thousht, often too publicly, that they
were rach, over-confident bores who wero complebtoly lacking
in political principle and would do anything %o gain office.
He folt that they were, or at least could be, dangerous
foolgy and he refused to conmpronmise on Yany one oplnion I
entertain in order o consolidate Ultrae-Tory ﬁﬁ@yﬂfﬁ«”ﬁg

Porhaps the mopt daming Ultroae-Tory ain in Peel's

eyes, however, was thelyr political unpopularity. 29 e
sarly as 1528, Bighop Lloyd of Oxford had noted that 'mo
govornuent wd. be in such danger /Of collopsg/ as an ultras
Tory; " and Posl was warned, 1n 1841, to avold including
them In his Covermment at all aaaﬁs‘al To gtyrengthen his

pogition within the party “apgainst the great body of his

(Londons Gﬁmﬂtaﬁlw é o, LEd,, 1020

38“@@& to Goulburn, D £§@3Q7 Peel to Goulburn,
may 3m 1&51; Poel to Goulbuwn, Jung 5 1833 Poel to Hapre
ponber 24, 1046, Parier, Poel i, 1?0— 186127,
1568 %il, L7357l ; Peol, Lotters, ve 2753 G , Firs
ar% P@bruary 25, 1037, 111, 3903 Peel to Graﬁam, January
EI””iua) quoted in Davia &&x#a “?%@ ﬁmuﬁa mf %ﬁréﬁ and
Iroland in the Age of Peel, a8 Iriph Iis cal
Studien, 1X, Mo, 3@ (ﬁeyﬁember¢ 19;%75 .

%001, Menoirs, II, 503 J. Y. Freshfield to Peel,
Decomber 9, 1334, Parker, Pecl, II, 262-263.

ho,, cuntod in Jlive Brose, Church ond Pardiameont
(stanford University Pross, 1050) D. |

@15 W Freshfield to Pesl, An 2,
5 . U gust 28, 1841, Poarker
Peel, II, bBawhas. ’ P e
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Tory supporters” and to increase the power and ability of
the parlismentary party, Sir Robert took in S5ir James
Grahan and Lord Stanley,'?
But the most singular part of Peel's political phiw
losophy wae his theory of how s political party in Oppoaition
ought to functimn.@ﬁ Proper Conservative policy in Oppow
sition ought, he wrote, to seek "to conciliate the sobere
minded and wellwdisposed portion of the community,” thereby
laying vthe foundation of future aﬁren@th.”h“ He thought
this self~effacing type of policy provided "the best chance"
to create a Conservative Government, but for his methods to
be effective, it was of cardiral importance that the Uppo-
sition show Y"no anxiety for power" and especially to avoid
all ¥petty manceuvering /glc.7" and "little cunning echemes
for putting o Government in a minority."™® Peel said, in
his first speech to the reformed House of Commons, that it
was hig “"duty to support the Crown® and that hle support was
determined by "independent and disinterested" principles;

“Coreville, First Part, March 31, 1837, III, 39%4.

e Tortes e Sha 00 yeate, tiney “2aley wore haled by
2 ayied. s Silille uiLy “ : ;Sﬁ@?t ¥ 1
I, 4703 11, 3ombor * » ? 3

“3poe1 to Arbuthnot, Hoveuber 4 18757, Parker, Peel,
IT; 400=4210, S

bhpee1 to Goulburn, January 3, 1833, Ibid., . 212,
4opge1 to Arbuthnot, May 27, 1834, Ibid., p. 247.
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ne had 20 desive to reglace” the ﬁavﬁv%mem%.&é In fock, o
Comgervative Opumosition wag, he wrobe, Malmopt a contra-
dlotion In terms Zecouse ffaction” and “emtreme opinions
for the purpose of facitlon®™ were not at 211 Preconcilcble
with Congervative Opposition, w7

The Dulw of Yellirgton, tho lender of the party in
the Heouse of Lords, ooreed with Peel., He told Greville that
the Governnent should always be pupported when it Yousht &0
be support @ﬁ.ﬁﬁ” Another of Siy Doberttsz closest lloutonants,
Loxd Aberdeon, vho beocarme his Porelsn Secretoery 1n 1841, wrobe
that the Conmervative Uppomltion was "in o false poglilon®
in thab they were “an opposiiion without the deosire of
obiadning office,” and that "Many of us ave perlfeoctly

Fi ity
patisfied to renain as Wo ape, it

aéfﬁﬁﬁeﬁ in Hoyman Gasgh, "Peel and the Party Systen,?
r:aiﬁﬁifﬁg ﬁfv;gg ﬁ?,&'-*mfﬁﬁ':ﬁ v~;*-$ﬁgf' Fifth wﬂf&&ﬁ,

g/ Memorondun, 531? by lﬁﬁ?{ Fﬁrﬁ&”"“ﬂﬁ&
T or., Uol. 47 (1639

“;fmiﬁiﬁa he ipﬁ to ﬁxwlmmn h ﬁa@l ﬁnp@mrteﬁ the
Wdg Govoernment on sizteen “of the most %m@ﬁr%anﬁ qaeat&anéﬂ
thet cane before the Touse in 18331034 (Poel, Loite:

. 147). _
Cf. Zord Yelvillels remnrks, auoted in Cash, RAR,
pe 130, =
3G

*”%aﬂwy Reovo, ed., Th s‘"‘r.b
Part) (J Vﬁ1e¢ London: LOSAGARS, T
ﬁ%% 5anumry 23, 1838, Z, 2&?;
citeﬁ aa @rﬂvilweg Vi atori&.

b9 pperdeon o Peps. Lleven, Februf v 7, 1830, quoted
2 G 8. Ra aitgcﬁ Clerk, Peel and the Conpervative Party

(La&ﬁmn 3. Dell & Sonp LETe 100

cited ng Kiteon Claprit, | ‘
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Poolts reasons for his "hal? conscious coalitiont 0
with the Whig Government wore thot 1t naintained ""the Cone
ﬁaxvaﬁiva\Causenuai.e., the gtatus guc,gl because Whig
Policy tended %0 be very much like officinl Congervative
pollcy, 2
they eould control the Goveranment in this way,5ﬁ and

becaune tho Consorvaiive leadership thought

becouse the leadership of tho Conservatives did not want
to fores o &a?@rnm@ﬁt.ﬁﬁ

Sdr Robert also opposed the formation of o Cone
servative Governoent bocauge, according to Sir Jaues Graham,
he feared the hootile attltude of the (ueen towards the party,
the "lokewarrmess! of some “disoppointed followers," the
irrespongidbility and lachk of disclipline on the part of a
iarze portion of the party, and becauso of other nunerous
"eontlicting éiffiﬁﬁitiaa‘“gﬁ Wollington too was opposed

*’G”’mthgaw, pe 65,

‘}1 %dos P. 66

5“6* Buamell to a{zarg Januery 9, 1836, Passﬂll
to Haldourne, wagﬁamher Q, b}?; R@lla Eusﬁel ed., Yar
‘GﬁrQQQWQQMQmIQ_ﬂfHN d dJ¢ uasell (2 yols.; imn&an*

TL5 ,$~- 175 cbOl=205. Terenftor c&ﬁea
k',ca,:eu;wnaﬁnaa' ﬁw&ville§ Firat Part,

aﬁ‘ﬁuﬁseli;ffwif

Mﬁh }.@, .ﬂ'r ;. sl ‘ ; £ L ., ':’": ‘; gfb 3»15-

23pperdoen to Poas, Liovon, May 8, 1833, quoted in
Eﬁgﬁﬁu Glﬁr 3 N LG f i & g De o .

)@G?$Villﬁ o, August 13, 1040, I, 291;

oaranan to Poel, Decembor 26, 1839, Parlker, Pocl,
1T, 42G=420, ! =t
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to the party tabking office becausey in his view, they "ecould
zﬁq§7 improve matters nmuch' by doing sa,56 and because the
back-benchers as a group were not capable of giving the
leadershiy adequate su;port.g? Stanley agreed with Peel
and ¥ellington's @@ﬂitign,Eg and he would have concurred

in Lopd Aberdeen's cpinion that, even 1f the Conservatives
chtnined office; the leadership was "doubtful of retaining
iﬁ.“ﬁg Grahon alone opposed this view. While he had
informed Greville that, when Lord Melbournet's Goverument
nearly recirned in the Spyring of 1839, he was “pleased”
that thoy had nst.ée e felt that "The scheme of governing
in Cpposition” could not "be éurable,”gl and that the only
true goal of Conservative political Upposition was to turn

.
out the Government and "replaoce g$§7 by & better" oxa.“e

451 5§ﬁrbutﬁnot to Peel, NHovember 19, 1840, Ibid.,
De .

>7yellington to Peel, March 28, 1839, Ibid.,
Pp. 385-386.
Cf. Vellington to Peel, December 1&, 1839, January
3, 1840, Ibid., II, L16«420, L30«432; Wellington to Croker,
Hovember 12, 1839, Croker, II, 151-152,

] , ; .
- 5“@raham to Peel, Decembeyr 27, 1839, Parker, Peel,
4o -

*Jouoted in Kitson Clark, The Conservative Party,

Pe 367,
{‘
JQGravilla, Victoria, March 28, 1839, I, 178.

61@rmh&m to Peel, December 26, 1839; Groham to Teel,

6aaraham to Peel, December 18, 1839, Ibid., p. 421.



The Congorvative leondership almo had one nore reason fop
not wanidae office at thio time: they were dooply divided
among thanoelvas over the Irich Mondeimel B33 and the
Conade ﬁill.53 Thisg ddvielon 0f opinion. ohiofly hotwoen
Sir Robort and Grahan on the ong hand ond vellington on
the oth.r, wag 50 perdous that Crahon thousht that 4§ the
differoncon Bocano pblic thoy would alnont certoaialy
“destroy the Conservative party.nO

With hiz prathey curious attifude towapds Porlioe
nentary opposition, 1t 4o somevhnt ourprdiaing to £ind that
Peol, and 3prohan and Abemdeon as well, claimoed to heliove
in thoe efficacy of norty &avarnmeﬁﬁ.ﬁg Poel nore often
acted upon the princiznle of lonkins #at overy nensure
solely in referonce to ito merits, wninfluencod by tho
tice of party,""C and hold to the position that to Ucone
descond o humilieting subpdssions for mers party pur=

posen! was contenptible. If & parldamentary loader wag

Qééﬁéai*é7 bieialy n, July 6, 18403 Grahan Lo
Ar%a%hmétg\dnly‘ﬁ?s Lok Gey DDe bB3-L35, hhhebhb,

“urana@ to Peol, June Gy 1040, Ibid., p. 435.

b ael%é? i mﬂr@ﬁﬁﬁﬁs Julys 104G, Ibid., IIXL,
364 Peel, Srmechos, 23 LI, bh, 75k Poel to Lady
Fe@i auyuaﬁ“ﬁéj*ESQQ, Pool, Lotters, p. 245; Cash, 7',

.,
Graham did clain to velue his personal political
ind&peﬁﬁexce more hirhly than his pardy affiliation. €. S,

- Lifo arﬁl aﬁw97Q“Qf_s%m_ﬁaﬁggﬂG;ala_ (3 vala.,

# amn
o s wor

Q0

9&&%&&, Grahan

“Ceeel, spoechem, I1, ki




obotructed in any way in exercising his will, he would
vretire froz office! rother than compromispe his prine
ciples.®? 1o refused, he wrote, to hold political office

GE 4 s
 and to ellow cone

unless 1t was held on his own beorme,
sideration of pere politiecal support” to influence hisg
opinions, He abaolutely would not "be the inastrument of
carrying other men's opinions into eff&ct.ﬁég He would
never,; he told the House, show “subservience to o party,"
or prefer the intoresnis of party to those of the aatimn.?g
o 4o s0 wonld be 2 eorine, Yo most unworthy proceedins, and
a most inproper exerclse of p@mar.”?l He coul. -y hold,
or be held responsible for, “other peoplets Jhctg/wepare
ticularly when /he/ disapproved of theiy acte."’2 Pesl
wasg, obviously, "essentially an auﬁh&wﬁ@&riﬁnﬁﬂ?ﬁ and he
@quat@d m@yﬁ&i%&@a to his policies with the wealkening

67 Poel to Croker, September 20, 1841, Croker, II,

58?&@1 pechos, III, 703, , 1383 Peel to House,

rugust 28 1@ Parkor, Peel, IT, h@ﬂ; areville, Victoria,
?abrﬁary k§ 6&

200,

?gﬁgnsggg. 3@ ser., Vol. &5 (1846), pp. 247=248.
7I1pia., Vol. 47 (1839), p. 1122.

| 72peal to Lady Peel, August 3, 1835, Peel,
p. 153. Cf. Bagehot, p. 185,

cob ?éﬁaﬂh R&ﬁgrf. 13@; Fﬁ@%xﬁaaé§yﬁpﬁa§rmwbv
auruary 54 5 ) of 8o R@ ﬂ
T1, 7200751, 817, 111, sheeeemr “he S0 * e
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af both the vefficieoney® and the “authority? of his Governe
memt.?“

Sir Rohert's gingular conduct did not pass unnoe
ticed.’” When, after the election of 1837, the Conservative
party returned nore than 300 of ite members to the House,
forming the most powerful oppogition in hiatary,?é the
leadershipts methods of opposition began to arouse a great
deal of comment armong the backbenchers and in Tory ranks

outeide the House of Cammana.7? They did not understand

?4P991 to Lord Sandon, June 17, 15&#, Parker, Peel,
II1I, 152; Peel to Frederick Peela June, 1844, Peel, Letters,

Pa 25\}4&

Peelt's Irish experience seens to have confirmed
hinm in his autocratic behavior. Cf. Peel to Lord Liverpool,
ODetober 20, 10813, Peel to f‘re&ory, March 1%, 1816, Peel to
Lord Wh twarth, February 29, 1816, Peel to Arbuthnot, loverw
bver 4 /Y8337, Parker, Peel, I, 11. 5.113, 215, 211, II, 5103
?amgiy, . 253 Kitson Tlark, Ihe Conservative Party, pp. ?,

?5opaserts, "Fhilosophy of Party Politics,” Vol. XVI,
Ho. XCI (July, 1&37), v. 1283 "Lessons of Illxbéraliam,ﬂ
Vol. XVII, Wa, ﬂI (Hay, 1338), pp. 527-530; “7Tho Last Session
of 9arliament,” Vol., XXVIII, Mo. CLXV (sgptamber, 15483)
i 359; "The State and Progpects of the Goveranment,? Vai
XX1¥, Uo. CLXX (Pebruary, 1834), s 2&1; #The State of
Parties,” Vol. XXX, No. Lurve (July, 1844), p. 125.

?!}{}&Bh’ R&R; P 31&-50

?7wrev1lle, Flrot Part, July 25, 1637, III, 2903
Victoria, fusust 23, 18353, lay ”3% 1638, ¥May 2, 1839, July
ﬂ I@ !%: ) June ‘3%212 3& i 9 12?"'13(), 95‘, 3.!3141*1{}'\.» 2 1115 1@0 :

Shaftaah *é 1 lﬁghiﬁg Q§ sﬁafer to Trokep, TOvEi-
Eer, Iﬁ;g, Poler, § Lo raserlo, TJur ﬁr@aenﬁ
position,t VoT. Xiii, io. VT (Te5o3630) - e 7563
WIhe Voaknose asd the Stren *ﬁh of the Couaservalive Paruj,
Vﬂl. XV, Ho. LXXXIX (say, luﬁ?), pageins "Conservative
Salicy, Tov L530-%5," Vol. XVIil, To, =’ (Septecber, 1.338),
yp. 3?1~§?£~ "The Gloge of the Sesslon of 1o40," Vol. XXIT,

CL |
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peelts moderation in Opposition.’o

They wanted to destroy
the Whipg Government, and were, on the whole, not very pare
ticular about how they did 1t.”? John Wilson Croker, one
of the most prominent Tories outside of Parliament, wrote
to an 0ld political friend that the Conservative leadershiyp
would have to be forced to accept ﬂffice,%ﬁ end pany other
Tories were equally diseppointed by Peel's Fulicyﬁgl Lord
Ashley, one of tho most intelligent of the Tories in the
House of Commong, recorded in his Dlery that Sir Robert
cared more for the good opinion of Lord John Russell or
Macaulay than he did for that of his yaxty,ga The Harquisse
of Londonderry, & loader of the Ultra~Tories, complained
that Peol was ignoring the party and itz legitinate

‘%3 and Lopd ﬁtamhay@ declared that the party was

1, 723 EBlie
he Hinoteonth
L p H Vol gt.

. HODLG ﬁare&fter
aitﬁﬁ as H@iév?; Iv.

proker to The King of Hanover, 1D, Crokers II,
121122, ~

“1A us Macintyre, The I4b
ﬁamil%ﬁn’ 1? ﬁ)’ Pe 1360 ‘

QQShﬁgt rve I, 343,
‘Faeii campﬂiﬁﬁing on hio gupport of the Government

, Pimes (London), July 25, 183? did little to oulet
specuiation about his motives,

| 83, 0ndonderry to the Duke of Puckingham, September 1,
1337, Duke of Ducliinghan and Chandos, Memoirs of the Courts

tor {(London: Hamlsh




11 the hands of the Whigs.U' Lord Ashley folt that the
by o leodersbin woo fobtolly lecking in princliplo, and
gonld do anything to keeop iteelf in p@war,gﬁ and Dioyaeli,
1 the most Xiterate indletment of Peells melhods, wrole
that ¥4 gound Coagorvative governsont’ woe only "ory nen
and Whig measures," and claimed thot Pesl had hoodwinked
hin @ar%y.ag

Peells sutoeratic attitude olpo arouped conglderable
criticison on the port of the Tordes, and incrensed thelr
alienation from the lﬁaﬁ@rﬁhip.g? Lord Aghburton, a proocis
nent Tory, complained €0 Croker that he "thousht our friend
too severe in hie notions of party obodience,? and that Sir
Robert wag behaving like o drill-serpeant. Heo concluded by
paying that "z 1ittle moyre froedon® would aid both the party

and ?eel.*é Sir Robert's tendency to ignore the party, and

and abi%eta,ai ii_liaﬁ‘xvlan&vvigtaria (2 volp.; Londont
durst and blackeli, 1dbl), 1i, 20C. Hereafter cited as
Sucidinghan, Mamaiwa.

&"”mlpole, History, IV, 140,

ar
&5”ha£$a$h,r5 I, 334; Peel to Lord Sandon, June 1&,
riior, Peol, T1I, 1523 Benjamin Disracli, Lord Geo

e (LoATBRr Colbhrn aod Gon . 1852) . pe B ioves
Lted as Dleraell, Bentinegl.

SOpenjamin Disraeli, Coninssby {Londons J. M. Dent
% Sone Led,, 1933), Bu., I, Ch, ITj Sybil (London: Coburn
and Co., 188, Bk. VI, Cinl 1.

¢7L@rd Aphburton to Croker, April 7, 1844, Croker,

ITy 23€C.
i
Ihid., ». 237,



his fodlure to consuli with thonm over nost oatters of
importange,; also roused th&i@'ire.ag Achlew wrote that
Peol vns Yomitding o ¢nll hip frionds frequently topgether,
to plote Dis desires and rouse thely zeal.” o added that
eome eonmltation with the porty on the paprt of Peel would
hove done wonders for wmovelss; lnctend, they :olt they were
led by o driliuﬁergaaﬁﬁ,gﬁ Lord Lyndhurst, who vas Peel's
Lord Chancellor 1n both hisc Governnments, told Greviile thok
“the great nisfortune of our party is thet [Peel/ won't
cosyminicate with any%ﬂéy.“gl Byen in smel]l nmatiers, he
aften 444 »ot inform the rest of the CGovernment of bhis
1ntemtiﬁma.ga
Perhwwps the nost inmportont spocific losue that
soparated the Conservative 1@&&@?@&19 from their porty

before 1845 wap the controversy over %aw Poor Law of 108 34.95

Ugﬂr@villa Vi:gt

Victorda, August 2/ ""‘*;ﬁ‘ém?’f"”” 02, o b’ oot
¢to ngus > ol ] 3,ss-;5u_a Hlan Gueonts
vewxmwii bo c'wrr"*g et "“5‘ ""Ei rir, . &m:z 11 (e,
1+QJ), P 1233 "The Lﬂwﬁ u&ﬂﬁm%ﬂ mf Parlwuﬁawt,“ Vol, XX%III,
o, DLXV (Sontermber, 1843), n. 3277.

90*""**": Thegburr, I, h79
Moreviile, Uictomia, Tebruary 22, 1837, I, 70.
921bid., August 26, 1843, I, 197.

93?ﬁr Sngorrntion on the New Poor Law of 1935, of,
G. H. xauﬁ@ and ¥, D, Honcocly, eds., Em@l&ﬁh Hisgtorical

guonts 10751000 f”%?f'?ﬂr"t ‘?tf“”x’ 541 'wg Precd,
»} ﬁp* {“' W:«S‘“ tJ .ﬁf& 3 Qu -M. }.‘iz‘ié}x‘, ke
wgﬂﬂ A7) :’Z"h@gi*fis’- (London:  lethuen & Lo 2 D520 s e 03
/ »-ual
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g Uty Ug~ﬁ¢ 127, Heroaftor ei%@d a8 riser;
»iater (1841 Y0001
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Peol and the porty's leadershiy supporied the Lfmendment,
while the bulk of tho pnpty did notj Sir Robert had, in
fact, invited the Government to refornm the Poor Law, and
his support for the nonsure wap of eritical inportance in
petting the Bill enacted into Law,?%

Pool canpaipgned on his support for the Vew Poor
Law$95 and he was o conglstont defender of 1t in the House,
He told the Commons thet hie was, on the whole, quitc pnte
16ficd with the Act,?® and said that he gave it his veordial
ﬁugyam%.“§? He added that, as of yet, heo had no reason to
chanpe hils views.ga Sir Robert was very much aware of the
Actts uvmmyaiwri%y,0§ but he supported the new low because
he folt that it was in the public interest to do aa.lﬁﬁ Tho

Ps 96, Harmﬁftar cited as ?uﬁ&all, Recollectic
Jmhﬁgﬁﬁ; figals) ﬁ& ok E E‘?’ ks t e of;

m(}a‘ g .....

Ivorpool University rreos, 1950); D. Gs
On the 61@ Poor Law, cf. ﬁh@ excollont SUNnary
it in Finer, pp. 30=42; fAlexls de Tocqueville, Jow
Bngland and Iroland, Anchor Books (Garden City:
o " ¥ é{%}’ E’p* w} Mﬂg?.

ards 34 ser,, Vol. 21 (1@3&) PP, 6G1w602
Decenber 1%, 1838, Croke; ,’II, 1%;; éalé%y,

XV.; B

99the Times (London), July 25, 1537.
gﬂﬁangggg; 33 mer., Vol. 40 (1838), pp. G10-1412,
gy?aal, Speochen, II11, 365366,

PBrpad.
e, pa 2d sor., Vol. 57 (1841), p. 619;
Vol. 6 (Lind)ansigs >4 oor s ? ’

100144, , Vol. 64 (1842), p. 251.



O1d Poor Low wan, he gold, oleost worthless, and it wes
destroying the selli-recpect of the poor. Ho wanted, bhe
went on, to restore the poor %o 'what they were in furmer
tingeewa neasantry rosovectable in siation, ladevendent in
feelings, and comfortoble in ﬁiﬂ%ﬁﬁ&:&ﬂﬂﬁﬁyﬁlgl He also
ool particular pedns fo defond the highly controversial
Poor Law Uomxissioness from atbaelk, and claimed that they
roonlly protocted the mour, serving as they Ald as g sort
of "rdibunel o which the poor man could have recourso in
case of haxdshlo,. w02 g Prime Hnigter, Peol refused to
zllow the Low to be altered, and, 4in 1842, he soeured 1io

renovsl for an additional £ive year %ﬁxm‘kﬁa

The Hew Poor Low was Yodious, repulaolve, and
detogtable! hoth to the Torles and to the "maspnesh of
England. It wes the nost habed of the gpeat Noforn Mne
igtryto worln, and it was tho object of o mass of 111w

1644 ) » ., )
feaelins and r&g&@bﬂﬁian.l”& Yiile opposibion o the Law

1ﬂlzbﬁé., n@. B5O6-5073 Peells apeech nt Temworth,
J‘iil,f; 3&%}?; ﬁu{;t@d in “&13“, e _333{?!

Hongard, 34 ser., Vol, 59 (l&&i) De 653 Vol,
«%& (1542, B. 2557 Annval Repioter (1841), Do, 23029, 201w

| ,f-’; ﬁ:~sa;c; (1841), pr. 202«203%; Yalpole
%ﬂﬁ:@, [V, IS revilieo, Victords, Soptember 22, 1041,
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yﬂlﬁ Hioto zv 35, 903 Eitson Clark, The
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won often Miprationnd? qnd Zammetlead, many Torles had

always oppooed the Anendneat, and thelr oppoaiilon b0 1%
was, Just an often, boged upon both constitubtlonal and
hunaniterion grounde '1% The Law was obviously crucl, and
it rolsed a host of probleus because no procedents exlsted
for such nn extroeParllioneniary Denardment »f State. Tory
oppogltlon to it wop fay nore than a shichk with which to
boat the (Miss, 07

ine Torles in the Conservatlive Fariy pult up with

Peel sad hie pethods only hecnuse theve wac o0 allornative

3y E}s -L,:}é»t

a;rumzm e ya-ﬁa&bmﬁ ‘;;i R 1&2;& § o c:«z ai‘; .i..:.g 83&; z?‘.?.&'
f:)?‘t*m vinlent,

.. Popular reaction to the new Law wos
Cf. Filaox 3 D M?*lg}gs :51}5 3&-%}“*155‘1;. i‘wa

7o

- goha Stuart Mill, A 0% _
11 (Mew Yoriz: The fow Amerd bl D
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Wolter II, proprietor of The Pimes (London), and nost
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to hin 108 A5 Lord Londonderry wrote, the party hed no
real choice in the matter of the leadorship and ite policy,
becnuse to disevow Sir Robert would be to split the porty,
gnd M that porty ir split into any sections, the Vhige
ere in power farﬁvar‘”lgg

Peol was well aware of his pardtyic cttitude towards
hin, 110 and he does not seen to have been in doubt that he
vag, os Lord Ashloy pubt it; Ythe most unpopular head of o
party that over existed," 1 o was faced with ever-growing
difficulty in holding the party togothor, 2 and in mid=1837
there was, he wrote; "imminent danger of disunion in' the
party. 115 By 1840 there was o gront deal of evidenco that
the party was becoming &am@%&&t@,il& and in 1842 Tory

_ i?aﬁre§§r %ggthg King of Hanovor, Decenber f?’
g g €23 2 roville % CTOrin, January 3
1@43,'I§:”I§§. P —_—

iﬁg&@nﬁan&arry to the Duke of Buckinghaﬁ, Sepw
tenber 1, 3.@:‘573 Buchingham, v‘ﬂ*ﬂ"“;&vh Ix, 2884

13&%&&&&& Doubleday, The Polit]
bert Peel, Bart, (London: Salil

éﬁ?; Bﬁﬁkimgham, Memodrs, 11, 424w

I 11 25panan to Peel, December 11, 1836, Parker, Poel,
Ly 329,

il%gﬁeaxt§7 Menorandum, July 4, 1837, Ibid., p. 337,
1lhys toon Clark, The
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dimeontont reaoched o now and unprecoedented hwﬁﬁhﬁgliﬁ Thot
yeor Sir Robert was the object of o savage but articulate
public attack on the part of Sir Richard Vyvyon, an Tliroae
Tory Coraish M.P. Vyvyran denounced Peel as a digtator, and
clalmed that he wan ignording the party, and trying "to cone
vort a body of higheminded noblemen and gontlemen into a
rogiment of parﬁi&ana.ﬂlzg In 1843 the Covernment!s popus
larity reached a new low, t! and Peel, who drove himsolf
at a farious ?ﬁﬁ@glig was beginning to show the strain of
overwori:, 119
Poel could try to dismiss his porty's internal
troubles as basically irwal&vam%;zaﬁ but he was compelled
to inform his “'shadow cablnet" that the opposite was

11§Paa1 to éx%ﬁthnat, October 30, 1842, Parker,
Eeel, II, 532«533.

‘.‘;1ﬁ@uﬁ$$ﬁ in Q; Ly ﬂill ‘?&ymu@m &nﬁ“;§ﬁj{%*f3;
et : 5 " »a‘ 35‘ ' »

31? — : . " o,
Groville, Victo - Januory 16, 143, June O
1843, IT, 135, T304 T e ’ ? 3

3—39%%;11 to Lord Minto, August 5, 1843, Sponcer
¥ialpole, The Life of Lﬁ;f J&hn Rugsell (2 vole,j London:
L@ngmana eide and GO Lt 7y Ly 50, Horocafter cited

hal@@ia, usso Ll Gﬁbden Dy 1843, John
“eray ',&:{i?', :, ,N,~f. } ‘t i&., Londons
%&am&l&aw and tedy 1 *ﬂr, EQ &@m Hovreoafter
cited oo %wrlay, &ahﬂ@m‘

laﬂ?ﬁel to Croher, 1D, 1843, Croker, II, 220~-221,




26

ﬁrue.lal Grohan oo was "sadly afrald® that the pariy wos
deeply divided, and thought that 1t must be recunciled, as
the alternative was political collapse; he told Peel in
late 1339 that this soemed imminent.®® Dy mid-Mapch, 1845,
the Consgervatlive internal division had deepened., Grahan
wrote to Croker that "the existence of the CGoverament” was
“ondanpgered” by the Tordes, who were "ready to give" the
Government "the deathblow,">*> TLord Sandon told Peel that
his petione vie & vis the party surpassed all understending,
and he Pluntly warned him: "Iy their atiachment by any
roeal test, and vou will see . . . how they will angwer to
iy, w12

By March, 1845, Peel was looked upon by most of

the Tordies in the Conpervotive Porty as o traitor to the

I §§§g§3a1{g7 Memorandum, July 4, 1837, Parher, Peel,
Ly - .

The Tory press sometlmes tock pgreat pains to deny
thip rift. Cf, Blackwood's Mapazine, "The Elections,” Vol.
L2 (Septomber, 1€37), D. S0h; rrager's, "The State and
Prospecte of the Goverument," Vol, XXIX, No, CILXX (Februory,
lu&a Pe 2%y "The Late 5%&@1@n of Parliament,” Vol.

Xxvith, fo. CIXV (September, 1843), p. 360 “The Crimis:
and ¥hat is to Follew,” Vol, XAI, No, CXXI (January, 1840),
PP. 116-117.

lgﬁwmagaa in Gash, , . 59; Graham to Peel,
Decenber 18, 1&3@, ?arker,,_ ol , i, 421, Cf. Peel,

Lﬁtt%: s P }.Q-Ua

1“30raaam to Croker, March 22, 1845, Parker, Peel,
11T, 172,

124y ora sandon to Peel, June 15
3 2 1& - I“}‘}}.ﬁi .
p. 151152, i ' ! ’ ’



“Conpervative Cause,” and he wos forced to rely to an
cacreasingly dangercus extent upon the goodwill and support
nf the Whigo. 125 4 large, unbrddgenble gop separated the
aolile Government fron thelr Tory supporters; the brains
and the votes of the pordy wore ot odde, Sir Robert still
had, me Disrsell pointed out,; the woles of his Wﬁy}%
ut he could not, without certoin dlsaster for both his
tiovermment and bio porty, stradn tholr patience further.




CHAPTER 1T
PRIE, AND IRELAND 10431705

Immedliabely after hls swasbing vichory la tho Joneral
Election of 1841,% Sir Robert Peel was confronted with the
tanglod provlem of Ireland. The vIrish problen” was excoede
ingly conplex; becauss it was both political and roeligious
it almogt defled solutlon.

The Tories, ia and oub of Porliasent, had loag been
concorned over the condition of the ostablished chuzches of
Bngland and Ireland, and what Peel would do for aand with
then when he rebturned Lo y@ﬁar.g In addibion, %they werc
also worried about the Prime MHinioterts personal religious
poaition, for while Feel wus a vholcheariced supportey of
he ostablighed churches of the Unlted Kingdom,~ he was also
an ﬁx&aﬁim“ aad felt by uany to be quite unsound in Anglican

1&&9 Caneervativa party won an overnll majority of
?6 sonts. Anp stez (3&-*&-1)’ P lii*’?t

aﬁraﬂar to ?@al, February 2, 1835, Parker, Feel,
i1, 284,

3?&@1'& gpeech at the Glaspow Banguet, January 13,
1837, quoted in Haly, pp. ol=82,.

bpgel s eeches, 111, 5&5} Peel to De Groy, Sep-
tenbor lﬁﬁ 1t y & ey M‘g It # &1&4

28
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doctrine.” Moreover, Sir Robert belioved in the nocossity
of at leant some roform of the ﬁhurah,g though he realized
{as did nost of the Torles) that any roforn; no mattor how
positive and conpitructive, wvas fraught with dangor for the
ﬁﬁ&raﬁ.? The Primo Mindster would, on oeccnmlon, defend
Bishops' incomos, c¢athedral cstablishments, Chureh oxtene
gion, and yiﬁraiiﬁiﬁa;@ he %oo doplored the Jmford Moveos

10

mont.” Dut Peel opposed the Orange Socicties o and, far

by, Liayﬁ to Peel, December 23, 1825; Peol to Dr.
Lloyd, Decomber, 1835, Parker, Poel, I, 505-346.,

““eai to the Bishop of Bweber, Docember 22, 13834,
Paol to Emhhmaaa, January 83, 1835 ?aal o Goulburn,
v ANUIYY 2T =ic i orar, Fobhmary 3 ,} o213
r 1538 Pool iy Codrer. Bovpmare 2 1835 beo
to H@yt@@bury ﬁivemhaw 6, 1844, Ibid., iI, 25 gmh 288w
2853 111, 43 415! " Cf, Haneabd, 34 sers, Vol. 53 03,
PPs

??eak to Grahan, December 22 Pariter, Peecl
11, 5{}“)52* * ZIWR ¥ ')

rael Speac

ses, I1I, §7 s 225-3263 Hansard,
Ma Frons?, P jz”tpp% %g " );J?&al tgﬁi’”ig@ Pario

i?fi!X" P be O HODDOUSE muax'y = L
%éﬁig 563565, ! ) * !

}?eai to Gladstone, June 23, 1845, Parker, Peel,
ITT, L8,

ool to Littlohales, Aprdl 9, 1016, Peel to
liollington, July 23, 1629, Peel to Grahas, ingaat 22, 1845,
ghag. I, 223 B3 111, 1865 Peel, Specchs
5 &ng Poel ’6 n@aaah in the Debote on a Patl
s Eﬁ, guoted in Halyy pe 257

Poel's mp@mmitgﬁn to the Orange movenment reprow-
sonted an inportont revepsal in hie poliey. Cf. Peol,
Speeches, 1, 39=42, 47-b3 Hansard, lot ser., Vol, 20
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nore importantlys was hnown to favor Ya comploto! sottleow
ment of Rowan Catholic clainms within the Eingdom, ™t
It was Peel's willingness, however, to discuse
both religious and political accommodation with “Rome®
that created such profound additional distrust of the
rdne Mindister within Tory cireles, For thesn, the Church
was in oordnl danger, especially in lralanéaig fron whot

they roperdod ap the ingldious and ingotiable demands of
Roman Catholicism.'® The Tory attitude towards the Church
of Ireland and ite pembers was well pumned up by the Duke
of Wellington whon he wrote that "The Protestants in
Irolond® were "the proprictors of the soil, the gentry,

and the wellweducaoted class® 0f the ecountry. Thene poorle,

ugaat 11, 1828, Paris

ctordy, .,}ﬁaﬁ. ﬂc. S? (Fabruary, 1ﬁ§6);

wgtwr, "1836) . . m,&»ﬁ%z %iww am:mg "Irigh

Catholicion and Englich Toryisn,® Revi ~a,&f Politics, XIX

(Ju:‘}m; 1@)’?} C?ﬁ*?{:ﬁn
On the ﬂﬁ%ﬁiﬁiﬂﬁ ond mroblens of the C&urc& in the

firﬁﬁ %mlf of the n&a@ﬁe@rﬁh caﬂtuxy, ﬁf¢

.;#~3ﬁ {Londont  YaorTIl:

"v»& as Earﬁiak,

&5'
{&Qﬂﬁﬁﬁt

e
o

Lﬁﬂgmansﬁ Groen & *m.g ;*fA .

" erly Bovi c&mz {"E’Eﬁfm%w 1836),
. 243-25T% TcDowell, Conservatism, pp. 3 Young
g*‘:*ﬁg PP. 1ho=153, 1 S0 = -
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becanse they vore in such a mdnoritys required the gpoclal
protection of the Goversuont and the lawe. ol Poello
political mroblono were node even noro &lfficult bocause of
the tendancy of pany of tho Tordes Lo over goneralize ond
oguate thedr particular brand of Anglicanlen with “propeor
Conmervative vicus and politico,

The bogleo of Blr Robert Pooll's Indoch policy uno the
paintenance of the Undon, which, he bLollieved, was putually

) . ] sg’ b g , s i
boneflcial to hoth ﬁﬁ%&&ﬂﬂqim Mo ropoal bthe Ack of 1801

%emmgwm to Lady Groville, Soptember 27, 1028,

ﬂliﬁ@; Qﬁ?bﬂﬁﬁ sf $ﬁr&t§ﬁ¢di aﬁ*, ?ﬁ;~aﬁ ?ﬁr.eﬁf¢a
k ; onn Iy I" 5

' e ﬂuﬁa*s vﬁaﬁw on ﬁhe ﬁhﬁr@% mr@ alaa worth notings
1% was vihe true Chydstian Chureh' and *the begt religious
gobabliohmont thot conld be formed." Horeover,; it wme
"political no well as rﬁzﬁ.ﬁiausﬂ and ”eaaa%ti, . to the
congervation 2 the progpord he poace and good order of
é%ggaﬁuﬁm. [ am agton Qj Yegucrandun, Septeombor 29,

)

%

~“Eroperts, "Whal iy to beo done for Irglond,” Vol
TRVIT, Lo .m@ywz, Iiut;f‘;} 7. 2383 vProface to ouwr
wﬁﬁﬁﬁé mcmieg” Vol,. .&XK g, OXRT {January, 1540), p. 113
vTrogoon Within the Chure ’*" vol. ;ﬁsm, Wo. CIV ﬁngust:,
1838), P, 1913 "The Trdoh &mmz " Yol, KT, Noe o
(Appil, 1335), : , lwl-»wm* "*"‘ha g Popery! Cry," Vol.
X1iz, T LEXVE (Apedl, Em%} w. S1l, 5193 ***}mﬁm*&ﬁ.m
Forous Romanion o mz. Xi1z, %3 @mw?z, 14836 }, De 3013
Trae Politicg oF the Hembhy 5 Vol. XY, fo. LXIX {www* '
1075), o ;:ag.s; bqustice to Ircland,” Vol, XiII, fo, LXKVIIZ
(Jﬁw& PPe ?19*»? 2oy WNope JU g“&-s.,cm £ Imla*mw Vol,
LIV, 7o Lxx%zf, )y £ 513 "Irglond and the Cop
clﬁm;aw u@’ﬂtﬂ&i " VoL, X?:V, Mo, LEXXI {Septenbor 3.8363;@
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%}gghm on o Petillon, Februayy 8, 1630, quoted in Haly, ».
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wos, he folt, Doth tmad® and "sbourdy” 1t would only “njure
tho intesyity of the Emy&wﬁ.“l? Engloand would never, he
said, allow repoal to toke ploce,; oxcept %in the last

of the Union would

iy tnpn annechy loose 1n Iveland and, obf the sone tino,

auteonity.” ﬁ

roduce Ensdond o the otatus of o fouptherato @awar'“lﬁ

the pome tUine rojected the use of force in the
sointenanco of the Union, and emphoticolly repudiated its
use in goveradng Iy¢¢anﬁ.gg

The new Prine Hindsteor refused; as well, ¢ author
2 policy that rojoctod the lats Whip Sovernmeni¥s Ivisgh

22 ond the

legislation, ™ Ireland wes quiet in 1841,

Congervative Government would do nothing to dicturh that
b . . s .

@&Emﬁﬂﬁ‘ There would be ne rectoration of the Trange

ﬁ@ﬂi@%ié&t op any other reprosgive agto on the pavt of

'h"’#' I, 119,

l‘%’}.*u .;‘%amh in the Dobate on o Petition, Pobw
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Moy 27 ﬁ*‘&g, Porker, Papel, ITI, 65, 272,
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53,
%h&.ﬂ@ﬁ'ﬂQVmemﬁﬁﬁ.“& dor would 1t atteopt o prowoke or

alionate the Irighi rather its policy would be one of gulet
a%ciﬂiﬂﬁi@%,aj Peol and his Home Secrotary, Sir Joneo
Grahan; thought thet a poliey of thiso kind might eliminate
the revesl nodbotion and, 10 st the same time, Irichoon who
fovorod the "Peditigh connection® were given wroforential

3

roabnent, Ircland sigsht bo reduced to o peroanent stalo

. a6

BES A {Ziiﬁi{;‘ o
o enforee thelr Ipdish policy while mudnteining

compronise political balaice like the ong that obtained in

Eﬁmﬁﬁﬁga? the Oovermmont appointed Loxd De Trey to the post

of Lordeldembena rnd Lord Bliot 20 the office of Chief

Seere! ary,?@

- ,
aﬁg%,,, wﬁmﬁ of the nepbers of the Covernmoend war%
qrotely in favor of a rather fov rmﬁagimg »ion o

d,, Pobruary 14, 1841, I, 3?5;

“Jmaal to Crohan, D@maﬂbeﬁ 19, 1841, Peel to Grohan,
Januery 2, 1042, Parker, Peel, I1l, 37.

however, ¥
comeilintion for Treland., Ibd

g{‘!»/ﬂ(}%i&&‘t Bg* ?; 9@‘&1 t’{} @mmg &w &mi
1843, Paricer, E;.E;%r TTT; 36k,
émh& Qﬁ@?@%i@% of the Irigy gg?@yn&$ﬁt wos &ﬂmﬁ&aa

&@ﬁhﬁ@ h@m&@d @&ﬂ%@, or oven @ncmsﬁﬁnﬁlly Corborug. ™ “The
Lora=Licutenant was the chilef execubtive of the irdish Govorne
nent, appolinted by lotiers patent o reprenent the Crown,

and was the officiasl head of Irish society. The Chief
Secratary, "subject to the Lovd-Licutenantts suvervigion,®
was “respongible for nanagy

lag many domestic matiers which

in Englend wore the business of a &aer@%mmg of siate,m He
was respongible to the Houme of Commons for tho Irdish Coverne
mont., The Govarnnent van supponed Lo be shared between the
two officlialsi while the Lord-Lioutenant was the "nominal
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Thomas Phillin Do Gray, second Farl De Groy, =

wos a Topy whe wao far nopo consorvative than hilp voting
rocord m&:&;mﬁm.m He was appointed Lordelieutenant in
late fuguot,; 1041, over the objectiona of his wife, who
foared the influence of her brother, the Ultroa~Protestont
Barl of Emnimsillen, upon him,~* Tho oldoy brothey of
the Barl of Ripon (the former Prime Minister, Lord Godow
rich), Do Gray hod served as First Lopd of the Adedraliy
in Peolls first Government,~> A firs upholder of the

superlor,” the pover of the Chlef Secrotary "tondody Lo
increnso ‘ﬂhmf wout thoe centuryy the "exacht balonce of
powor botweon the two offices” often fluctunted,; depending

um who held them, R. B, 1%2}0%@3;!. ”%ﬁ Iw.mh ?zcm&%:mﬁ:
in the Ninetoondh ﬁmmw sl Hie Stulles, IX
l“’e;:u 35 (Harchy lﬁﬁfé} P 2 PR AT

Administration 1501-1o1)

3"5}3,%1«&{\; educ, St. Jobnts, Cambridge (M. 2.).
Suce, os 53 bapon uﬁ‘%ﬁﬁf&%’i of Gro mﬂma 17864 mﬁ.ﬁ«»ﬁwmm
to Uo, IV, 1831, and o Wletorin, 1837, OSuce. as and Borld
De Groy and baren Lucan of Crudwell, Wilin,, 1033, &, G,
3.&#; iot. Prep, f:}f the Inptlbotion s:}*’ Pritich Architocts,
?uu,::ﬁ&w}a}”iﬁg Fo He 8.4 234, G, ﬁ‘* Boase, ﬁ”ha;zmgﬁ ?:&Mp

do Gmy Horl Do Grey," Digtionary of ;ezw..z.gama Sanarany
od, Sir Lasm& Stephen and Siy Eidoey .- '::; W,.'
Gzford Univeraliy Preos, zm&%«.}, V’X"f“.’{,
cited as DB,

%ﬁi‘wg& c&mm The Conperyative Party,
Howlan, | SBDoa 26
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Bpavendency " ho wao oleo, rather gingulerly, o close

<oy g s re? cin 21 3 PO, RO SN | K. g, L e,
seraonal friead of the Tome Secrotary, Sir Jomes Grohon.

35 .
Edward Gpenville, Lord Eliot ,3«? wes o Pwell-peoning

-
B i . o degm R K . A s
piinld. > Fagar o Indbtiade o polley of conclllation

oo

in Irelond=-fopr oo onper fopr the Covern &{%z@%y’ { it 0b

*i

was looled upon ag too proe-Cotholic by port of the Tory

m&m"g‘“ Mo chlef weclneoons noy have boon hig lack of

Brevitio, Vicke Sopterbor 10, 1543, i1, 2963
Losronice J. Mt:f‘a'?mv, ; a;jf f'@,“ O*Connel] and ynond ?
{Lexzlugbons  Usdversliy of LpaLuCh) Srooo & :

tfl’fg,«

‘Lé.;,f“* 1A=L, 216, lereaftor eibed as o
J 3 ;E&‘J@;xg & PQ ?i{}

*ji“!;iw%ws ﬁ;@} Lord Binon, Decambeor 23, 1434, Parker,
SGrahar, 1, 219-220.

Do w came Inbo contyol of the boxv 3%‘1 a«i’ m m:a
in 1845 and Gpahan held that seat fron :i. ﬁ@? to 1oB2: De
mm tﬁ %}&m emm zwm@ mﬁ gloction thore. Iorman f’a,a?z
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, 59 ‘:’W@w%’f:’; suce. 34 Berl of 58, Cernong 2, Januarys
18#5, gﬁ%&. Wesﬁmﬁﬁia% &cgggé gh%%r u?&’«;wc“ léf;& ?ﬁié 30
P JO #u i i3 g & @ «f‘m& st T *
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10451540,  Lord-lLieutenont of Ireland, 1852#1055; afterwords
offleial in the Royal zmmmm and Teonfidentinl &&%mrﬁ o
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of 8t, Gepmono,® D,LE,, VI, 6030,

Homeville, Yictorin, Semtombor 10, 1843, TI, 100,
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ability as an adpinistrator and hip alleged veraving for
g@%@@*ﬂ*g his madn strength his percepbtlve ability, for he
alone in the CGovernment roecogmized tho full ioportance of
tho land question in Troland,0

Peol bepan his Irigh Administration by instructliag
De Groy, in mideSoptomber, 1041, to pursue a policy of
noderation and coution at almost all coota,® Whatever
hZoraomy theroe vos in Dublin Castle was, however, soon
Gostroyed. 2oy osrly Deconber Lord Elict was gulio dipe
enchanted; because the Lord-Licubenant was keeplng hin
oo mach in the bachporound.v  Peoel advised (rehon that,
since 2lict was recponalble to the House of Commons for
the conduct of the Irdsh Covernmont, "hip opinion® was
fentitled in cuch matters to great deference and authore
1ty."*2 Do Groy aid not accept this advice and inforved
in hig owm defense that Blict was boeing kept 1n the dark

Ibid Pe 162w103, 222-223.
Grohaft Goem Lo have mrivately shered
moat of h&ﬁ bﬁiﬁ@f& but feared that ho would yield his
g&mv&mtimﬁﬂ in the face of strong Protestant prossure.
Lo%ilea Do }é, e 164,

Bgﬁawiang Hepoal % ?6; Btanley to Peel, Octobor
21, 1043, Porker, Peoi, iz

w??ﬁ%’?iwh gpoal, Dp. 33-3h.

“1pid., v 27,

““?ﬁﬁl to Genhan, Docosber &, 1841 i
AL E ?&?&n@r‘
I, 36-37. # 'y 3 » Peel,




becouse he wan about o becowe o Catholic %a%i;ﬁg Tho
intoraal feud continued uynababted, and it broke out in the
House of Commong in July, 1842, when the Irigh Soliciiore
Goneral c¢lashed with Loxd Eliot on the issue of Xrdch
education, b

The LordeLioutenant wasm, at the same time, atienple-
ing &0 place an opponent of CGovernment policy 4o an Ipxdgh
office; in response %o this undeniobly provocative acbion,
Bliot sttacked the Protestant Education 3@ﬂiéﬁyigﬁ Pe Croyts
appointoent policy wos now noted by the Goverasmenty for he
was openly violating his inotructions by appointing only
TltrasProtestants to wffiﬂﬁgaﬁ

The Chief Secrotary, meanwhile, proposed that the
Government, in line with ite stated policy, authorize a
sommienion of ingulyy into the conditlon of Haynooth College
prior to an increase in the Heglum Donuws. Peel managed To
dissuade Elict from thils cowrse at the end of Seplouber,
1842, by srguing that such & plan would onlys in all probow
bility, yield a heated religloun aaatrﬂveray.%? acutely

eals e 32

*%w Mot to ng July 15, 1842, Lord Eliot to
Grahan, Judy 1@43, ahan to Peel, July 17, 1842,
?ﬁyb@r, gggi, %I 38230,

%&ﬁm”, -.,rﬁ,.* I, 3’53"’:%%«

“7ﬁnﬁian, Revogl, ». 31,
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aware of Protestant sensitivity towsrds Irish Roman Catholie
cienm, the Prime Minister and, to a greater extent, Grohan,
opposed Eliotts move bocanse they were afraid that Eldot
figould compromise himaself and the Government in his dise
cusaions with the Catholice repraaaﬁtaﬁivaa,““g

The Irish Government's internal troubles unfortum
nately continued, and in October,; 1842, the Prime Minister
wrote Yo the Home Secretary in a tone of complete sxasge
peration that it was not possible to zo on with the tashk of
governing Ireland from Ireland if such conditions persisted.
Ho went on to lament that it was very difficull to geot
De Grey and Eldlot to give individual opinions, let alone
collective ones; he would, he concludedy not tolerate such
acrimonious dissent any z@&gar.ag

In response to this letter from Peel, Graban lssued
a stern vebuke to De Groy two days later, The Lopd-Lieuw
tenant was bluntly told that "It Siag/ impossible that the
Irish Government /Eould/ be safely or well conducted in
this manner." He advised De Grey that "it would be well®
i? he and Eliot did confer upon officlisl business, rexinding
him that Eliot had that right since he was responsible to

the House of Commone for the policy of the Irish Government,
Grahan went on to say that 4if apgreement was otill impossible

48rp14,

. 39 49pee1 to Graham, October 20, 1842, Parker, Peel,
, 39. =R



after such consuliatlion, the matter should be appealed to
the Prime MNinlster, with or without the aid of the Home
Secretary. e concluded with an adnandtion to his old
friend to wordr with the Chief Secpetary becouss '"Wour
tenpors dlscretlion, and Judgement could not fail to
egercise o comnanding influence over? ﬂiﬁ.ﬁﬁ

The Lord=Licutonant 4ld not heed the lowe Secre-
taryts sdvice, and in mid-Decenber Grahan wos forced &0
write to the Prime Minigter that he wag Yafroid of a
rapture between De Grey and Fllot, He feared that their
"rpiual estrangonment™ wog inereasing and that an Yopen
breach" was near, e dild, howover, hold out some hope for
the succesgful concluglon of the trouble, trusting en he
did in Ythe prudence of De Grey, whn ls aware of the danger,
end will endssvour %o avert &ﬁ,“ﬁl

Peel, whno did not phare the Home Secretary’s high
opinion of the Lord-Liecvtensnt; advised De Grey in rother
strong teras Lo aveld & publie break with Lord Eliot, and
he offered the Chief Secrebtary roughly the same a&vﬁaa‘ﬁa
The Prime Minister wae also deeply concerned about De Grey's
policy of appointing opponents of Government policy to Irieh

50gpana s teen
350355, an to De Grey, October 22, 1842, Ibid., IT,

"o “lopoham to Peel, Decembor 15, 1842, Ibid., 1II,

9%peel to Graham, December 23, 1042, Peol to Eliot,
Docenber 23%, 1842, Ibid., pp. 4l-43.
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ponbto. ond he warned Grohan that they must not allow this
Lo C%nﬁiﬁﬂﬁcﬁg

Gyahan pomshow nanaged 0 nepgotinte o compromige in
Dublin end on Christmes Bve he cheorfully informed the Prine
Hinloter thot "ihe dongort hod "paased away.? He hoped that
there would be no further frouble, at leant for ithe spesnlion
Optinistically he added that "Lopd 5t. Germans /Lord Eliot's
fathey/ cannct be lmmordal, and thero are some great advane
tazes in oan horedd taxy @ﬂ&r&g@.”§ﬁ Crohom concluded $hot he
would like $0 send Bliot to Canads but that this wos iapogs
gible bocouse of the influence Gibbon Walkefleld had over him
aond because of hic weclmess in the face of “popular Lolluse
ences.” lie adviged Peel to diamigs the Chief Secrelary fron
the Govermnent al once, clalndng that "his absence from the
House of Commons would be a pomitive g&ia.”ﬁﬁ

This acerb letter provoked a strlagent reply froum
Poel. He told tho iionme Secretary that he was Ysure” Lhat
Do Grey could "uaxape’ Bliot, but he polnbed oul that the
Lopd-Lioutenant “"must show him full confidence, and ought
to adwit him into all his councile, and talk over wiith him

53pesl to Graham, December 23, 1842, Ibdd., . 40.

S40pahan to Pesl, December 24, 1842 ivid., p. 43
The Home Saara%ary often maéaaﬂadsan't fé lovel.

FDamanam to Pasl, December 24, 1842, Parker, Pes
YIT, h3wl7 s w s 1842, s Peal,
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overy important &@p@iﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁ%.“gﬁ But Pecl's paticnce hod
run out. The quarrel inside the Irisgh CGovernment wasg otill
about the same thing--Do Grey would not conemlt Elioct about
majoy policy &ﬁciﬂiﬁ&@ag? The Prime Minister proposed to
solve the problem by abolishing the %@#ﬁ”%&ﬁﬁtﬁ%ﬁﬂ@?gﬁg and
thig drastic proposal at least tenporarily eliminated the
difficulties within Dublin Castle.

Within five months the calm that had provailed in
Ireland ceased to exliet, and this revivel of the Repeal
movenent caught the Irish Governmont completely uﬁawaraa.59
The Chief Seecrotary, possibly to cvounter a nove by De Grey,
counseled the Covernment in London to avold repressive
measures in Ireland, and he renewed his demands for a nore
conciliateory policy ﬁﬁar@aéﬁ Grahan too, by this time, wao
coping to favor o more congiliatory policy for Ireland, but
he was “afrald thot De Grey fWould/ never give effect tov
ama¢61 De Grey countered Ellot's pressure with some of his
owng and he informed the Primeo Mindeter that his Chief
Secretory and his Loprd Chancellor were "useless” to tho

50poel to Groham, Docember 27, 1642, Ibld., ps b7
575owlan, Repeal, pp. 32«33,

%Mw De 33,

596 Grey to Peels Mey 6, 1843, Parker, Peel, III,

iﬁ? .
“Cpoal to De Grey, Moy 9, 1843, Ibid., p. 4.
Slgranan to Poel, July 17, 1843, Ibid., I, 365.
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Irigh Government., He complained that, "¥With all their zood
qualities,! seither possessed Yingight, respect, or /The/

62 Two days later

confidence of any porbty in the country.n
he told Peel that he alone was “the hope" of “thouasnda" in
Irolond, and that he deenly regrotted haring to reburn
teoporarily honmo becouse of illness; the countyy had, he
wrotey; no confidence o regpect for any vother membey of
the Goveraxment.” Bocause of hig abponece from Dublin, great
unrest would, he concluded, preveil 1s the a@ua%ry.ag Some
days later he informed the Prime Hinisber that, while he
vos 1a no way porgonally biaged agalnet Homan Qa%hﬂliéﬁg
no attempt to aild then would word because "Conciliatlion
Jiog7 o chimera, Ol

Peel then wrobte again bo Graham about the 4iffi-
cultios of the Iwrish Covernmonbt; and he wryly reoarized that
o thought that Do CGrey wisunderstood ‘the relative position
of Lord-Lioutenant and Chlef Secretary.” He also commented
about the fact that the Lordelieutenant was still excluding
Eliot from his confidence, and that the Chief Secretary had

63»a Groy to Peel, Auguet 7, 1843, Ibid., III, 55,
Cf. Do Grey to Peel, June 8, ?&&ﬁ; dbdd., D 55

(39@ Grey to Peel, August 9, 1843, Ibid., p. 55.
He was algo Yeory ammi@as" 5 personanlly conenld
with Pegel and Grshan when he returned to England. Peol to
Lady Peel, August 9, 1843, Poel, Letiers, pv. 270,

lipg Grey to Peel, Augugt 18, 1843, Pariter, Peol,
111, 56. Cf. Do Grey to Peol, January 22, 184k, Ibide,
oD, 103-10L.
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f ol
e e Tome

boen reduced to o position of o Yomere cyvhor.!
Secrobtary pponotly wrote €0 Do Groy ond adponisghed him in
particuler for hio follure to appodint Rooan Catholles o

the m@m&ﬁ&b&l&ry.ﬁg The Lord-ldeubenant replied in n rathor
injured tone, clalming that ho was acting upon the advice

of a Colonol Yoceresor, who "dld not feel it pafo o
Increase the nunber of ﬂaﬁhﬁiica.“é?

The Governnent bogan o oxporlence porious ALl
cultles in Ireland and 1% loocked am if a rovolution mirht
break out.o® In reaponse to this grove situation and, no
douybt,; to caln the Goyvernnondtls glde of the House, Crphan
now nade one of the popt unfortuncte stotoments of hie
coreer whon ho told the Commong thet "Coneiliation has
beesn carpried to ite upmost limits in zralﬁnd.”ﬁg He soon
rwgra%taﬁ saying it,?ﬁ not only because it was at varionce

{)%%1 to ‘ﬁ-iﬁ% .ﬂﬁé{%&m ﬂ; 3»%3} z Qﬂg o H0=61,

%5“36?‘56{}?&%{& to De mff ¥ 5@3}%9&3{&@ 5’5 w@B# Mag 'I,

£ 560 5?De Grey to Grohan, September 5, 1843, Ibid.,
¥ 3 . r.

ﬁgﬁak&i&w@an %@ Oraham, June 10, 1843, Graham to
Poel, June 1?% 18y 43, Orehau to ?a@lé Jure 18, Zﬁkﬁg ﬁrahamig
noteg of Hay 21, 1843 and June 1, 1843, ?arkar irahang I
BCOmBOL 3 mw@ to Lord Lanpdowne, Hovembor 15 LGG 5,
Gouch, ed.; The Later Corresponden &gﬁafh&wrﬁmaw;4_~sWMﬁ1‘
(2 vols.} Londons Longmang, ureer and ¢ 2t )
H@ra&ftar clted as Russell, Later Co»
Hatory, IV, 220.

6§?arﬁer,_tusgww; I, 3623 Walpolo, History, IV, 244.
mPWmer* Srphans I, 363.




with his foelings and his beliefs, T but bocause ho wao

meivetely urgling the Prime Mindster to do anything short
of establishing the Roman Catholic Chureh to conciliate

Ireland. "

The sitnotion in London was nod ealned when, in
midelontonber, Wellineston privately cccouased the Irdsh
Goveranent {and indirecily, Crahan) of pgroos incompetence
gince 1t could not onforese law and order acrosn 5i.
Goorgo's Channel.’> But, by the oiddle of the month,
the agitotion seoned to be pubsiding and cyiticism of
the Government in London was mlso on the wana,

Conditions weore rolatively aqulet into the now yoor
ond 4n Moy, 1844, Lord De Grey finally resipgned on grounds
of 411 hoalth.’” The new Lovdelieutenant, Lord ﬁaﬁ@ﬁ&hﬂ#y,?é

?1araham to_De Grey, Novembor 27, 1841, quoted in
Howlan, Reyenl, Q. 338; Orahan to Peel, Septouber 6 luaB,
October 'é L8R5, October 20, 1845, Parker, Posl, Eiz

e
“Geohan b0 Pecl, June 16, 1643, Paxker, §
I, %6336k, ? * ? ’

?3%ﬁlliﬂwt0m to Geahon, Septomber 3, 1843, Parkor,
Egols 1, J¢?“ﬁ@?~

‘f@r@viliﬁ, Victordn, Septenber 10, 14dh3, IT, 197,

199.
“Sn110t to Peol, May 16, 1844, Parior, Peol, ITI,

i1z,

The Chief Secrevtary stayed on, in n post he thﬁu@ht
Qﬁhd% to be abolished,; though Peel had offsred him the Secre~
nr?maig t War with o peat in the Cabinet, Eliot to Peel
lay ¥ & 3..%-.\3{' Lo ‘é‘:@@i‘g Ly 159 "&Ezég iDdds s Phe l&f."‘llé»

7 l“”}*lwmﬁ. Bduc. Bton, Diplomads Ambassador to
Portural, 1aaam13ga to Buepla, 1828~1832, Suce. 2nd baronot



Peel's second cholce for the paaitie&,?? was a nan of
impeccable character and excentional ﬁ%iiity.?@ Perhops

al

more importoatly, he woas in conplele aprecmont with GoOverie
nent policy in Ir@l&md.?g
The Sovernnment wag now ready Lo tale o new coarse
in Ireland, and this degarture {row previcus policy was
indicated in Heytegbury's firat ianstructions. The Prine
Minister ordersd the Lord-Lieutenant fo act falrly in hils
conduct of Irish zffalrs. He nust, Peel wrote, defeond the
Church of Ireland but he did not necessarily have to encoure
age it. Instead, he was to try and steer a middle course in
his selection of offlcinls, and religion was not to be a
borrier to anyonels advancement. If the Lorde-Licutonant
could manage thias successfully, the Prime Minister Ywasg
gonfident that the Government ecould win the friendship and

even the supporty of the Catholic gantry.ﬁg Peel had

1817; 2, C. 1817. Cp. Baron Heyvtesbury of Heyteshury,
Wilta., 1828, Tominated Governor-General of India, 1535,
Governor of the Isle of Wight to 1857. V. A. J, Archbold,
"iillian AtCourt, Baron Heytesbury,” D.N.B., IX, 779.

7?Pea1 originally asked the Duke of Buccleuch to
tolze the pomition, but he was advised to refuse. Foel to
De Grey, June 1, 184k, Parker, Peel, III, 113,

N ?g?aem to the Queen, June 21, 1844, Ibid., p. 1143
salpole, Hisbory, IV, 247.

| ?gﬁayteﬁgary to Peel, July 20, 1045, iHoytesbury to
Peel, July 25, 1845, Parker, Peel, III, 183~185,

oo , , . .
ﬁ“?eal te Heytesbury, Ausust 1, 1044, Ibid.,
Pe 1lh4; lieCalfrey, J¥1Coanell, p. 216,




Pinally decided, in onlte of drervesglnnily hoobile rnd SUG-
a3
mledous Uo a0 dnereoase tho pwanbt Lo Ueynooth
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S Royael College of 86, Potrich at llymooth; usie
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‘“’lii‘*ml wen varaed thoi any conecl Eia*ciaﬁ ﬁ"}’é‘iﬁrﬁﬁ
Irelomdd would be foatod Lo his Governpent o o
Uohe Ltate and Feoonects of the ﬁ%?%@ﬂmﬁﬁi n Yod Hodedh g
CIXX (Pebrusey, 1044), oo. 2452445 "he General ! f}lms: of
the Covernment," Vol, XXX, Yo, CLXRVTIT (Detober, 10443,

ﬂo ﬁié&.p
e had just beon denounced oo o political fraud
and told that his par by wos on the verse of m&.}.m‘ 3G
Froserts, "Mie State of Partles," Vol. Kﬁ&$ Hoe CLE]
i¥s i')ffgf}g T }dwc...g‘ 23.‘:39

e

“Peol 214 not now, nor bed ho eover, contemplabed
the disostablichnmont of %;%;sa Choureh of z%m&mi. He had long
ago opposed suchh & course, and hls viewn on thoe boneficial
affaﬁz{:&, if any, of Romsn caﬁha‘ma s’v‘lmimmn@ were ponewhat
eouwivocnd, But g pomitlion on the posilive aﬁ*msw of
sducation and itg extension were very clear, ond he wns an
ardont edvocote for the ingrovement of tho :::Lm educational
gvaten, Uf., Pool to Teslie Fopter, March 25, (1813, Peol to
zhe Msmmmjmmmwﬁ, g»,;mm 1y 1015, Parkory; Poels iy ©GU=-913
Penol to Mmam-, Harch 21, 1825, m&. to Mﬁ; 6 ¥ aﬁz’%ﬁw,
Pebruory 10, 1oosy voel 5 Loolle oot tery July 16, 1020,
g, oo, %%%?é 39730k, B3l Pool to Crover, oven-

1557, m, 1204 Hupsard, let 8or., Vod, 51
€1§31£§)§ M‘Zu syl i;ﬁ ﬁ?m ﬁﬁgg Jg %’?wmu, 3{}33; l?—i'}.“
2y Hangord, oud ﬁmr., Vole o Caucaly 2P 15551550,
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Shetweon 10535 and the end of 1050 141 petitions
wingt the continunnce {sﬁ? the Maynooth Grant wm roecoived
i::,; the Hougo of Commongy in 1039 tho pelitlione againgt the
Mﬁk and Gﬁlﬁ.@m ﬁ?&@d f:%:‘m.gh*&tv lean than ':;zm eolnmng of
the Reporis ou Pub _ tiones dn 1040 they fiiled nearly
?mw'cewmm in Lo ? Gm-'& the lapne nunbor of potitions
racolived on the *m ‘efs SF ;mfw uh andy thirtoesn were in
favoy of x’:;ma %mmmmm. In 2845, ‘ﬂ.}w yoor of the incroape
leann Donut, L4535 wnﬁ,a:mm ceningt mm Gront or
%31@% wore recoived, and less than ninety weve in favor
of 1%, Sho petitiong cpeinst Voyaoobl contlauved 1

L -'g 2-:»7»0 HV



was founded laprgely becaume thoe French Revolutlion, "that
moral aar%hﬁmﬂ“eﬁﬂﬁﬁ had destroyed '"the greactest pardt of

the Irish Colleges on the Continenty and nmade the osthers
pubvergive or at lenet suampect of "Liberal® ﬁ%ﬁ&@ﬁciﬁﬁ.gﬁ

In 1794 the Ropan Catholie Bishope of Ireland had petitioned
the Lord-Lieutenant, Vestwmorland, for a subsldy to establich
a pepinary at Hoynooth and his successors, Lords Piligwillianm

and Canden, Mgread and propoged an snnunl grant for it.gé

into tﬁe 30&9@ woll into the 1850%'s, Oreat Britain, Parliae

nent, Sesaional Papers, od., Bidgar L. Erickson s?ﬁﬁ vols, §
»avw»irb{«é Hieromdint Corporation, n.d. Y Hereafter

ﬁ~ﬁa& as Sesgional Papars). “Reports on Public Petitions

moothy) L055inon, " index Cards *m. 381 and 3823 Seoe

fiﬁnﬁl Pavors, Sess. ? 18871848 {(236.)y LI, "4 Return ©

¥he Tanbar 57 Publie Dotitiono Prasentod And Printed in

each of the Fifteen Years from 183% o 1847 inclusives

ghowing the Total Humber in each puccessive Period of

Pive Yoars, and the Average Numberi alse of the Number of

S pnatures to Petitions for each of the sald ﬁi%ﬁwﬁ% Yeora,

and the Total Humber," p. 33.

Movos war@ glga mado to roposl the Grant in 1840

and 1641, Sessm 6 ”ﬁi?iﬁi@%& of thﬁ House of
g@mﬁ'ﬁ&g“ € ; ; Al S1GFLLEIT.0 (3.5%1) 5 DD
7982,

I& 4.

o Irigh Cotholle compondty had, in 1793, &' &
cohclars a“ﬁ 27 pasters studying abroud; muwﬁ af thew (548
uﬂh@lﬁfﬁ and 17 magters) attended sominsyies in France, and

- large auliber of these were located in Paric. e Lase o
p.tmﬁﬁh Collere Considered: With A Fiptory of Th Firot
1§@?“5a@x;u - 0% LA L LOWINOry, JubLln, iu)b, Te le  SOTG=
Lot 1LTOC th Uongidored,

!Ql‘ﬁ 1 s 5
i ‘Coradsh, Chureh, I, 1903 Hoayrooth, b5 Wnlnole,
Iistory, “v, all,
' The intornal politiecal sifunatiorn in Irelond, ond
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The Royal Collepe of Bt, Potrick wae erented by an
act of the Irish Parlianent in l?gﬁag? This act oet up a
boapd of tructoes that was gnpowered to recelve Youbooripw
tiong and donations® and to "purchese and acqulre® land not
emeeeding o value of & 1000 per annun. Thoy woere nigo
sharped with appointing the peofensors and scholors of

the Collepes and were given o “superintending and visaw
torinl power oveyy Maynooth., An oubright grant of & 8000
was given for “esisbliphing® tho sonlnary. 68

Progress "wos ot firsd olow” becaouse of thoe alwoost

srooms,; but in 19795

totel lachk of accoppndations and clag

especially the confiicte betwoen the Radicals and the Ronan
chawﬁ%z ﬁrﬁatly aamy&&amﬁaﬁ the segotiations over Hoyunooth.
Cf. Haynooth Congidored, pp. 7=20,

oS I L5 T, Sasn. 3.33{'#"8? {%{}t ) ¥ XKEI#
“deﬁ%h Roport « somrd enioners of Iriah.gémcaﬁiap
Inquir ﬂwm@n ﬂﬁﬁﬁ&lﬁ@\ﬂ&lﬁﬁﬁg of Maynooth," p. 5.

Hereas r cited an Eipghth Repo
- Thip Act, 55 Ly €. 91, in %@i :bed in
"Appondiy sa, 1" of Eighth Teport, pp. 17«10,
icte app. ifw't& Hoynooths
{1} K0 Geo. EIE . 85, determined who would be
Visitors to Maynooth, and w&%&blim&&&.%haﬁa risitationo
on a triennial ﬁaa&%' It required the pregmidont and
members of the Collece to take on oath of v"Caithful and
truo allegiance” to the Crown, and stated that O%l} Romon
Catholic Vi&&tmrﬁ would be commn %@mﬁ to congldor mabtbters
of WM.@&G’E&‘ }3‘ ey DD M W%#
(2 00, 11X, . 145, empowered tho Trusteos
ta “cam@raﬁiae 1aw gl ta” am& to acqulre lande not oxeeoding
por annun in value ™in addition to such lands and
mﬁ.idm e as they olready poosesond.” Ibid., DDe G 20=21.

35

x?}iﬁ,. ¥ 7}1 ,,-'v“t
Tynooth was not popular in ﬁngidﬂ& gven in its
firgt yoar of oxistence., Cornish, Church, I, 152.
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Lip .
£1fty students wore adnitted,"? Maynooth did enjoy soume
early vatrons, and tho Duke of leinstor became o warn

gupporter of the Collese, giving 1t a house and fifiy-

four cores 0f lond; o My, Stoyte donnted another “inmoe
dintely conbiguous® twenty acres, and Lopd Dunboyne, who
had beon g Ronon Catholic bishop but who had booen cone
voerted to the Church of Ireland, willed all of his property
to the Collepe., BSoveral other subgtantiol gifts were alno
recoived in Maynooth's early y@ar$¢gg

Magnouth, howevor, could not survive on donations
nbary
a large number

alone, and 1t was “principally supported by Parliame
sronts."7%  Yot, cven with the Remlun Donus
ny all oy at lesst a portion of

of students woro foreed to 1

Minsa
IThid.y pe 73 the annual pront could vary, during
the firct 3ﬁara$a§ the Collegets life, about 5 1, SAﬂ per

[nTIe,

While the Grant vos n@a&a&&@g to Haynoothls
oxistence, it also indirectly harm ¢ sehoolt 4t wan
not large @maugh to allow the College to function adeguately,
but just large onoush to 31%&3% olininato voluntary donge
tions., VWalpolo, Higtor s Ehile

Donatdons o g&f"&:& gor_tho poriod 1790-161 only
totaled & &Qli%‘lﬁcgi Sopaional Popers, Seas. I 08 (132.)
IX, "Papera Premented to the douge of Commons ﬁelaﬁﬁng to
the Royal College of St., Patrichk, Moynooth," p. 31.

Cf., Epmet Larkin, ”Eamnamie Crmw%h Capitel Investw
ment, and the Roman ﬂathﬂmim Church in ﬂiﬁ@%ﬁ&ﬂtﬁ Century
Xrﬁlamd n &mfrﬂraﬂ_ﬂi@t ieal Review, Vol, LEXII, o, 3
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their ﬂﬁ?@nﬂﬁg,gg and by 1841 the Collepe wan in deep finan-
cicl trouble, In that year the annunl vocation had to be
cxtended for cix days and "no student . . . permitted to
remain in the College” because of the "inadecguacy of the
Collene ineam$¢”93 Maynooth wog beginning o literslly fall
dewn, and Thackeray, who was there in the early 1340%'s, wos
horrified by what he sow. He found an inconceivable amount
of ruin, disgusting "£i1th" and “soualor,” and asiced that
ehe next Maynooth grant include a few ghillingsteworth of
vwhitewash and a few hundreodwoighto of aa&y.“gﬁ

Sir Robert Peel wng now convinced that on incroase
in the loynooth Grant wap a antionel irmparntive, The fnet
that the dspue was & political Yhoubd," and that, In trying
to effect the incrpase, ho migzht desiroy both hds Goverouent
anG his party did not even teuporarily detor the Prise

; a5
Hintater froo a@ﬁimguﬁ5

] it & 't* 53' ?s&
The Grant oocame stabllized at & £,928, and was
ftchayrged with the meintenance of 250 students.'" FEach student
on the Esteblishoent received B &3 per annum; there werc
ugually sbout 100 Pensioners {who supported thenmelves), 20
Bursarsy and 11 graduate students 1lu attendance zs well,
bid.s D. Eﬂi *’ L Papers, Sess, 1345 (%&a), XXVIiI,
woturng felating o tae Coldiegce of Maynoothiy" pe & Herew
after cited as Returng, 1

~ 9mu3lien Molepeace Thackeray, Ihe Irish Sketch Book
ohe and Character Sietches (Bostont HOUgAbLOd, ALfflin

955tanley to Peel, Yovember 30, 1841, Peol to the
taoen, April 9, 1845, Pecl to Crokery, April 22, 1045, Feel



The Irish Roman Cotholic hierawchy had originelly
roouested that the CGovornment increase the Grent in mide
Hovenber, 1041, but Peel instructed Graham to have Do Groy
tell them tho Goverament would not alter tho Orant.”C In
Loh2 ¢he Maynooth problon meems Un have been discusoed in
Cobinet,”’ but Peel was still fearful, he #sld Eliot, of
the religious feelinge that would be aroused 1f tho Grant
ware increased., For the present, he preforyved to wait in
the hope that such violent intolerance wmicht “poaceadly
die ﬁway,"gg The Catholic bishops, vho hed reapplied,
wore apain turned down, and the Prime Minister nmonaged

to get the Chiof Secretary to agree to this course.””

to ﬁ&rﬁinge May &, 1645, arkar, Paeal, III; 38, 173=«174,
176, 271. éf. ﬁcﬁaffray, 01Conr s+ DD. 2?3*3515 Howlaig
Ropenl, Gosgh, ] m, Pe L5
Peol doefended the Orant in 1840 (Peel,

chep, 111, ?36~?§?) but the pﬂiicy h@ Was oW espous.
her was, unfor&nﬁaﬁaly for the Prine Minister, Whig in
porentage. Cf£, ﬁeCuffrgj, ﬁ*caﬁ,a 1 pp. 1;9»169- R. B,

g Pold n Ireland,

Hcﬁﬁwell Public Opinion runont
;'é JoR:  Fab L raper, L ¥ ?r
%owian, Repesl, ov. 3L, 3.

9?% Gray to Grahanm, Ocioher 2%, 18L2, Parler,
Sraham, I, 355.

3“?@&& to &E&mt, Hovenber 13, 1542, quoted in
Mowlan, Rewenl, p. 31,

99114, |
ham agroed with Peol and joined hinm in deplore
ing the relirgions bicotry that was heoping the Government
from scting. Orahan to Stanley, November 27, 1042, Parker,
‘a"“m‘j’i&ﬂ# I "3“3%* e



Haynooth was ddscusoed by the Zoveramont agaln dn
18403, and the chlef oboitacle to tholr dolnpg anything about
it wae the Chureh of Iroland, The Government could noi,
Orahan wrete, Yobondon the Protestant Church in Ireland,
though /Bo wag? most anwlous to romove every remant of
abuge vhich” disfligured 1t end impaired its Yusefalness.?
Thue & Roman Cathollce Establishoent was impossidle in
Ireland, "But,” he went on, "u0 opporitunity should be
omittod” in tyyins to win the alleglonce of as many of
the Irich ag possible o the Unlong averything politically
fongible ghould bo done to conciliate the Irish pemyla.mﬂﬁ
Peel, Graham, ond Stanley, the Colonlal Scocrotary, had now
gome pound to Lllot's position, and they concluded that
nore peasures wonld be needed to insegrate the Irish Cathoe
ldes into tho Ixish 3&&%@,1@1 The Homo Secretary now pere
ceived that one of the keya to the dizcontent thot was
bolling over iu Irelsnd was a religious one, and he adnitted
that "the severance of the religlon of the pseople from oll

199@v&ham to Peel, June 18, 1843, Parker, Graham,
Iy 303~36h.

lﬂl”%@lﬁn Ra s Pe 593 m%&nx@g to Peol, Uctober
lbﬁﬁgﬁﬁael to Ova Eﬁcamb@r'ﬁa, 1543, Pnrk@r, Peel,

zzi iot 59

De Greoy was stilll opposed to the employment of
%ﬁmgg Cathollco by the Irich Government. !owlan, Repeal,
T .
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: FL A P 1 R Y, o &3 5
connection wiih the Stode™ wos o Zawe orpor on the poyt of

we
>4 fad . ¢-4{‘}i‘:
the Goveornient.
b d ; e HETE L g Plrame® w0 B 1 B
In gordy 1044 Che Prime Minister orepared o osecret

vowcridin Tor dhe Coabinet. o oomomoed $hnt ko Petobhliched
Chureh of Irelond vould bo opintodned no motiter vhat the

Governmont would do Ln that gountry, but Pecl proposed that

Ymymnooth enuld, and should, be dmproved. The ewlioting Oront
woss, e pointed out, “insuificlent for itg purposze™ and only

induyed the CGovermnent. Conditicons abt the Collest wores
hoth for profescors nnd oiudents, dorlowable ond only oucs
coeded in turadng out an eobitterod mlesthood. Tho quope
tion of whotheor or 2ot 1% woas adindosable in prlneiple to
ondowy Maynooth did not apply~-ovesn 1L 41¢ did, thot mrincinle
had been violated gince 1795. He sugrested thot the Cablnet
appoint a Seloct Comxiliioe to invesiigate "tho stale of
Hayaooth Collepe,
the charactor 0f the oducation® a2t the sexinary.
Sir Robert also proposged the drawing
Caaritadble Bequests aAct, whiech would allow any Irishrm
to endow, from peal or porsoncl property, a priost or a
m&l@im eptablishuent. He realized, he wrote, that this

30 Q wwk&a Jﬁﬂwb
103

up of ¢

11, 63 mai%mham to Peel, Septembor 6, 1843, Pariwer, Peel,
11, 63

He was now apparently convinced that coneiliation
wes the only ancwer to the Irish Goverament, Cf. Grabon to
Poel, ﬁeg‘&&mbe* 3’.(«3, 1843, Ibid,

e 1@1‘*1@&»
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would violate the Stotute of Vortsoin, and would probobly
set o mrecedent for Dissenters in England as well, bult the
Poipe Minioter thousht that it wos Justified in Light of
the gtate of Treland, %

The wrrpone of these tvo rropopals were, Pool podd,
te dmprove Anglo-Ipich relabtlonsg, the condition of Ireland,

wl Moo deotoch, 17 we con oo uony veopio as poosible Sron

the Repeal movement and uzite them in pupmort of the
ﬁn&@&.xﬁg

Lens than a weelk later, tho Prime Minister prosented
a second menorandun to the Cabinet. He bepon by oponly deos
pairing over tho “ovrll® condition of Ireland, and bluntly

0bpag,, p. 102,
1091pid., p. 103 cf. McCaffrey, 0iConnell, pp. 2l4-

215,

The Primo Mindester nay hove wanted to bring his
Hagnooth Bill forward in 1843 but was stopped by opposi
from within the Government, Cf. Prince Albert to ?eel,
February 16, 1844, Parker, Peel, III, 1035-109.

élaaamme the PFecident of tho Board of Prade,
was the chief apgmn@nt to Pesl's conciliatory gm ¢y in
Jovernment. Cf. ﬁl&dﬂﬁ&ﬁ& to Peol, July 12, Iu&&g t*wn@n tm
Stonley, Pebrunyy 19 s Stanley to Pool, February 18,
1043, 1hid. s 111 TrT 259, 1073 Gladotone to Mro.
01&&%%03@, Hovenber 25, iﬁéﬁ qum%eé in Philip %aﬁv.u,
t, 4 Bioppophy (Londont John Murray, I
o0, Noroafter cited oo Vagnuo, Glxwatana; hawﬁhnete ﬁe

11:1@3, Doconber, 1842, Aﬁﬁrww‘.w%4‘ 136, :

Diardes of Sir Btafford North aatav_,‘
<& VOLG. § LONGO? LTrLilan Dlaciwond a

The Cabinet thought Gladotono n fool for in
cpposition; though he did offer to rosisgn his posgition and
go to ztaly, to take some aquict part in the unofficial cone
verantions wa&wg on between hilo Government and the Vatican.
Cf. Romsay, p. 2003 Gladetone to Peel, July 12, 1844, Parior,
Peel, III, 100-161; Magnue, Gladstong, . 50
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stated that only "the dotaching {(if it be poseidle) from tho
ronks of Ropeal, agitotion, ond disaffection a conolderable
portion of the rospectoble and influential claseos of tho
Fooon Cotholic population® offered any hope to Ireland aa
a pord of Great Britain. This attenmpt haod to be made, ond
now, because not to would unite *the whole Romen Catholic
popudation” agalnot thﬁ,ﬁ&i@n,iﬁﬁ The ainm of the Govorne
nentts policy, ho argued,; should be to conellinte, "ap fnr
ag we can,” tho Irish Roman Catholics and thooe Protestants
who were amonable to such conediliation, and to get the two
groups 0 gupport the "itwoe gpreat principlesY of the Union
and the Irieh Church, 07

The Government was conducting this discusalon,
nabturally, under the traditionsal conditlions of gecrocys bub
sosehow runors of thelr deliberations seon to have leaked
aut. Greville noted, in nid-Febeunry, that he wes afrold
of a now Yo Popery" crys bal woe sure that the Government

106 Poolts/
Pggl, 111, I05-100.

ﬁﬁﬂ?&ﬁ%ﬁ to theose momopanda was gonevhat favore
able but Doth were dropped because of Gladshtone's intraisie
pont attitude and becoune of Grahoan'n decislon, under somo
Catholic pressure, to deal with Maynooth seperately.
Stanley to Peel, Fobruary 17, 1844, Ihid., pp. 1071003
iz(ﬁ&l@ ilg Re al e < e )

- gae.*a firn tone in the nonoranda may bo
oxplained by the fact that ho had the conplete backing
of the (ueen gnd the Prince Congort for hin Ivish policy.
Cf. Prince Albert to Peel, February 15, 1&%%% the wueen
to Peel, February 285, 18kL, Pavbker, Pool, III, 100.109,

Menorandun, February 17 /I8447, Parker,




p Rl
5{:, 3

gould try ond provent it, He ndded that the Digsenters and
the Scoto would probobly oppose any pro-Catholic legisglation

wnent, and that a Scote Member had

1ie establishment or endo
told hinm “that hardly any Scotch Fewber could safely vote

108 . et e ;
tbout o nonth later he had a

for - Catholic endowment,
conversation with Peel nnd he gathered fywm it that the Prime
indigter thought that sconething eventually had t0 be done
gbout the Irish Church but that he would have nothing to do
with it. 209

in July, 1044, Peel formnlly informed Gladstone of
hig intentlons towards Ireland, and of his plan to {ry and
establisgh diplomatic contact with the Vatican., Gladstone
told the Prime Minigter that "as o meuwber of the Cablinet
he could not cupport any measures leading to the endowment
af the Catholie Churceh," and offored to reaizn in opder to
lng the Gﬂ%@rﬁﬁ@mﬁ‘il@ Peel would not accept

avyoid enborros
his proffered resipgnation, as he still hoped to convert his

108y peva1to, Victorio, Pebruery 17, 1844, II,

AR50 o

Groville, who was at ﬁh@ heart of the London
roumonr mdll" wns reossured by Groahem (who seems to have
pong omt of hip way €0 do go) on &%@ 15th, JIbid.; p. 223,

109y bid. , Morch 9, 184, TT, 23523,

John Russell, however, itold Greville that
nome day *hat Pool won provored to establish Roman Catholie
ciom in Iyeland, 1f the Chureh of Iveland wes proserved
rlons olde 1t., Ihid., p. 234,

llﬂ%cCafFrey, O'Connell

s e 225,




young wrotesa $0 the Governnentés Irdsh polley,”™™  but he
would not alior Lis mollicy to caticly (ladstone. e did
noh, he vwrote Lopd Hoytosbury, “degpely of wveaning fron the
cause of Repoal thoe grent body of Intellipent and wealthy
Romon Conthollcs,” with o pollcy of conclllation, inpols
t1ality,” ond ¥ Justice, wid

The Lord-Licutenant, in his reply, thought that the
nont "determined oppoaition® to the CGovernnonit's progran
from within Ireland would come from the "h
aptical? circles of tho Church of Ira&an&.3l3 He went on
to hope that tho Government would “find® o “growlng pariy"
of pmen of both religiong who would "iook with equal indife
ference upon the Upange and the Green,” nen who were “roady

ighor ecclogle

to support any Government carried on with honesty and
&mg&r@ialitygﬁllﬂ A month later, Lord Heytesmbury thought
that ho could offer tho Primo Minister at least some of
this hope. Ho hod recelved o letier from Lord frran, o
prominent Irdsh Romen Catholie, that claimed that there

Wparicor, Pesl, III, 160.
114 113?@@3 to Heytesbury, August 1, 1044, Ibid.,
E?t y £ )

The Governnentt®s problenm now centered; Poel wrote,
on finding o way of pengeably governing seven miiliana of
poople; and molntalning intact the Protestant Church Egtobe
Mohnont for the religious ingtruction and conpolation of
one million,” Ibid,

1100ytonbury to Poel, August 5, 1844, Ibid., p. 115.

Lhrpia,
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existed in his country "a vast body" of Catholics very much
cpposed to the Repeal agitation, and deeply “desirous of an
equitable adjusptment of what they consgider their clainms,®
Arran sald that these mon were alt the nmoment afraid to come
forward because they were unsure of the Goverumentts attli-
tude, and that they wanted only three things from Londong
diplomatic relations with Rome, the recognition, if poesible,
of the titles of the Roman Catholic Irish hiererchy, and a
snall endowment for their clergy on the French model, 13
By October, ¢tonditions in Ireland had worsened and
there wore alarming sisns of "growing discontent® amonz the
peapls.ll@ The Government, however, was bolstered by the

support of Prince Albert,ll? and the Home Secretary instructed

11§Hayteahnry to Peel, September 3, 1844. Enclosure
from Lord Arran, Ibid., pp. 119=120.

Peel vezarded this letter as v&ry Yeommendable,.
Peel to Hwyteehary, September 5, 1844, Ibid., p. 120.

a26 1bgranan to Croker, October 14, 1844, Croker, II,

117?rince Albert to Peel, Dctober 5, 18443 Prince
Albert to Peel, Detember 2¢, 1844, Parker, Pgal, III, 128,

133.

This complete support of the Government by the
Gueen and her Consort is rather suryrising considering that,
in 1839, in the "Bedchamber Crisis,’ relations between the
Gueen and Peel werse so aﬁraine&g such support is also
startling because the Tories hed been, and were, so openly
hostile to the (Gueen., Cf. Frager's, ": Passage in the
Second Year of the Reign of wueen Victoria," Vol, X¥, lio.
CXVII {October, 1@3@), PR 509-511; “What is Our Real
Pogition," Vol, XX, No, CXVII (Sagtember, 1539), p. 3673
"Close of the Session of 1840,v Vol, XAII, Ho, CXXIX
(September, 1640), p. 3793 Aﬁhlay to kmal, May 21, 1839,
Parker, Peoel, II, 4053 The Obaserver, Novenber 3, iﬁ%@,
yuoted in Farion liliband, €d., ihe Observer uof the
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1t woe "ihe wish of the Uoswvermcent to doclude this nahiord

;%

in o proovan of onneliliction and adlustront,  The Loy
Lioutenant wos, however, also ordered tu loform the hiohops
that this would ooly bo possible “if a folr errangement
Jeould/ ve made by which the scruples and false lupressions
of the Protestonts /Eould/ in sowe degree be renoved.”
Heytesbury was to conclude this convorsation by telling

o bighope that the Covernment had no wish to exert any
degree of control or "power of influence® over Maynooth,
and to dugquire ag Lo the needs of the 5&11&%@;118

The Home Secrcetary was convinced that this was

"the last® opportunity to save Ireland from Repeal and
disunion., Any seittlement the Governnent could arvange
would have to be “so Just and @0 reasonable that the best
portion of the Romen Catholic hierarchy and lalety? would
£ind it vimpossible . . . 0 refuse."*? Tho sottlement

_ en turs ,‘;%mi&tl {London: Lengmana 1966),
3 ugust 15, 1837 éo Croler,
1%39g Gwak@r to Lord H@rtfard, ﬁay 29, 1839, C clea 1
% 1513 Cobden to F. Cobden, August 24, 1341, Morley,
I, 191, This change of the Royal mind can only be
af%riﬁuﬁabla to Peeol.

11“ﬁrah&m to Heytesbury, November 30, 1844, Parker,
Grahsnm, I, 421,

- 11%zrahan to Heytesbury, December 9, 1844, Ibid.,
B Haca
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of the Maynooth problen was “the most difficult bul the mogt
important parit of the Governwontis proposed plan of cone
cilintion., It was, Grahan wrote, "the hkey,'" which would,
if there was ntill time, pive tho Government pome degres of
influence over the Catholic Clergy of Ireland. He ended his
lotier on a noto of urgency, and inplored Peel to force the
Cabinet to come to a decision about the College as moon as
ymaaibia.la@ Eliot too was in favor of the proposed course
of sotion, for he thought that it would bring the Iriesh
Roman Catholic Church into “connection® with the CGovernnment,
dissolving the existing political portles and foreing them
to live in the future for political, not religious, goals,
Coneiliation would also, he thought, cut away O'onnellts
clerical sﬂ@perﬁ.lai
In Janunry, 1845, Lord Eliott's father died; upon his
successlon to his earlidom, the Sovernment was forced o
choose a new Chief Secretary for Ireland, and Peolt's choice,

122

Siy Thomas Freomantle, wog a significent one. His mother,

12graham to Poel, December 10, 1544, Ibid.

121 - o . . g

| Eliot to Heytesbury, December 19, 1844, Parker,
?w;g IEE; 1320 k ’ ?

The Cablinet were algo considering the estoblighe
rent of diplomatic relotions with Rome at that time, hoping
to uge the authority of the pope to breal up Repeal and to
ond disorder. Greaham to Peel, Decembor 23, 1844, Parker,
Grohoam, I, L2342k,

12299051800, Baronet 1821; M. P., 18%0. Secre=
tary of Treasury, 1034, 18411044, Secretary at Var, 18k,
Cr. RBaron Cotteploe, 1874, lowlan, Repeal, n. 93, p. 78.
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Iviog misters, ond hio brother-inslaw were Rowan Cotholices.
g libverel views on Irsland were also well ﬁnaw&;lgg
Infopmed Dnrlish public owindon was now alorymed and
rmuzors abounded about what tho Governnent wna going to do
aboné Maynooth evon before Freomontletn npovointnent oo
Cihief Seecretary. In early Janvary the Chancellor of tho
Exchenuer, Goulburn; inforned Peel that; at Casbridge, e

dong resorded an increase in the Heglun

ayss in the handg of the enemy,n
nan who had “always been of very liberel opiniong,® told
Goulourn that the Governmentts propoged laynooth DI1L would
bo useless and would nod "ally Ronen catholic /Big./ hose
£ility.#12%  palmerston had heard, he wroko Lord Johs
Russoll, that “sone of tho zenlous Protestonisy would
rathor sve theo Church of Ireland disestablighed and the
Volunbary principle erected in Ireland rathoy "than endow
and ag 1% were establish a Roman Catholic Church %ﬁaragﬂigg
in the some monih the Governpent; worrdled about the
adverse public commentary on lte Irich policy, av mpressed

] 1?3ﬁraham to Heovtesbury, January 285, 1845, Parker,
Spahan, 1I, b4=5. , _

Grahonta farewell lotter to 5., Germans was rather
hypooritical, but Peel and Heyiegbury were genuinely sorry
to see him go.  Ihid., p. 47 Pesl to 5t, Germans, January 24,
é%%ﬁ,lggykeﬁ%awy t0 Peely January 27, 1845, Parker, Peol,

« ] fi

1246 0n1burn gg Peel, January 6, 18485, auoted in
:f‘ﬁ:_‘ kY, “*";":.._ Pre 280

125 A
12 pgineraton to Ruasell, Januory 9, 1845, Russell,
Later Correspondence, T, 70.

Howlang
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3_9.{'3 The hool: Ty whiech &ﬁvgcnted &

Greville's bool: on Ireland.
conciliatory policy in Irelend, especially in matters of
relision, was to have beern publighed in early 1845, bdut
the Government tool excoptlion to the timings of publicetion
and 1ts potentially provocative nmture.lp? Lt the end of
January Greville was told by o member of ihe Cabinet that
the *impending roslenntion” of Gladstone was the reason

.
126 He finally received pere

why the book wae supprossed.
nission to publish his book in mideMarch, but it had to
come out an@nymausly.lag

hnt Poel had foared for nearly two years now
happeneds Ulndstone resipgned, specifically because of
the Government®s policy on Maynooth,. 30 He pont his

original regignation to the Prime Minister in early

1200pevilie was Chief Clerk of the Privy Council
and the Government seenmed to have beon afrald of the impact
of & book from this "somi-officizl” source,

19? »
Greville, Victoris, January 12, 15, 16, 18, and
28, 1845, III, 25820 — ' P e

1281114., Januery 30, 1845, III, 269.

129114, , March 15, 1845, III, 27h.
1@ book, ominously, was well recelved by the
ihigs, and with hostility by the Tories. Ibid., March 30,
l*\hf” X.II s 2?5"’2?{:1 ]

15061ad$tan6 regigned because of the views he
exprepsed in his book The State in its Relations with the
Church (Londont John TRrray, 1o or & convenien
gﬁﬁ}yaig ef hie opinions, see Magnua, Gladstone, pp. 36,
""-},3 e
He no loanger belleved in the views he expressed
in the hﬂga, but felt himself publicly committed to those
views in 1845. OGreville, Victoria, January 30, 1845, II, 267.
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Ja&uaxy,lﬁl tut Peel pirove throughout the ponth to try and

132 His regsignation, or impending resige

chanpe hils mind,
nation, threw the CGovernment into a turmoil, and noarly held
up their plans to increope the Maynooth ﬁr&at.153 Grahan
and Peol would not, however, abandon or pogtyone theilr
legislative tim@tmbl@,154 ond Gladstonets gecond letber

1 ; 2 L1 : 2 X v g ey B g 135 i1 oy gy axy

of resignation was resretfully accepted. Hip loms was

o "heoavyy ama,lBg and wae geverely felt” by the Govern-

mont. 227  The resipnation became kuown to the public by

131@1aastame to Peel, January 2, 1845, Parker, Peel,
IIT, 163154,
Heither Peol nor Groham were exactly sure what
Glodotone meant in this letter, bul they assumed he nmeant
to reaign. Cf. Peel to Groham, Joanmuary 3, 1845, Ibid., III,
16843 Grahen to Peel, January 4, 1845, Parker, Grabam, 11, 2.

1§2P@91 to Gladstone, January 20, 1345, Peel to
Graham, Januery 21, 1845, Poarker, Peel, ITI, 165=-1€6.

K . . , _
?’3&raaam to Peol, Jonmunry 21, 1845, Parbor,
G c‘?uha.ﬁ’i, iIg 50

4G ranan to Ppel, January b4, 1045, Parker, Pgel,
*35q1adstone to Peol, January 21, 1645, Ibid,,

e )
lﬁ‘ﬁﬁmaayg Pe 200,

i)
- PrrlJ’?aal to lardinge, March 1, 1845, Parker, Peol,
LA g wlible

The Government had to be "reoformed:v Lord

Dalhousie succeeded Gladstone nt the Board of Traode, but
without 2 geat iz the Cabinet; Edward Cardwell became Vice
Pregident of the Beopd; Sidney Herbert and Lord Lincoln
entered the Cabinet (causing Aghley to sneer, "It will be
n cobinet of Peel's dolls.," Shafiesbury, 11, 84)., On the
whole, the "liberality? of the Governmont was greatly
inagggﬁﬁd. Pael to Wellinrcton, Jenuary 28, 1845, Ibid.,
e LG,
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Februayry 3,13% and its political implications were serious.
It igperiled the "Maynooth nessure" and pave "theo peneral
inproapion® that Gladstone had resigned as o matter of cone
selence; not because he folt that he could not honorably
emt wae

ropudiate hig b@aﬁ.lﬁ@ It ssomed am 1f the Govern
about "to conmpromise the Protestant establishoenty in
Iroland, 40

Cladatone?s explonation o the Houge of Commone 4id
not help the situation, His speech locted nn houyr, and when
it wos over no one waes any “wiser ot the end than he had
beon aﬁ»th@fb&?immimg‘"lél Greville thought the sypeoch
“indicrous” and sarcaptically noted that hic resignation
Ygas quite uncalled faw;“iﬁa Disraeli thought that his
career wag, very definitely, svar.lgﬁ Hoye impoptantly,

rin, Jonuory 30, 1845, II, 2673

139araham to Heytesbury, T.D., Parier, mﬁwLﬂa, 11,
gagﬁashury to Peel, January 27, i 206

zzzg
ViOuocaterey, ,
Udpicnard Cobden, quoted in Magnus, (ladstone,

e 69,
1*aawaw&1la,,v ctopia, Februawvy 6, 1845, III, 271.

1”5Waberﬁ Blake, Digrasli (London: Eyre & Spottige
woode, 1966), p. 188, llerecfter cited as Blake, Dilsraeli

W, F. asﬁyyﬁnny and &. ¥, ﬁne&ia, The irfa of ﬁa@fﬁﬁi.
Dig ol Jerd of Deaconaf feld (4 v ” :
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at least fyow the point of view of Gladotone's politieal
future, theo Cucen found his opoech Yvory wintellisgible,”
and wos enroged by his attitude,

The Prime Mndotor no longer soormed o be torpied
ghout the polidtical oituwnilong he tald Tady Peel that
"Iverything /fAn Londoy/ concerning tho Cabinet and Govorne
noent o oot sablefoctory, and 2ll promicoen t:ﬁéll."ﬂw F¥hile
the Government wap gedng ¢ hove 3o Do very coxeful in the
fﬁﬁﬁmﬁ% it would not drop or postpone the Moynooth
p11. %7 put, for all of Peel's optimiam, the politicel
cutlool for the Goverunont woo very orin by the ond of
HMarch. Crohker, that political bellwether, wrote to Grahan

that he hooed "Irom oll guartors that the country gentlenon

/ groatly out of tonper," and he sdvised the Houe
Secrotary that thedr Poiate of nind® was "precavious and
ngett He concluded with o worndng, in the sitrongest
tornes, fo not m%&g@nﬁ.m the country party any further;

1**‘*’*«’1:3, wbsaim mmwmm, «»av_gwa* (Mow Yorkt
EW % Row, 1964}, v. 182, Hereaiter ci ag Longford,

Yictoria,

The Gucen wap, from this tinme forwsrd, exceedw
ingly hontile tounrds @mammm 4 ond vHor emﬂm*n@% for Hr.
Gladstone soon eclipsed all other emotlons.® Ibid.

451 04y Poel %o Frodorich Peel, February 3, 1645,
o ﬁ&g 33‘ E‘Z{;fﬁ»u

Ubapavitie, Victoria, Februsry 6, 1845, II, 271.

U renon to Heytenbuwy, Februoyy 13, 1845, Parior,
{3 &ﬁ@m’ Iz, 7.

Peool,
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that, he paid, wouldd bring diooster upon the Govertwont,
Grohon repliod the noxt doys

i oo owore of the foact that our country gentlemen aro
cut of hunour, and that the emistence of the Guvormasent
do endongered Ly thelr present tenpur and recenl e
ceaddnme. « « . We are scouted ag %mim&s, and aye
doenounced az 1f wo wore time-gprving traders in polie
tics, seelzing to retadn place by the sacyifice of the
intereots of ocur friends, The countyry sontlenen cannot
be more ready to give us the death-blow than wo are
?ewmi to rocelve 1t. 4« o If wo hove lost the cone
idence and good will t&i@&hﬁ country party, our officisl
daya are numboered « » +

That sooe doys Mowrch 22, the Howe Socrolary informed
Heytogbury thnt Poel would introduce the Maynooih BIIL into
the Douse on Appdl 3. He thought it only falr to warn the
Lord-Iicutenant that "A storn fWag/ evidontly gatheringh
over the 2111, and that the Covernmont nlght fall on tho
ispsue. But the Bill would not bo abandoned, no zatter how
advorss Llde Wayﬁmﬂ.m

Fith Ireland on the vergo of m;amhy,}‘g’l Gir Robert
Peel introduced the Hayne th Bill into the House of Commong
on Apedl 3. i52

, 1@?’@1&@3&3@ to ¢
agﬁ”aﬁgé
2’2‘*’9@;“ o

hemy Mereh 21, 1845, Cpolor, II,

o 1 o Croker; Morch 22, 1845, Ibid., DD 230w

‘ 150 «e;*a;%mm to Heylesbuyy, Merch 22, 1845, Parker,
‘mji3w, KK, @t

151peo1 to Graham, Mewch 26, 1845, Pavker, Peel,
111, 190.

15 npard, Bd @er., Vol. 79 (1045), p. 18.




CHAPTER III
THE MAYNOOTH BILL AND THE CONSERVATIVE PARTY

The Maynooth Bill anthorized the incorporation of
the College's trustees so that the school could hold land
worth up to 53,0003 86,000 per year would be added to the
Grant for the salaries of the professgore and officers of the
college; the amount of student aid would be increased =m0 as
to allow the school to accept and decently maintaln up to
500 students. The Bill would raise the annual Grant from
57,000 to B26,3%60 per year, with the increase being borne by
the Consolidated Fund. An outright grant of 30,000 was
also proposed for repairs and improvements, with the work
tc be done by the Board of Works. Finally, the Government
would appoint five visitors to serve along with the three
elected by the College. They would have no more power than
the smaller group already possessed, and would not be allowed
to interfere in religious affairs, but wvisitations would now
take place annually. In addition, the Grant would now be
permanent, and no longer subject to annual review.l

Peel told the House of Commons that the Maynooth

Bill was conceived "in a friendly and generous spirit,” and

Yansard, 3a ser., Vol. 79 (1845), pp. 3h4=37.
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that its purpose was "ito iaprove the gysten of eduecstion,
and to elevate the Character of" St. Patrich's Galieg@.“
But the aim of the Blll was more subtle than that. It was
degigned as well to destroy the repeal movement by dividing
Irish opinion about the true benefits of the Union, and by
cutting away UtConnellts clerical Eﬁpp@rt.ﬁ

The Government wae courting political disasgter by
introducing the Bill, and it was acutely aware of &t.“ The
Government realized that 1t could easily destroy the already
tenuous unity of the party by introducing the Bill but, as
Graham put it, since the measure was “necessary, wise, and
Just,” they could not "vary our ccurse while we are respone
sible for the conduct of affairs."” Even if defoat came
over the Bill, it would be an honorable znd glorious one,

as Aberdeen (the Foreign Secretery) wrote, "for defeat in

2Tpid., pp. 19-20, 33.

ﬁé?eelﬂi? Memorandum, Februsry 11, 18443 Eliot to
Heytesbury, Deceasber 15, IEE%{ Heytesbury to Peel, January
Bl, 1845, ﬁarher, Pael, IIl, 0%, 132, 179; Graham to Peel,

December 10, 1844, Parker, graham I 4&3 the s1enl
Mercury, ﬁpril 11, 1845 (f&r 1te éemarrs§.

ce. a vﬁﬁanaa %q aﬁrii Vgéé 79 {%ﬁég), pp. 18«19, 37,
« Gro cgagga 10 aues Ee mhorcld
Rogers, ed., Speeches 5%_ Qﬂ ? 3! ff ﬂ_li v

John Bright
¥ ] L}

5%aw1an, Re &l, T 82% Graham to Heytesbury,
;fgch 22y 1845, February 13, 1045, Parker, Graham, II,

e
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nointalning a great principle of justice and liberality
was not qulite the pame as defeat over ''a miserable squabble
about spugor opr cobtiton., ¥e are determined to y)@rmﬂw&m."ﬁ
The Maynooth Bill was Ya Governnent question® and,
as a wital issue, the "fabte of the Governnment' was involved
with 1t.? Peel informed the Queen of the potential sravity
of the political situation on April ¢, and sdvised her that
it was her duty a0t o allow the Government to be defeated
on a technicelity, which wos o very real possibility. Howe
ever, if the Governnent was defeated on April 18, it could
alwaye nove the Bill again on the following Monday. Sir
Robert tried to encourage the Queen, and wrote that ho did
not at all despair, even after the firet defeat, of puce
cgeding with this motion,” but admitted that the partyts
support for both the Government and the Bill was cerumbling,
The Prime Minister thought that the "best product of

ultimate success” f{or the Covernment would be to "go on with

8

the Bill temperately and firmly in the ordinary caursa."9
He would never, he wrote, give in %o the pressures that tho

6&herée@n to Fess. Lieven, April 12, 1845, quoted in
HeCaffrey, O'Connell, w, 230.

¢ PO, ‘ _ , ‘
Hongard, 3d ser., Vol. 79 (1845), p. 3003 Peel to
the Cueon y April ""9, 1&&5. ’”Paﬁkér, p@ﬁl; f{i{ s 173

E’“ . 4 o, . N Fed .
Peol to the Jueen, Aprll 9, 18545, Farker, Peel
111, 173195, < » HD. ’ » p £88L,

9@@@1 to Stanley, April 9, 1845, Ibid., p. 174,
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Dissenters were apparently preparing to mobilize ageingt the
5111, and he thought that wany of the Bill's opponents
wore “merely! yielding either to the preossure of their Dige
sonbing constituents or woroe notivated by the unsettled
scononic condition of the countyry or by disappointed politie
cal arbitione.tl Peel noted with pride that the Governe
nentts supportore included "almost 211 the youth, talent,
and real influence . . o in the House of Gamm@maﬁ"iﬁ

The Maynooth Bill was received with groat hostility
by nost of the Conservatives in the House of Commons., They
paw 1t as Yo deliberate attempt to relight the firec of
Smithfield," > and they felt betrayed by their leadership.
As Ashley noted in his diary:

Whaot a gpectacle! Vhy were the Vhigs digploced. « « »
Peel wag brought in to corroct their mischiofs., « « »

l”peaz Lo ﬁarﬁiﬂg@ ey by 1845, Ibid.s D 2713
Peel to Croler, Aprdl 22, 1845; Crohker, 1T, 240,

11?@&1 to Croker, April 22, 1845, Croker, II, 240,

12494 4

Ihid.

Feel would have four factora operating in his
fayor in the ensulng crisin: hie deternination to see the
Bill through, the support of the moderate wing of his party,
the favorable attitude of uearly all the Uhipgs, and the
aa@@art of the Jueen and Prince Albert. Par the views of

the “ueen, cf., tie ‘ucon to Peel, April ¢ Gy 1i45, April 15,
lﬁaﬁ ?arher,‘*gg% III1, l?ﬁa 1763 the oueen to the King of

the @lw &“ﬂ, PR i 15, 1845, &, C. Donson and Viwc@umt
mﬁher, eds. 4 The Letterg of tueen Victoris 1837-1861

Z vols.y oW Tobn:  LONCHOND, GPO0T, GG Uleg
f#&"*l@ 23 LQ&CfGNg Victoria Pda D 181,

13cn ners

arles whiblay, Lord John Mamnners and his Friends
(2 vola,; Tondon: Yilliom TXaciwood and oonBs 1905)s 1. 0.
Horoafter cited as %hibl@y, Hanners.
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Peel wvog thod r onponent, a¢¢ 1eé ev&rvu to helieve
that he was aloo bthelr o ggg sy and herefar& to
cuppert h&m.iiﬁﬁ conduet « « » 18 congidared Lo be
tpreacherous, -
Wa Po Cowpor, Congervoabive M. Po for Hertford, asked where
the party was “to look for a repregonitative of Torylsn, 1P
they weore not to Iind 1t in the present head of the Governw
ﬂeﬁﬁ,ﬂl and C. E. Law, o Topy nevber for Combridge Unle
vorsity, mmounced that he cgould no longer support his
party's leaders. 10
sodd thoat Peel was turning his bacl, slong with the rest

ragll, a young M. P, for Shrowsbury,

of the Government, on tho mrinciples of the party; he was
ginply o traitor to 21l those who had voted for him and to
the party as W@ll.l? Lord Bernard, who represented Dandon
Bridpge, and C. Goring, H. P. for Shorehan, also withdrow
their support from the Sovernment at this tiﬁ@.lﬁ
The ministry now seemed, even to the Whigs, to have
enbraced %ﬁiggiﬁ&,lQ and beecause of thlg about face it was

pie] i
aecused of ﬁwaﬁr&y& s the ﬁﬁﬁﬁk&ﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁng*ﬁ Vie Be Farrand,; o

s 1I, 1003 cf.

145& £tesbur: » 3d ser., Vol.

79 (1845, P.
Yaneard, 3a ser., Vol. 79 (1845), p. 636,
1%;,%&., Pe 71.
Y7Ing., ». 361; Ih 3 (London), April 12, 1845.

18, o
“Hansord gser., Vol, 79 (1&&5) P S0L~511
7 ?5"‘??@3 ci. i3 : ¥ })13. 95§ (}g{} : Vol. 80 i 295) 3‘&?};- J?l’%"?lgw

91p1a., Vol. 79 (1845), pp. CLE-E50.
“Orvid,, pp. 559, 712, 968-980.
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Hizh Tory pomber for Unareghoprough, moposed the lapeachuent
of Sir Robort Peel for tr&wﬁaﬂ.?z The Prine odiaoter was
2lso the object of geveral personnl attachks in the House,
Tagaunlay, o Vhis M, P, for Edinburgh Clty, savagely denounced
‘:l

FPeel for his bhypoorioy,”™ and Deraell bitferly moched the
. o
Prine Windister,©

The prinory objectlion of the opponents cf the Mayw
nooth BL11l wes thot 4t vounld crecte on Esboblichoed Rooan
Catholic Church in Trelond.“t Law, who sat for Cambrids
Univorsity, sew the Blll ag a direct atiack upon Yand in

d@ﬁﬁg&ﬁimmwéﬁg? the Potablished ond United Church of Ingland

&1
Ibid., DD 4%5*}61. Fervand tried to inpoach Peel
apaln on ATDLL ij. £53des DD GEB~GOR.

2280 4id, however, support the Bills his abtack on

Peol io one of *hc best pleces of invective in the Engligh
laneunare, and tho concluglon ip worth repeating: "Did you
thinlk, when yau wont on, session after soamlon, thwarting
and reviling thoge vhon you hnmow 40 be 1n the r&nﬁi and
”la»tariug all the worst paseions of those whom you "jenow
to be in the wrong, thot the reckoning would never come?
It hag cone. wre you sit, dedng posnance for tho &Maw
ingenuousness of years.? ”ﬁ#ﬁﬁﬂ B&hiﬁgtdn Yacaulay, Th
conplete Wxdtings ag Lord (20 vols, s Lmnéant

ﬂwm\"iu’ aﬁ?@ﬂﬂ 204 : ﬁ : ,3{})5 JWYIXZ‘.& z}l; cf.
Hanpord, 3 aer.# “Voi. ?9 (3ﬁk}), Poe (57050 éfww a
@nga;,*’&i”f@ramt veragion of the aw@e&h)* Hacaulay to
Unpdor, Januoyy 1&, 188, uacvag ?@y&mr, ed., Selectio:
yfﬁﬁwﬁﬂ'wff.."_g lonca @@ L&& Lote Moevey Hapder

..J’Q«san 4 Qs.ﬁ *

rwjﬁ: ok Ei " 3{}@ S0e y 1’!01- ?{“’5 (}nw‘!{»ﬁ} e ) S8 : »al@
el **3»& {I ‘"J?}ﬂmfﬁ 3 Ah "}I‘Z&:}. e L i ‘i«yﬁw ct. »C"‘dy ﬂ@r&j.&@ﬁkﬁrg od. $
ecolloctions of o Long Life by Johs Cen Hobho Loxd
Tlou Yorid  Charien ﬁﬁr&%Aar a BGng,
Slala 3 m%&xv@%‘l 3y e 153,

ards 24 sor., Vol, 79 (L245), pp. O04-580.
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and Ireland. lio matter what the Governnmentts dntentions,
the P11l would end in erscting o Roman Catholic Establishe
nent in Ireiamd,gﬁ Plumptre, a Conpervative menber for

Woot Kent, thought that the Bill wos as "liberal® as 1t

wag unpopulor, and ho could never agree to subsidize "o
religlon /Re/ believed to be wrong." He also warned the
Houme that, 17 the Bill should pass, God would vent his
wrath upon the nation.“® Sir Robert Inglis, M. P, for
Oxford Unlvergity and the lesder of the oppesltion to the
Maynooth Bill in the House of Commons,2’ objected "to the
ondowment of the Church of Rome;" and sald that 1t was not
intolerant not to want to subsidize "o gyaten of instruce
tion® distrusted by vthe grent majority ofY Englishmen. He
called upon the Roman Catholics of Ireland to “educate tholr
own pricsts, as the Dissenters did %hﬁiwﬁ.ﬂas Diegraeli moked
whare ondownmont stopped, and if every chureh, every sect,

and evory religzious oplnion in the country were to be endowed.
The Bill would, he claimed, sget up nothing short of Panthelsn

25 1d., pp. 70-71
}:h ﬁio % 35@3. ?}ﬁ“mi

2{\;’*“ & o8 oy
&bi(.i.. 3 Pe U

B066m10553 50 Aey Fo Ry Se, Re As  Educ, Winchester
and Chpint churah, berora” b h, luQQ, D.C.L. 1826), Lincolnts
Inn. Pvie Sec, to Siduwouth, 18063 Suce,. as 2nd Bart. 1820,
32;? « Dundnll: 13?4”3.&36; ﬁi@fm lﬂaé*lga s Omford ’f}!"i“{?ﬂrﬁity
1%9”’3«16,#,}&&. PCa 2.&».3,’)« Gse Fo B. Barxk ey noiy Robert {“&W
Inglie,” DuN.B., X, hh3-bih,

2&?1’3113 é; 3& 3@2‘., ?01. ?ﬁ} (3.?,;1{&5}, W‘ Lf'a“"}"f‘ﬁ‘? ‘!3*6'
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in the United Kingdom.°? Pox Maule, a member for Perth,

opposed the Bill because it would create a Romen Catholilce
Gotablishnent in Irelond completely outside of Parliae
uwentoxry gantrmlyﬁﬂ

Strafford O0'Brien, Conpervabtive M. P. for Morthonpe
tonshire, opposed the Bill because it would c¢reato o Roman
Catholic Egtablighment in Ireland, "and hoe did not cone
seientiously consider that the /Conservotive/ party . . .
hed any right to enter into that q&a&@i&m.ﬂsl Show, a
Congservative who represented Dublin University, saw the
Bill as "the heaviest blow that had yet bheen pitruchk by
foe or friend ngalnst the Istabliched Church in Ireland,"—=
and G. A. Hoamilton, the other Congervative nexber for Dublin
University, objected because the Bill would create two Eptabe
lighmente in ir@lanﬁgﬁﬁ Loxd Ashley, M. P, for Dopsetshire,
opposed the Bill for the same ressone as Hamilion, and felt
that the Bill would lead the country to "pruiln® if allowed
to becone &a&.Ea John Bright, who sat for Durhan Cldy, was
against the Bill because it would ¢reate another Established

291h4d., p. 559,
3ﬂzbg@‘, PP. GOB=E09.

321bid., p. 659,

331p1d., o, 762-763, 773.

Hh1vad., pp. 774-781; Shaftesbury, II, 101
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Church in the Hingdon, when one wag oune Loo ﬁaﬁy.ﬁg Blagioe
stone, the Tory M. P, for Wallingford, refused, he sald, to
tplunder™ one chureh for anctheris ﬁagafﬁﬁ.ﬁr

The cther matn objections of the Conservatives in
the House %o the Moynooth BLll were thobd it inveolved the
Stote with Foman Catholicimm, thet Haynooth itself wes a
corrupt follure, aand that the priests oducated there were
wretchod and subversive. The Romon Catholle religlon was
disnissed by the diesmlident Congervatives as an Yerronecus
and superstitious religion," and as one which only tanght
dlameting and obnoxious “errﬁrbﬂﬁ? The Colloge was
donounced as 80 rotten and corrupt that, oven 1f only “ithe
bost and most hunmane' ottended 1t, which was not the case,
they would emerpe talnbted to mingle with the other vile
failures produced by the ﬁ@hﬂﬁl.ﬁg Haynooth's priests
were singled out for much abuee by the opponents of the
Bill; and they were denounced for tholr political involvew
ment with Repeal and for thelr lack of loyal and peaceful

Bﬁﬁangggg 3a gor., Vol. 79 (1845), pp. 815-823.
939-941 32 R Ty e IR IR I e
iﬁf 15.52D, Gobet25, = PP

For the Haymmﬂth debates in chronoleogical form,
‘_ﬁl‘ﬁéyfatﬂr €1u&g}, Pp. 101-140, which gives an
£Y3) RN f then. The debates ln the Lords followed
those i nha ﬂomﬂuﬁa, and are not included.

2 ancar 3& aﬂw le. & (13& ) D 226253

38lh§é*¢ Vol, 79 (1845), vp. 534, 713, 774, 929.
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dovotion vto the ingtitutions of thelyr country.h YHoughty"
and "intolerant,” they were nothing more than subversives,
end only Hoynooth was responaible for thelr politlcal
activitlies~-those priests cducabted shroad, 1t wop clained,
worg nevoer soditions. -7

The publice resction to the Maynooth Bill was highly
emotional and infuriated.’” The Dublin Protestant Oporam
tive Society inmediately met in protest spalnst the BL1L,
and Pesl wan denounced as o non against Gody a Rev. Te D,
Gregory hinted that, if the Bill did bocome law, all true
@m@ﬁ@aﬁ@nﬁm would revolt and settlo natters in thelir own

D?zﬁla., oD, 5Q~51, BOG=510, 514, 694,

16 opponents of the pi1l’ ey hare have had a
rathor ﬁﬁk&t&&%ﬁ&l cape,., Cf. John ¥, Drodericl, "The Holy
Soe and ahﬁ Irish Movepent for the Repeal of the Undon with
Englend, 1820-47,Y Anplects Gresoplana, LV (1951), poassinm
&A?ﬁa Hocintyre, The Lt (London: HDamdigh Hopilton,
1905), pp. 1li=i1?

w(&mﬁl@g’ Sacond Part, Apedl 26, 1045, April 22,
18453 11, e??, P 93 Shol Leapury, 33, 1@ g gg%ﬁgm;atad London
llews, April 5, 18i5.

&m A@ril 34, the day the Maynooth Bill wos introe
duced into the House of Comuons, 298 petitions were presented
apainet 1t; on April Oth, 148 wore laid on the Table; the
next day 254 wore honded inj on ALl 10th, 552 vere intro-
dugod; on April 1lth, 3,268 petitions a@ainaﬁ the Dill wereo
iaid befﬁre the ﬁmuﬁ@. walpalﬁ, Higtory, s 250251,

According to T ines on cf ﬁay 1, 1845,
ve 83 750 potitions againct Lho ﬁayaﬂﬁth Bill, with nore
than one nillion mirmmﬁuraa, wore raeceived by %arlm&&anﬁ
by the near end of MHny. On June &th the Commlttes on Public
Petitlong of the House of Commong announced that 1t had
recelved 15,075 'ntmnﬁagmoatﬂ petitions contalning nore
than 1,200,000 gi gnotures; by the end of the year, the
House had x@caived lm,%gﬁ antiwﬁayww@th petitions. The
Liverpool Mercury, June 21, 1645; supra., Ch. II, n, 83.
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woye The meeting onded in riot when it was invaded by o

mob in favor of tho Grant.** At Edinburgh, wheve the Kirk's
curprent troublos wore belng attrdbuted to Jesults "in dige
puise,® the bown council acceptod, by o vobte of 10 o 19, a
petition agoingt %@ym@@%h,Q&

o bopll 9, the ] uaydian endorsed the

Governmentts laynooth policy, QJ but it was forged to note
that the poople of the midlends, led by theilr Dizsenting
clorgy, were deeply aroused agninst the Maynooth Bill, W
Later in the weel:, Poel was the oblect of biltter attachks
in Belfant, and 4in Dublin Y. B, Porvand dencunced hiwm no

) X o
"the groctest troibor since Judss Iseardiot, e

London was in a turmcil, and rnogt of the Clity woes
reported to be opposed to the B111.° Large mestinge,
o bedng held against it,&?
on the

made up meinly of Dissentors, wes

and they enjoyed the howority support of The %

(2 vola.; B

“fw‘é%ﬁﬁdﬂﬁ); Appil 7, 18655 Liverpool

, %ﬁi&% 19, 1845, april 26,

ng Times (London), April 3, 1845, Aprdl 8, 1045,
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day that Peel introduced the Moynooth Bill into the House,

The Times ran o leading srticle againgt 41¢, calling 1t

tyranuical ot heert,%C The newmt day 1% clainmed that the
Prime Minioter was ap dichonorable = pollticel leader as
had ever lived, ond rebubed the Guverament for financing
"popery” vhen few 1f any poor Englishumen could obtaln a
subpldlized eﬁucaﬁia&.“ﬁ On Appll 5 it pon on antieMaynooth
shory on the front poge, and two doye later it attacked Peel
an wortilens, 20

ag a pan vhope fedlendohip v

Lecgs than o weel after the introduction of the Moye
nooth Bill the CGovernnent weas rupored o be in serdcus diffi-
culties, ond Mr, Fitsproy, a lord of the Admireliy, and Cope
tain Heynoll, a Household officer, were thought to have been
glven "the sack® for falllisg to vobte for the Bill on its
Piret reading.”+ Meanwhile the antiwHaynooth meetings were
becoming louder and nore disorganized, and they were ocour-
ring with inereonsing frequency all over the cgamﬁyy.ga

On Aprdil 9 the newly formed Centrnl Antiellaynooth
Corzd tteo sent a deputation to coll upon the Prime Minlecter

Wrpia,, Amedl b, 1845,
£ ; )
POtpid., apedil 5, 1845, April 7, 1845,

‘Ibid.; April O, 1848, Cf. Greville
pprdl s, 1958, Rr,epr, 0 T T T :

fm’ﬁlﬁ Meen (London), Apeil O, 1845, Aneil 10. 184
apral 11, TOEETT J» Aprdl 9, 18h5, April 10, 1845,

Victoric
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at Dowvming Street, to request "nore time before Second
Reading® of tho Maynooth Bill.72 Peel, rather naturally,
refused to give the opposition any more tine to marshal
support against the Bill, and he clalumed that the petitions
apainpt the Bill were reclly nenufactured by the Conmlttee
in London.o* Nothing loath, the deputation called upon
Lopd John Rusgell the next day, to see 1f they could cone
vince him of their case mince, as leader of the Upposition
in the lHouse, he could by vight demand up to silx weshs delaoy
for a pecond reading of the Bill. PRussell, however, tonpo-
rized, and the Anti-lMeynooth deputation ngain went awey
oupty h&n&aﬁ.ﬁﬁ

In Ivoland O'Connell, sponidng before the Repeal
Apsociation, sald thot the Haynooth Bill was serupulously
falr and that he wholoheartedly approved of it., But, he
went on o sny that the real intent of the BLll was to
undernine the Ropeaol movenent, and thot it would not puoe
ceed in thip--after oll, the Repeal sgitation had yielded
the Biil. He concluded by reasporting his support of the

53{%&?. Ae B, %eﬁa&l; ﬁd. and comp.y Procesd
fae sut4-taypooth Contorence of o7 (ondoni” Blacl

he Tlmog (London),
2y AE8B5;

jﬁmhawmli, Proceedinsg, pp. xRgidemsoseiid,
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monpure, bubt only taz o nodificatlion of an existing evil,”

and by donnnding an dnmedlate ond $o the Agcen ﬁ@ncyajg

O Apedl 1L Peol was vavagely abugod by The Timog

and by Feargus OfCoanorts ihe ortherp Stor.  O'Connor

denounced Sly Robort as incongisbent thourh cauragoous,

St 2 )
and mocked his “politden @@r%mrmanﬁaiﬁg At the panme tine
tho populay oubery arsninnt the 11l contimued to pgrow, and

in London the Loxd Moyvor was at tho head of it, 56 Bolfamt,

Horthampton, Blrodnghan, Liverpool, Honchester, Lelgh,
Stocizport, Saolford,; Ashton-under-Lyne, and Waredngton
were all reported to be violently opposed to Maynooth
5111.77 The eituation locked mo unfavoreble in the mide
lands thot the Hanchester Cuardisn felt constrained to run

& leading article egplaining its position on the issue,

celling the uproar "somewhat unreasonable," and pointing
out Your inabliliity ko comprehend" why the opponenits of the
Bi11 were not disturbod by the amount of the emisting Grant,

The paper found the Maynooth Bill vhighly desirable,” if

ury, Apeil 11, 1045, C4. s’ﬁﬁﬁvezl
i@, 1%&}&:‘; E}M&:@w, {3 ITI, 2
45, quoted in MeCaffreT, 00

Zho Nation, Amm&l Zm, 15

Tines (London), Apedl 13, 35485, Apell 14, 18453
naon Hews, ﬂgmﬁl 12, 18 §, . e

.(L@wdan), April 8, 1845, ﬁ@ril 11, 1845
hogter Guardian, 3ﬁr£1 12, 1345, Apeil i;,
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cnly because 1t would give a botter education to the Irish
wicsthood, and 1t endorged 2 Romon Cotholic Estoablishment
for Ir@lmndg“‘

Lpoin on April 11, while Pecl wos recelving the
thanks of the BEnglizh Roman Catholic prelates for his Moy-
nogth poliey, razors begon to circulate in the yrovinces
about the fote of the Maymooth 111,°% and "in sowe very
well-informed quorters,” 1t woag thought that the BLll micht
be logt on elther its second or thlrd readings because of
the Tories failing to support the Gﬁvarnm@mt.”“

While a few large meetings were held in favor of
the Eil1,€3 the Governzent was nore freguontly attacked at
them, and uspally vitrislﬁaiy.&& Thoso newspapers that
defended the Bill or tho Government were also heaped with
abupe, ag the editors of the Menchester Guardien
A corrospondent,; vho slgned himself "CO. B. H.." violently
attacked the paper, asgserting that thely position on the
Haynooth Bill wes “jesuitical,” and that thoy had no

found out,

iian, April 16, 1845,

11101 sLanﬁam}, Apeil 1k, 15453 Liverpool
L8345, ‘

fercury, Apeil 18, 1845,

& M™Mpes {L&%dan} Ap@il 12, 1845, April 14
1545, Pm% 10L5; lort , __,‘M,; A%wil ;, 10453 ’
}%ﬁ%ﬁh@ﬁit@y Guardion, Arri L, Aok
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conecept of olther “Chyisgiilan charity™ or “eommon jJustlce® in
pupportins the ﬁilgﬁéﬁ
Populsy feelings ageinst the D111 eontinged to mount,
and there counld be no doubt that the country was hoavily
agingt the D111, Thove were laprge antisiMaynoath neebings
in Edinburgh, London, Leeds, Manchestor, Coventry,

L6 ot Rochdole a

Bernondoey, Liverpool, and Hottinghang
loyge noetlng, conposed nednly of Dissonters and chedred
by the locsl maglstrate, was addressed by two other naglis
trates ond Yseverasl Dissonting smindsters.” They resolved
to pond a petitlion agninst nny grant to Haynooth to Vest
wﬁaﬁ?@ragf Petitions ngoingt the BLll were alego boing pob
up at Merthyr Tyavil, Alteinchem, Bury, and Middleton, &S
Only at Crewe had the opponents of tho Maynooth Bill run

into any real trouble, for thoere the rTcharitable and tolore
ant gplrit in the 'new town' hepd the number of slgnstures
on o petition acoinet Maynooth at an ingienificant i@@a&.ﬁg
After tho laynooth BLill vpassed ite second reading,
n expressed its pleasant surprise at

i“‘v%gnmgtmr Guardion, Aprdl 17, 1045, Another of
hie lobtors was TELNESS Ba-REe1 o1, 18ks.

GO 18 eemes , 7
‘$ @‘ximaa {Lwﬁﬁan Aprdl 1y 1845, Aprdl 1ﬁ 1845,
%-1 »"Ef lg%‘!"@,ﬁj J »jrj.gﬁ { . gzwﬂﬂ 3 - ’r ; ¥
 Nown, April 19, 154 fancheater Guardiads AoFd
M@%&rﬁvﬁ? Horoury : ;

5] Ww« 1 *! "h

¢q&».u~

[y Aprdld 18, 1885,
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the comfortable nmajority it received (147);?0 but Peel and
the Government were still belng violently attacked by The
DTinmeg and the Scottish press, and popular feeling against
the Bill had not dinmed in Load04.71 There the meetings
againgt the Grant went on, and with increasing savager:y:
Exetor all, the "home' of the Protestant Assoeiation,
was convulsed by the Blll's continued success, and their
rvage wag shared by the Wesleyan Methodiasts., Exeter Hall
and the Crown and Anchor Tavern, another popular meeting
place, were continually crowded throughout the remalnder
of the month,’® Punch now joined the fray, and gleefully
attacked the Prime Minister:

How wonderful is FPeel!

He changes with the tilwme;

Turning and twisting like the eel,
Agceonding through the sline.
L ] - * L ] L L - L * » - L ] L ] . * .
*Tis true he is a rat,
But what of that?
Tory he used to be, 7%
But now a Liberal het

But perhaps the pealk of popular feelins was reached in

?QMan-h gter Guardian, April 23, 1845,

71, ¢
The Times (London), April 21, 1845, April 22
18&5, Iy xay I IE%Z; ;g ? ? ’ ’

72

Tbid., April 23, 1845, April 29, 1845, May 1
1545, i 3, 1845, tay 3, 10453 Illustrated London lews,
May 3, o453 Manchegter Guardian,

?Jpunch, VIII, 191.
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London on May %, when The Times indulged itself in 2 leading
article full of anti-Roman Catholic sentiment.

The Covernment was still thought to be in grave
difficultivs, and rumors of a coalition between Peelites
and Whiges were rife;vﬁ and the provinceos were as agltated
ag was London. The night the Maynooth Bill possed its
gecond readlng thereo was a large meeting of the Protestant
Operotive Soclety in Iiverpool, and the Bill's succoss "made
then almost rampant.” Roman Catholicism wag densunced ap
vfundamental errort and the meeting resolved to petition
the Queen, bexging her not to sign the Bill if it passed
ite third r@adimg.?ﬁ At Bolton the opponents of the Maynooth
811l held two meetings in protest to the measurel's success,
and one wag held in the townt'g HMethodist chapeli at Stocke
port the Wesleyang were slego up in arme over the Billt's
succoess, and they drafted an "almost" unanimous petition
against it.’? Tury and Leigh were also disturbed by the
Bill's progress, and in beth towme violently anti-Roman
Catholic meetings wers held that drafted petitions against
the Grant,’C

7!‘3”‘”%} fimes (London), Hay 5, 15845,
?f.‘:
P

& »‘ Zn;.{ca iﬁ& t{ll {vsumrwi&ﬁ 2 Fia i.fri 1 £ b3 1&5% e &#Z“e U .Ll,a..c
mm:! oo ‘,.’ w E ’ ’ ’ ;2 L 1 »

onancrester Guerdian, April 23, 1845,
??jfbid, s Aperil 26, 1848,

C1pig., Aprll 20, 184S.
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in May popular feeling against the Meynooth Bill
ghowed no sign of &b@ﬁing,?g and the Governnent was dogged
with rumope of impending resignations, How Lord Lonsdale,
the Pogtnaster General, Lord Liverpool, the Lopd Steward of
the Houpehold, and the Marqules of Exeter; Prince Albertts
chief Houpehold officer, were thought to be on the brink of
reslgnation in order to be able to vote against the Bill on
third reading.>0

Over five weelks of violent public agliation on an
unprecedented national scale wae alitering the course of
thome oppoaed to the Maynooth Bill., The anti-Maynvoth
ian

movenent, as a leading article in the Han

chesteyr Gu
pointed out, had originally been directed at the extension
of the Grant to Maynooth; by May the increaningly frustrated
opponents of the Bill were slowly "Joining in one general
and fanatical outery" against all Roman Catholics (A Rov.
Mr, Paithfull of Hatfield, for emxample, assoerted that

thoge who supported the Bill only worshiped "the beast,”
supported Yapostacy,” and “erucifiled afresh our Lord and
Saviour."). The situation had indeed become Yam rancorous

o "Irme Tine (Leadaw} Aprdl 23, 1845, April 30,
1845, May M 1845,

ﬁ@ @@1&&@ rd tm bo ea&leﬂ in when an anti-
Hoynooth meeting ended in riot in Manchester. Ibid.,

“W m? 3‘8’{4‘5.
| w{}» y re

2y, Moy 2, 10455 Hanchester
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and bigoted en the 'no popery? howl set up by Lord George

L&
Gordon, v

Peel, who was fost becoming 2 herc at Repeal
Amgocistion meetinge ond amongst the Romon Catholic hilere
arch gg was the object of increasingly frenzled nttachs

in gwlanﬁzgﬁ and his Government's pogition in Scotlond
was scarcely sny better, Magoulay, who ropresented the
City of Bdinburegh, was “browbeaten and threatened™ by &
lorge number of his constituents because of his support
of the lVoynooth aill,ga and the Marquiss of Eredalbane,
prior to presonting &2 petitions with over ten thousand
signatures agalnst the Grant to the Lords, accused the

Goverament of ccting in an wicongtitutionsl manner in

trying to force the Bill through Parlioment,”” But the
extent of Scotland's opposition to the extension of the

Cf

Maynooth Gprant only became truly manifest at the end of

81"% or Guard
BOL. 4 Vol, % CLS )y D 1
Tuspstion,! ?um. XL, lic,

““The Times (London), April 1k, 1845, April 23, ZL&M&;
ol ereury, Mey 2, 10453 lonchester Guar gn, Moy 1h

) §3mha Times (London), Yoy 1
iy 3, 1845, Vay 10, 1845, May 17, i%..:.
April oz, 1hus; 11,280,

Trovelyon, fikf ife and letim g B %
eford: Thé Clarendoy oresn, 106417, iiﬁ

{5‘3

(?tvels';
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Yiays when the Goneral Assembly of the Established Church
of Scotland approved, by o vote of 105 to 41, a resolution
in favor of opposing the Bill, which it termed "aid [In7
propagation of pestilent error, 50

Still the meetings went on, snd they grew louder

and pore confused ng Vay wore aﬁ.g?

Stockport's mayor was
raeported to ke in London to "memorialize®™ the Tueen and
beg her not to sign the Bill if it ghould gelt through
?&r&i&m&nﬁ;gg the Mancheotey

London by a Rev, Dr. Massie as unprincipled and cowardly
&9

rdion was denocunced in

bocause it supported the Billy
Contral AntieMaynooth Comnititee appeared in Manchester

a delezation from the

andy at o loud and violent neeting, resolved to revenge
thenselivesn upon Peel at the negt General Election if the
Bill should clear Farmi&mﬁﬁuggﬂ on May 21, the day that
the Haynooth paseed its third reading in the Mouse of
Commong, the people of Warrinpion sent another petition
againgt the Grant to London, 7%

8{%}%&‘ s May 30, 1845,

g?ﬁaacﬁastar Gua 845, Moy 7, 1045,

®91m1g., 1ay 7, 1845,
O1vad., Hoy 14, 1845,
Mvia., May 21, 1845,
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The intense popular feoling againet the Maynooth
P11 was sdrrored in the pemphlet Iitercture mroduced
becauge of the Billts introduction into the House of
Cﬁmmeﬁﬂ.ge In e
wos claimed that the Covermment, by introducing the D11,

nooth, Tha Crown, And The Country, it

had conmed to tolerate Boman Cotholicicon ond was now
encouracing it, hobeaying beth Sod and the people of the
Trnited gﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁgjg The Government wos rebulred for atienpte
ing to seduce the poople of Ernnlard by its fortifying of

o Ymatlonsl evilY wilth "frech dlsesges’ rather than trying
to remedy the gitustion by the aobolltion of the Gront, and
for nebing "directly controary to! the "duty of the State to
1tgelf. o4  The pemphlet went on to elaim that the cotabe
lighment of Maynooth in 179% wos o terrible mistele, for
it wos really rotten $o the corot 1t was disloynl and
seditious, and a center of anti-Englisch f&eling;gg Horeover,

gafﬁr the i@?iﬂiﬁnﬁ thot exlsted nnmonpgst the Protese
t&m@@ whm Gﬁmﬁ&@d ﬁ%e He va&h Qill, cf‘, ”hmwm&l, Frﬁn

Yor:: Tew Yc:-x*! zxﬂ:war&.ly Prean, 10 3 | i
%&shin "Pho %aymantq Gront, tho stﬁentﬁrﬁ, %ﬁﬁ ?ian
amtahligﬂm@nt 1w§)w1?h?,“ Ensd ﬁuwa;ﬁﬁ§j1$4x :
?le ?Jm?z g@. %’wm. {JQ aﬁw 155t ‘_ﬁ‘ o )
Protestant Association and t&a &ﬁﬁimﬁaynaath A@iﬁm@imn of
18450 M Catholde ?iﬁﬁﬁ”4aﬁl Review, Vol. XLIII, Yo, 3
(Sgﬁabay 19577, hereafter cited as Cahill, Maynooth.

9 pomon ! L andeo
105y ?“ﬁ.f thy The Crown, And The Country (London,
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the B11l would only alienate the Irdish Roman Catholic clergy
and harm the Collese itaﬁifﬁgé The anonynous author also
attaclked Roman Catholicismn, and denounced 21l menbers of
that falth as traiﬁ&rm*’?

The Magynooth Grant, Foets ond Obamsrvatlons, also
opposed the Haynooth B111.9°% Tt claimed that the Bill

cavisioned Ythe greatest otretch of liberality? over
Udreaned of v for it was incongigtent if not insane for

a Protestant England to pay for the education of "o Romigh
gri&a%h&adgﬂgg The Irigh poople could, it argued, afford
to keep Maynooth going themselves and, beasides, Yneither
the Irish people, nor the Romish priesthood, fhould7 be
sntisfied with the enlarged Grant."™% another pamphlet
sought $o prove that the Bill ghould be oppoped because
Roman Catholiclen was, at heart, against tho Bible and all
roligious trﬁth.lﬁx The sominary wap rotten as well, for
it only tousht "ﬁaﬁgexaua erwax*"lﬁ& to vote for or to in

@%M‘S PPe ?{3“"’?15 73
971p1d., po. 6=7, 31, Sby 18, 25, 27, 14, 132.

cbﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ;k;}ff‘* 7W‘~p
9g--%”, PP 13“3‘#.
1001134, , pp. 14~15.

l&am sy PP ﬂ-""ﬁ;



any way approve of the Maynooth Bill would only aid the
insidicus and intolerant adherents of Rome, who were
anathema to all true Christiana.133
The Bill was also to be copposed as the original
Grant was "“bad in iple,"” for it involved England in

"nothing short of a national participation in the guilt of

1da1atry.“lgg The great error of 1795 had involved the
nation in the financing of heresy, end unless the Grant
and the Bill were abandoned at once, England was in danger
of being "abandoned by God, or visited with ifls Judpew
m@nt.“lﬁﬁ The day of rechoning was fapt approaching, for
"Popery JWas now/ waerching forward with giant stridoes,”
and 1t was a "Protestant duty" to oppose it in any wmy.lﬁé
Every true Protestant was exhorted to join in defesting the
vile 511,107

The textbooks used at Mayanooth came under especially
sharp attack, and Delahogue'’s Trea ¢ _Theology

and Paillyts ¥

k3 a0 on ﬁ{l}a‘tﬂ.

ogy were pilloried. Those books

1851bidn F ?Qc ?ﬂm.

0 of Maynooth (London, The
? Do

1951@1&.
106114, ©f. Thomas Gisborne, Maynooth., An
K2y s, 4

vaeatiraﬁicn Seriptural Principles, o
ondon, it s passgin,

167"ajn00tﬁ, The Crown, And The Country (London,
lul{))s @o 1. .

Taynooth
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wore “shown" to be "unsound and dangercus,” and to be
sinfecting” the entire Roman Catholle part of Irelandt who,
it wao asked, could trust a tradesman, servant, or mriost

Vi ,
100 pe entire moral

when they wore gulded by such booka?
Roman ﬂ&ﬁhmliei&% wap “ghown” to be an immediate and
ingidious danger to all ?r@t@at&n%&,iﬁg because it existed
in direct opposition to God and the coming of His Kingdon,
an VAdversary of God and %an.“llg
A1l true Protestants were asked to oppose the Bill,
which was described ao the weapon of the Anti-Christ: 9If
Protestantisn and ite leaders sleep now, it i the sleep of
deathn." 1 mhe B111 was only & plece of tawdry political
expedioncy, but it violated seripbural "truth” and worked

ag an aid to the lies of Eewa*lla

138"Vhe% wa recollect « « o that there are sbout

2000 unmaryried priests /in Irelan wa are prompted by =z
hizhey motive than m&rééguria@¢ﬁ§£§§ inquire what gartyaf
communications they are taught to hold with the wives and
daughtors of persons in evary renkr of Life « o % Rome
Cathollc Morallity, as inculeated in thﬁ Tﬁw@lu@i % 'ﬁi?? -
umguw 1 rEynoot “Collere (Dub. LG5 s De e

11@

B 0‘&?{2{%“» U.é. ‘

IQZE)# PP D)
11%;&&@., PP. Sy 7.
llazbié., PR.e Gy 13,
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The laynooth Bill provided "The great popular agltae-
tion of the year," and, while "the table of the House groaned
ander the mmes of petitions,™ + the politicians in Veste
mingter were the target of an unbelievable amount of pressure
from thelr conptltuentay the Carlton Club won reporded 40 bhe
furious with Peel, and "in a state of insurrectlion’ bocause
af the introduction of the Maynonth ﬂiilgziﬁ the Couservaow
tive whip in the Lovrds, Redesdale, roapgddly resipned in
protont to the maam&r@.llg

The Governnent wag in serious political trouble,
mnd those menbers who cupported the Moyunooth Bill were
placling thelr political careers in jeopordy. 116 Richard
Cobden wrote that "We are all bolng plagued to denth with
the fanatics about the Maynooth Crant,! and noted with
mone surprise that "The dissenters and the Church people
have Joined topether to put the screws upon the menbers®
of the House of Compong. Three daoys later he told hip
wife that the pressure had not let up, and that "2ll the

llﬁﬂgrlev5 Cmbﬁ n, I, 250; Harriet Martineau, A
ey 0f the Thirty Yeors! P (4 vols.§ Londons

TV, 2h7.

ll@@rﬁvi&&a, Victos
1845, II, 277; Stuart J. Reid ST
Yorks Harper 2 Brothers, 189§); p.
W0asn, 2R, . 47
++IGash, &R, pe 47, 1845 pril 32’
. fym’il - ﬂ’m:‘ii 1?5 1u£},}o
(medﬂp),

pril 6 April 22
3 %?lgw’ 1?5 1&.13‘»}'_,/

1845,




93

bigots in the country" soemed to be wrillting him about the

evile of the Grmm%.ll? Lord John Russell alsc received a

nutthor of threatening letters, telling him that unless bo

af London, would ahandon him at the next denoral Ela@%iﬂn,llg
Leasey Imowm politiclans were oloo subject to this

gort of prossuro. Colonel Vood, M. P. for Hiddlegex, was

rebuked by hie constiiuvents for supporting the Bill, which

they referved &0 "ao contradictory to the wopd of ﬁm&'”llg

word Joecelyn, who remesented Lynn, Lord Viorsley, it. P. for
Lincolnshire, and Sir John Basthopo, who sat for Lelcester,
2ll supported the 21l and all were doing 0 against the
vocally exproesged wishes of thelr constituonts;y thoy wero

the objoct of henvy vressure from hone and they were all in
orave pollitical danger becauso of thelr views on M&ynmaﬁhﬁlaﬁ
In West Kent, wvhere an election wag fortheoming, the Cone
servative candidate, Lord Holmesdnle, who had beeon unopposed,
was now faced with the opposition of o Thomas Frewen, and

only because Holnesdale was known to favor tho Maynooth

11? C I, I % 7 ¢ ¢ . 2y
_ Cobden to lrg, Cobden, fApril 11 Vu@i?. Appdil 13
Jati Ly Moprley, Cobden, I, 5§E~5§3¢ a ’

ildﬂuﬂﬁeligwé‘ biong, p. 1733 Stusrt J, Reid,

Lopd John Mussell (Wew Lork: Harper % Drothers, 1895),
Do Lotie

1190 mines (London), Aprdl 14, 1845,

120y , ,
Hongard, 34 ger., Vol, 79 (18 ) . o
811812, 1% » 4 s Vol. 79 (1845), pp. 735-737,
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5111.%2Y  7n mideApril Pringle, o Scots lord of the Treasury,
resigned because he did not feel he could voite for the Blill
on pecond re&ﬂing.lga The nembey for Louth was in frouble
in hies conmiituency, and Siy Frederick Trench, who repre-
gented Searboyough,; told the Houso that he had been openly
warned by "many® of his constituents to clther alter his
favorable views on Maynooth or to look elmewhere at the
next aléﬁﬁimmtlag

Lord John Manners lost hie seat at Hewark because
mothing but o fierce oppoaltion to Sir Robert Peel would
satlsfy the Tordies" tiﬁrﬁ,lau in Cambridge Esteourt was
roported to be in trouble with his poonle because he had
beon absent when the Maynooth Bill received its first
rea&iﬁg.lag The Earl of Sefton was forced to defend his
ro=Moynooth views in ﬁ@ﬁmﬁ,zﬁﬁ and at Greonocl, in an
election which "turned entirely upon ths Maynooth question,v
candidate Baines, who had been unopposed until sim days

ST (London), A:
ot 1 TETO0E, Aprdl 17, 1645, foril 32/ ian
fonter Guardlon, April 19, 1848.° s 18435

122
P@al to floytesbury, Aprdl 18, 1845, Parker
L, %§§,§a35~aaf;.;gg,, rated L .__ﬁﬁwﬁ, Aeril 26,

12 4annard, 34 ser., Vol. 79 (1845), pp. 958, 961.
1ohymiviey, Manners, I, 224-225.

125mme Times (London), Aprdl 15, 1845.
lgﬁ&ivwiﬁnﬂl‘%&ﬁgwyw April 18, 1845.
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beforo the election, was nearly dofeated by o man who only
ron because Balnes supported the ﬁiil.lg? M. Poto who
gupported the Bill woreo zloo in trouble with thelr cone
stituents in Devonport, Dover, Newport (Isle of Wight),
and B&rmi&ghamglﬁ% Miner Gibgon, a member for Manchester,
wns threatened and abused for hic stond favoring Maynooth,
langhester Guardlsn was compelled tc defend hinm in
pwint. 22 captain Sladstone, M. P. for Ipswich, and Stanse
field, who mat for Huddeprsfield, also seenmod %o be in trouble

with their constituents because of their favorable views on
the Maynooth question,l 0

Prossure could be applied by the CGovernnont as well.
Captain Henry Heynell, M. P, for liskeard, wag in danger of
loging his Household post because of his views on the Maye
nooth Bill, and he wam subjected to an intense anount of
rreasure from John Young, the Conporvative whip. Hig
patience finally »un out, Moynoll cousod the following
letter to be widely printed:

Times fLﬁﬁ%ﬂﬂ)_ ﬁy&*l 18, 1845, Aoril 16
Bt itor Guardion, Aprdd lgi 1845,

Tangard, 34 cor., _— 9 (1845), p. 12723 ibid.,
Vol. 8o (1678 - y.*zgg, 72 (1845), p. 12723 ibid.,
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Doar Young-~Peol and all of you way be dew-d before
I come uyp to wote for HMaynooth. Because Fit%rmg
and Helley gie rogues, that is no reason why I
should ﬁ@.

Lord Castlercach wae reported to bs encountering
Alfficuliles with hip constituency at Down because of his
pupport of the Bill, end his people were nmade even angrier
when he wag appointed Lord-Lisutenant of ﬁaﬁaa&ire.lgg The
Iaynooth DLI1 woo o meominent foature of the Leominster
olection, T2 and the larquisse of Blandford wes given “the
sack" by his father, the Dulze of Marlboerough, bocouse he
supported the Bill apainst the Duketls wishes on second
readling. 13k The eloctors of Denbizgh woere dlvided over
the B11l, and at Pecbleshire the incumbent pember waos
rebturnod without opponition, but hoe wae attacked becouse
of hip pro-liaggymooth pmgiﬁ;aﬁ“lﬁg Henyy 1Htcalfe, H. P,
for Tynonouth, woneg under heavy prosoure fron hioc cone
gbituency %o adopt an anti-leynooth pogliion, and when ho
refused he felt it nocessary to publicly state his rosaons

_ 353‘;{‘ XIGX.. 79 (:iuf@}g PP y,,{;.ﬁg@;
{London) ﬁm“’“ a3 ‘»33%;{3" Lyorpool .;.[fj : :
Cf. Zhe % E@ﬂé@n), Avriy

t”“Lﬁfﬁ Roden was thought $o have boon promisod
the pogition, but he spposed the Uoymooth Bill., The 9
{L@ﬁé@d}, April 24, x&a;p April xgg 18458, May 20, 104

Cuawdion 26, lb Sy I )a i rc 7 d&y s

1fﬁmhm Hmen (London), Moy 2, 10845, lHay 8, 1845.
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for failing to comply with their wishﬂ&.lﬁé Lord Froancis
Egerton resigned his seat for South Lancashire on May 6 at
least in part bocouse hic congtituents could not accept his
favorable positilon on E:ii:;amzmth,”‘” 57 and Mocaulay vas reported
to he in gerione »liticnl trouble in Fdinbwrch because of
Hls pro-iaynooth ﬂﬂgiﬁimﬁﬁgﬁg Lopd Ingostre, M. P, for
South Staffordshire, Codson of Hiddermingter, and Lord
Hexry Vone, who repregented Durbam County, were all in
trouble in their constituencien for thelr favorable views
on the Bill, ond one, Vaney had been attached for his gtond
n the quasﬁia&.iﬁg
The spirit of revenpge wos in the alr, and both
Manchester and Ulster reoolved to avenge themselves upon
thope who supmported the Haynoobth Eil&.igﬁ dlater ws
espocially indignanity and a leading Tory neowepaper, the
Colemparh, threatoned ten Ulster M. Pu's with politie
cal ruin for their support of the Haynooth Eiil.lkl The

L%uonenontor Gus

(London), Hay 12, 1045,
g Fge' % §L:1;‘g 16 3 1%5"
80 (1855), vp. 58k,

(London), i
lhl“ﬁ@ He
(London), May Eﬁ%
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Edinburgh County election was the scene of much unpleasantm

142 and Protestant feeling ran

ness because of the Bill,
hirgh throughout the summer, emblttering the olections that
took plﬁma.3“3 At Dartmouth the Congervative candidate,
who had seemed assured of an easy victory, went down to
defeat because of his support of the E&ll;lq& at Exeler the
Protestant Committee of Electors were requiring a statement
of religious bellef from the Conservative candldates that
it was cansid@ring;lgﬁ at Delfast Lord Chicester was cane
paigning as a Protestant, as the term "Conservative" was
ftonly"” used there Yes a term of r@@r&ach."xh&
The uproar over the Maynooth Bill was very slow to
subslide, and the issue was gtill alive during the General

Blection of lgh?.lg? While the Peelites did Ysurprisingly"

1@%&3 ﬁmeg (Lgﬂﬁf:}z’&}, June 65 15‘%"4&5*

434t Abinga L ' ‘ 5
At Abingdon: The Times (London), July S, 1845
July 7, 1845, July 8, 18453 at Cambridge cf. ibid., July i,
1845, July 10, 1845, July 11, 1845, July 1k, TOLE, July 18,
1%&53 at Southwari cf. ibid., August 18, 1845, Aupust 19,
1845, August 21, 1845, %ﬁ&ﬁaé 23, 10453 at West Suffolk cf.
ibid., July 7, 1845, July &, 1845,

umm” July 4, 1845, July S, 1845.

1 .28 N 3 #
sy o, lgzzzfs.a., July 5, 1845, July 7, 1845, July &, 1845,

61434, , June 12, 1845.

, i“?Chaxlea Wood to Lord John Russell, Aupust 1,
1847, quoted in Gash, R&R, p. 104, Cf. Thomas Ershine May,

Ithe Constitutional History of England Since the Accession
g seorge the fhird I LJE0 (2 vols.; llew Yorkt KA. C.

2 457-4533 Parker, Peel, III,
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woell in the election, winning 117 meats to the Vhige' 336
and the Protectionista? &Qigi%@ the momory of the BL1l
6311 worked acainst thoge whoe hod supporited 1t. Henry
Goulburn, Peel's Chancelloy of the Emchoquer from 1841 to
1846, had sone trouble because of Haynaoth at Camhridge, 47
and Lord Lincoln wos nearly defeooted at Fallviri: becaune he
had supported the Bil1.1%C Macaulay lost Edinburgh because
of 1t,%71 and Peel was informed that "!Maynooth! has cere
todnly destroyed several of our friends. ‘'Free Trade!
haydly ﬁﬂ?a”iﬁa

Put the wost inportent effect of the Haynooth Bill
wag that it destroyed both the party and the carger of Sir
Robert Pesl., DBy the ond of Moy 1845 the Prime Minlgter was
probably the most hated man in BEnplond, snd he hnew ﬁﬁik5§
He had beon compared to "tho young man void of understonding,

3#“3‘ B. C@nmahay, "Poel and the Peellitos, 1l846-50,7
Higtorical Review, Vol, 73, Wo, 238 {July, 19583

15 €3
149 3:}34552 3 Pe 437,
lw{}é&ﬁh 3

1”“‘(}. Js Trovolyo, Th
- {2 vols.} Ozfoprds

3‘*’373%11 to p ust ' bod
£ cel, fugust 2, 1347, quoted in Gogh
Poel, p. 5. 3 3 s G ALy

153pecl to Lady Poel, Saptember 3;5 18453 Peel,

Lottors, ». 2695 Peel; Hemodrn, IX, 107, 293
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who fell 2 victln to 2 woman with the attire of an
LB . . = S ' -
h&@iﬁﬁ,”lﬁ% amd was commonly referred to in Coungervobive

circles o o traiior and as o nen who hnd dghonored his
neme, hie perty, and his country, 195 Pesl was repeatedly
dencunced as o traitor, and for deliverins hids pardy into
the hands of 1ts enesles, o0

B8ir Robertts introduction of the Maynooth Bill had

created "frech pources of dlslike and disurdon betwesn the

b body of the Conservabives mnd the Government,™ and
by Spril 12 it wap clenr that Peel wag kept dn office
"ontirely by the ﬁy@@ﬁiﬁiam.“lﬁy Yhen the D11l pasoed
ite Plrst reading on April 3 by o vole of 215 to 114, the
vigtory woo only posalble becouse of Whig auna&vt.15ﬁ it

1ﬁ@*ugtaﬁ i Jal@@la, Higtory, IV, 249.

_liﬁﬁaﬁ““ 3d per., Vol, 80 cxaaﬁag P 7 ée

ines (Londdn), iywil 11, 1 45, cf. ; x "ConteBporary
rat Sir Robort ¢e@1 Vﬁl. s 0. CLAXKIV (Apwdl,
e %07"‘,}“115 ”%@ ﬁ@miﬁﬁﬁg" Vol. LBXI, Ho.
April, 1545), p @vﬁg o Zory Poliay," Vol, XKKIT,
How CLINVITT C(hupuet, 18453 b, 240

1jﬁﬁrﬁvi11@, Victorda, Apil G, 13&5, IX 272733

18 _Tines {L@uaaag I3 11, 1045, April 12 luéﬁ, Aprlil lﬁ,
ohSy April 17, lm#J: Moy 23, 1845, July 1@ lﬁk |

. e weop never forsiven for the ! wgwnaﬁh 7iil, Cf.
f{?.}.m&ﬂg HMetor 3 W; 250 ; %&:ﬁh@éj Pe 3.91'

157peville, Vigtoris, ATril 6, 1845, II, 277298

Loy Dovehester, aa., uﬂ$ Ticctions of n Tong 7 59 bw John

Cmm Kﬁbaauae Lord Broushton (& vol s.; Tow T0TiEs G leg
1 3 Ha w&

oy To Song, 40440, 7 ”? mm vm. 7
(1@#&), oP. 1&911l1, e ’ , 0L 7

"

&.;l"i:ﬁ&t(}w-u -3 MIQ 33”“.
1§&:-, Times (Londondy April S5, 1045, spril 7, 18553
Greville, Vickorin, Awril 5, 1045, IT, 277.
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mooed 1to pecond reading with a majority of 147 votes; 158
Conpervatives and 165 Whigs and Radicols voted for the Blll,
and 145 Congervatlives and 31 Vhipgs and Radicale voted

againgt 1¢. BPut, sos The Times polnted out, thirty of the

Conparvatives who voted for the Bill were placemen, and 64
nombers of the Conservative party falled to vote on gegond
roading. 159 On ite third reading the MHaynooth Bill poseed
by o vobe of 317 to 184, with 160 Vhipgs and Radicals and
148 Conpervntiven voting for it; of the 184 negabive votes,
151 were cast by Conpervatives. IHoroover, 74 Conservatives
wore not present at the éiviaiwn.ig@
Peol was now in a decieive ninority within his own

iz proclained an end to Conservatism., Sir

Robert remained in power only because there wac no aliternaw
tive to hﬁﬁ;lﬁl tho party wan, for all practlicsl purposes,

. 1L .
de0d. %%  pp Sir James Groha

1y the Home Secreotary, wrote

| “ﬁmmmwﬁ 24 ser.,; Vol. 79 (1845) 53
. 513 DD lﬁ#g*iﬁ#ﬁ
*?% {K@aﬁanﬁ’ April 2 Mi 18453 Spencer Valpole, The

B J@hmv?iﬁsﬁt. {2 valﬁti Londons g
eI Ly Ns i&}.{}; ot s

l&gi. s
Hangard , ,}{l L AN '7?‘{;:1. (lg‘zh?} . ?ip ’?1%53
he Times (London), May 23, 18485, PP et

| It must be also polnted out that, of the 47 men
who opoke againpt the Bill in the House of Commons, 39 were
nembers of the Conservotive party.

iglfﬁ} Iimes (London), April 19, 18453 Grovilloe,
Victoria, June 845, Auguet 21, 1045, II, 204, 290,

162 ,
Groville, Victoria, April 22, 1845, April 25
1@&5, 1T, 280, a&a, The i ﬁ,f’€L0ﬁd0n) 9éu?n&§ 14 1@&§:
Hongard, 3d ser., Vol. 70 (I1045), pp. O71-072; Vol. 80
CIOhEY, pp. 717-718.

Longmang,
e 1T, 110
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an Aprdl 12th, "The Bill will passg, but our payrty is
deptyroyed.t He went on to lapent that

& lorse body of our supporters lg mortally offonded,

g24, 12 Shel onger they ore.soffy to 4o avthing . . .
The porty rénlly came to an end on Junc 17, 1845, when the
dissidant "Protestant Conservatives” withdrew fron the
Carlion and formed the Mational Club, whose ain was to
propagate "the Protostant peinsiples of the a@nstiﬁaﬁiwn‘“xéh

igﬁagghmﬁ to Heytesbury, Aprdil 22, 1845, Parker,
‘ ﬂa&aﬁe& Sivthorpe, & Tory M. P. for Lincoln,
surmedwup the disgldent Congeyvative's viewsn on the Governw
ment and the Prive MHMinioter h@m he told the House on Appil
17: #1I will never support /Fee I*11 never ﬁﬁppﬁﬁt any
man who acks contrary to the dut; tﬁaﬁ he owes to hi
Soverelign, to the people, and last of all, and ﬁrem@@mﬁ of
all, %o his God, I nover wlill support any man whe does
this. . . ." Hangard, 3d sew,, Vol. 790 (1845), p. 888,

Glyg s, (London), June 26, 1845, Cf. Canil
o) The Tifies (London), August 16, 1845,




COBRCLUSION

The Maynooth policy of Sir Robert Peel and his
government destroyed the Conservative party. While the
Governnent remained 1n office for several montha after
the Maynooth Bill received the Royal Assenty it did so
only because no Tory alternative to the lsadership of
Peel existed, Disraeli was still regarded as a “"fop©
and as a suspect and rather disreputable figure; he did
not yet own Hughenden. Lord George Bentinck had supported
the Bill and was far from being well known in either the
party or the country. But, when the next major crisis
occurred, cver the repeal of the Corn Laws, the Tory mal-
contents in the party were furnished with a2 respectable,
popular leader in Lord Stanley. Vhatever public unity
the “"parity" had then pronptly dissolved, and the Govern-
ment collapsed. The Tories had their revenge.

Peel had as much to do with the destruction of
the Congervative party as did Disraeli or Lord George
Bentinek, The party was based upon the broad principles
of defense of the Constitution, the Church, and the House
of Lords; the HMaynooth Bill, at least from the Tory point
of view, wag subversive if not totally destructive of two

of the three main, cohesive props of the party.

103



104

Prom a purely political point of wview, Sir Rebert
Peel's sudden espousal of the cause of Maynooth College was
no nmore than a dangerous adventure, He and the rest of the
Government knew well beforehand the risks involved in any
loginlntive tampering with the Grant o Maynooth., He
stalked his party's future on a gamble in which the odds
wore leass than favorable, When Sir Robert lost the throw,
the %hipgeo came into power and would remein in control of
the Government, with one interruption, until 1886, His
tyictory,' aos Lord John Russell polinted out, was pyrrhic
ot %ﬁatﬁi

Cne iz tempted to wonder what would have happened
if Peel could have overcozme his arrogance and obstlnacy and
found himself able to discuse the Bill with the leaders of
the Tory wing of the party prior to its introduction into
the House of Comnonse If Sir Robert had clearly oxplained
the Bill's real purpose to Inglie, Ashley, and Ferrand, he

misht have been able to secure its passage through the

House of Commons without such frenzied and widespread
opposition; the party and the remnining influence of the
Prime Minipter did not have %o collapse over the issue.

Perhaps the mosmt ifmportant effect of the Maynooth

Biil wae not in Atz inmpact upon Poel and the Conssrvative

lﬂusaell to Lansdowno, December 27, 1845; Russell
to Bir Chaorles Wood Auyust 15, 1847; Russell, Later
Correspondaace. I, %9

‘ .
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party but in its effect upon Gladstone as a politiclan. As
Professor Fitson Clark has pointed out, no other Victorlan
politician until Gladstone "turned to the problema of Ireland
with the same resolution which Peel showed until his pupll
Gladstone took up the nathter in 1868,7° His spprenticeship
under Peel may oxplain both his pessionate desire to "pacify
Ireland® and hig lordly and contemptuous attitude towards
those politicione who opposed him in securing his goale.
He too would wreck his party over Ireland., CGueen Victoria
also may have renenbored the Maynooth evisis, and her harsh
view of Gladstone moy have been conditiconed ze much by his
controry and gingular actions in 1844 and 1845 as by his
well known tendency to addyress her "like a publie meeting.v
It is, however, extremely difficult to ultimately
evaluante the mituation that Sir Robert Pesl precipitated in
the spring of 1845. One can oither admire the men and his
courage in dolng what he believed to be right for Ireland
and England, or stand appalled at his obstinacy, arrogance,
and the willful, needless destruction of his party. One
thing, however is clear: Peel) was not the man to introduce
and gulde the laynooth Bill through the House of Comnmong; he
should have resigned and let Lord John Russell do it, or
fought a General Election over the lesue. He 4id neither.
Sir Robert had, more than fifteen years before the Maynooth

Kitson Claris, Victorian England, p. bk
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crigis, been respongible for the repeal of the Test and
Corporation acts, and he then increased the Begium
to Maynooth College. "Feats of this kind do not bear
repetition,” and the only 'surmrising" thing sbout Peel's
Conservative party 1s "that it lasted so long" as it atd.”

PHorley, Gobden, I, 373; Gash, Peel, p. 6€5.
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A highly interesting book, Its espousal of
the High Church, Anglo~Cathollic position wne the
product of Gladstone's emotions; not his mind, and
the bool emborrassed him for the rest of his life.

Gooch, Géuﬁ.,igé. e Later Coryesp: nce of 1Lo3 _
uepell, 2 vols. London: Longmans, Green and Co.,
An sdmirably edited and ennotated work, very
valgagl@ for the politics of the early Victordian
E‘iﬂl’ O3

Haly, V. Tey od. The lpinions of Sir Robert Peel, Express
in Paprliament and : i Londons hittairer &
: e

_ An invaluable guide to the speeches of Peel,
Haly, who must have been a Parliamentary correse
pondent for one of the London newspapers, here
crganizes undor toplc headings the relevant speeches
of Peel, It is also a source for many speeches nade
that gra not included in Hansard or in the collected
BPBschen. '

Jennings, Louis J., ed., The Croker Pavers. 2 vols. New
Yorizt Charles Seribner's Sons, 1ook.
, & mejor source for the politics of the age
of reform, Croker, who refused to sit in the
reforned Parlicment, was cne of the party's nost
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important Jjournalisots up untll the time of his

death, and his opinions, however wrongheaded, carried
sreat wolpht with Conpervatives throughout the United
Kingdon.

Macaulay, Thomas Babingbon.
Macaulay. 20 vols.
Oy e 1500,

The lagt four volumes of this work are of

real importance to the political history of the
period, as they contain all of Macaulay's speeches
in the House of Commons. o wos o far oore important
politicianr than most historians recognize.

Mahon, Lord, and Cardwell, Edward, eods. 201rs _

Fobert Peel/. 2 vols., Londoni John lurray, 1857,
Peel's menoirs desl primarily with Roman

Catholic emancipation, his Government of 1834~1835,
end with the repeal of the Corn Laws., Dut they are,
in terme of thie thesis, sbtill very inportant, both
for the man they reveal, and for scattered references
to the Haynooth Bill.

Miloband, Yerion, eod. The Oboserver of the Hineteenth Century,

1 @1@1#‘i¢ Longont  LONEmAanB, 1dbbe ' L
' v 1ight boolz, which vpresents the views of

The Obgorver on o varied number of significont

toples. '

Mill, John Btuart, Autoblopyaphy of Jobhn Stuart Mill.
§m§k: The WEW INericon LiDrary OF woric
9!\‘}&} -

Hot of crucial importance for thils thesis,
Millt's opinlons ave, howover, of gowe value. Uis
position on the Poor Law Amendment Act of 1834 is
illustrative of the Rodical pogition on the new Law,
end his intoleronce of the oppogition to the Law ie
fairly typleal of the views of those who supported

Hacvey ﬁap%ar, ed. Solec
Fake M Yoy i '

tlon From the Correspondence of the
Ty L80. LONAONS  HAcH 17

The elder Yepier was the editor of the
Edirbursh Peview, and he was always well-inforned
about polifical developments in London. Macoulay
was one of his principal correospondents.




Yayizory C, 2. Sir Dobert Peel From his %rivnﬁa Yapere,

3 vole.,” Londont  JOAn MUEroys 1oold L)
Thig boolr provides the bulle of ﬁh& infopw

mation upon which this thesis i baged., fccording
to Professor Gaoh, Parker waa not the beat editor
Foelts cmrramg@néﬁzcé could have had., But, thic
aside, 1t is & good collection of correspondence
and menoranda, aud it im the only collection of
Pﬁ@l‘s rapors oubside the Dritish Museun.

Peel, George, eod, The Frivate Lstters of Sir Robert Feel.
Londont dJohn furray, 1020,
Thic io a good collectlon of Peells corren~
pondonce with hic wﬁf& and farily. It was of real
use in researching this paper, but it contains no
letters from February 3, a5 to June 13, 1845, and
there is no way of knowing what Peel @wﬁvuﬁaly felt
about the opposition to the Maynooth Bill,

* gmﬁi Ine Wad] ffT: —
ir@@m, and (0. 1075,

AEHANG, L

mﬁia, and i%ﬁ companion volumes, form one of
the major resources used in the writing mf‘ﬁhi& thesla,
Greville was clexk of the Privy Council, and he was
an intinmote of the leading politicians af both parties
for the period covered in both poarts of the Momoira.
It is ¢&lle¢tive1y, of najor interest for the

ﬁinal higtory of the period.

poll

Rusgell, Tarl. DRoc oactions Suer AC1 Bl
Bogton:  Kobe : T*Qf*erﬁi /

L@rd John Russell's @ﬁlit&ﬂal menoirs, this

volune ig inportant more for ovents within th& Whig

party then for anything else, but 1t wos useful in
the writing of thip thosis,

Russell, Rollo, ed. E@;lg,ﬂeg@a@3w;da~ca‘af Lord John
Ensaggi‘ 2 VvOlS. : 1. Unwin, 1913,
This worl, odited by Lmrd Jehﬁ*s r@aluse Bon,
is not as well d@n@ as tho volumes edited by G. P.
Goochy 1t is, however, an inportant source for the
@ﬂlitiﬁﬁi developments of early Victorian England,

Sanders, Lloyd C., ed,
Longumons, Green,

A valuable 3ﬁurce of hackyrcnn& information,
espocially on Ireland.

London:
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Southey, Robert. Sir Thomas Mope: or, Collooules on %he
’Pragregs and Prospects of nociety. Loudon:  OoRi
Mirray, Lo ol.

An old work scarcely remembered if at zll,
and then only hecoume Macaulay reviewed it., It
illustrates how the High Tories felt about the new
industrial Enpland.

8%, John=Stevas, Varman, ed. Emﬂahﬁt}‘vyi-tsrical e
%ﬁggor Books., New Yorks bleday & COmPany, % NGy
a2
This collection of one ¢f the most eminent

cf the Victoriant's essays is very valuable. Barehot
was the editor of The Economist, a journal which
represented the most respectable of middle class
views in the nineteenth century.

Stratford, Alice, Countess of, ed.

of the Duke of Welll

] » 2 ¥ 1 B f 5 y ',

hese mamoirs deal ca*eflj with tha military
gide of hia Dukke's life, but there is some intereste
ing information in them of 2 personal nature, and
gome light is thrown on his religioua views.

Thackeray, William Makepeace.
and Character Sketches.
id Company, Lg
?haekeray went to Ireland in 1342 and he
published hie reminiscences of the trip., He was,
on the whole, shocked by the poverty and misery
that Ireland vresented; he was horrified by the
disgusting phy&iaal aamdmtiﬂ% of Maynooth College.

Lmt Right Jonourable Sir Robert ?ael
S. London: Leors '&gautiaéf@ and o,

This ip the complete edition of Peel's
gpeeches in the Houme of Componm. It is 2 veluable
source for any work on Ppel.

Thewall, Rev. Lo 8.

ed. and comp.
soth

“Laceediﬂve of the
q@ﬂ;e_eaqe ?f‘ Chy

. i iy L »

A ﬂﬂjﬂr source for any work on the Maynooth
problem, However, Thewsll is vrimarily concerned
with the divisions within the anti«laynooth camp
and with detailed theoloasicnl argunments proving
thot Roman Phﬁﬁmlltiﬁa is %3?'11} and religiously
wrong It has 2150 heen heevily used by Cahill
and Yaghin {g.v., below),



Thorold Rosers, Janes B., ed. Publle Addresses by John
Bricht, M, P. Londen: —Therdllan and Co.y 1070
‘ Tekon with the volumes below, these Torn
on almopt complete collection of Hrightt'n spoechosn
outgide of the House of Commons, They are invalie
able for any sotudy of eorly Victorisn Politics.

« BSreeches on Twestlons of Publile Policy by
Tipd thbe 8 VOlB.  Lonaon:  Lmesd lion ong e

Tocqueville, Alexis de. Jourpeye bo Enelond and Irglond
Anchor Buols. How York ‘ bleday & Company,
Inc. # 1‘:36’34 ,

A nagterful and perceptive account of the

twoe nations by one of the nost cbgervant men who
ever lived. This book is an abgoluie necegasity,
at lezat for backeround inforuation, for any study
of England op Ireland in the ecrly 1OL0's.

Erplish Higtopical
Uxford Unlverglity

Young, G. ¥, and Hancock
189%h, How Yorlk:

Documanits 19%3
- An esgsentisl tool for any begluning resesreh
in early Victorian Enpgland,

s .

Books

Agpinall, A, Politics and the Premo 1700-1850, Londont
Howme & Von Thal Ltd., 1549, '

A vnluable gtudy of the reluationship between

politices and newgpapersd however, no mention is nade

in the bool: of the Maynooth cerigis.

ﬁlﬁﬁk, ﬁ% i}ﬁ ﬂmlﬁi&ﬁm. “» SOROENLE 10 " ﬁ 2
Suesgtion 1817-10Y0, Cambridge: The University
Nf@ﬂ: Lkt e )
, A highly valuable background work, One of
its strongest points ip that it demonstrates how
complicated and involved the Irish question was,

Blake, Robert., Disraeli. Londony Eyre & Spoltiswoode,

e
1a7 6.

| The nmost yrecent life of Decongfield, and
the best one. It combines a high desree of
pcholorshiy with oe much literory nmerlt,

Brigge, Asa. The Making of Vietorian Enpland, 1783-1867.
nmrgvﬁ”ﬁbraﬁﬁasﬂa. TeW LOTRE  LArDOr f nOWs
Fublishers, Iucorporated, 1965,

The heet generel higtory of the period; it
peovides o great deal of baclkeoround information,



Brightfield, Myron J. ohr 4‘~‘, “‘ or, DBeorikeley:
Univorsity of Califox OhO .

The only nodern bimgra@hy nf Croker. In
torms of this study, its chief value is in dotere
ﬂiniﬁg wﬁatlarticlaﬁ wore written by Croker for

Ccuarterly Revies

Brose, Olive J. Churech ond Parlioment., Stanford: Stan-
foprd Univercity *raﬁa,”;ﬁ~~a
Miss Brome provides an excellent study of
the Church of England in the Age of Reformy and how
the Church was reshaped to meet the needs of ninew
teenth century England,

ﬁi)ﬁim‘h }?' k’&o bz ol : . e Ml wake ::f 2 ki
a Wgﬂc | Hle} ¥ 3:5& s 4 G1
A staﬁdar& h&aﬁary of %&@ Church mf Lﬁpxaﬁd~
the author seens to subitly resent the reforns nmade
in the Church dupring the century.

Cowherd, B. G. The tlcs L
How York Und ?'y 'r¢$$, L5
The book is not well &&ae. It is sloppy in
its scholorahlp and it often grossly oversinmplifies
the polities of the period,

iogent. Hew York:

Dovis, H. ¥. Carless. Hew York:

A roieouo of o bodk which first appesred in
1929, It ig highly valueble, both for the polities
and the literature of ecarly Victorian England.

Doubleday, %ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ; Tho Politiced Tafe nf Sir Hobert Peel
Bart. & vols. Londont oSmith, Zlder and Cl., Lo
‘ An old bYlography of Fﬁﬁl, 1% in ﬁ%i&l of

BoRe valn& ag Doubleday wog o more than passable
Goholar.

2

5C.

Driver; Cecil, Tor A r .
Hew Ymﬂ T oy ek A T K Y A

A magniﬁiaaﬂt bimgw@pmg mf Onoe af the nosot

interegting of the Ultra~Tories. FProfesoor Driver's

book is syspathetic but objective, and is parvele
ously well-writien,

Erglvine img, &mm&g The Congtl tu@4ﬁa i3 ﬁwsfurj Qf Inelond
Sircs the AccoGeion Qﬁ? Jthe third TC0T.00
, L0 o ¥oyice s xwma;rﬂmw ahf’wsﬁg 1547
Tﬁa guth@r, wau is more famous for his haaaw
Parlicsentary ﬂw&ﬁﬁﬁurﬁ, has wrltten here an
intoreetiag eolitical history of Eagland for the

mordod. It lo oblective and of ﬁaal value to kh@
%hﬁi:&r .

wu ?‘x udn
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Finer, 5. E. Th f Sir Hdwin Chodylcl,
j;f§a3ﬁ§a31 ] e ﬂ}-'

”hiﬁ fﬁﬁ@ biagraﬂh* of Denthants favorite
pupil chould be used with Professor Driver's hook
on Oastleor. Together, these two vorls o2llow one
to cloorly peo the comflidcis of the age, and the
two extrene pogitions that produced mueh of the
political anﬁ socinl ssmfli@% of the early
Victopion pordod.

,@ 1-,;3q.fﬂl Canbridge, Maos.!
ﬁ» A & : Ly ¥ 33 lgﬁla
Fra£e$asr ﬁa&h is the leading ompert on
the career of Sir Robert Peel, and thig, the
firot volume of his hiagraghy of Poel, ia a f£ine

vool:e. VYhen hisg life of Peel is counpleted, 1t will
be éﬁfmﬁiﬁi?%.

London: Longmons

This is ‘gmbabiy the best g:omtiml higtory
0f early Victorian Englend avallab

- o TR TR A T T T T T G

rofopacy Gash gave the Ford L@c%ﬂr@a at
Cford for 1964 and they appear here in slipghtly
different forn. It ig a must for any gnliﬁicﬁl
gtudy of the poriod.

Graven, Charles L. ip. Funchls History o > Hodern Ensland.
h vola, lew York Fredorich A, Stokesg Conmpany, n.d.
In terms of scholarly use, this work is ume-
vfiéé%i%y for locating articles and cartoons in

Halevy, Elile. i!%; julsys
ﬁ*wmﬁ il vf ﬁ Eij”wfnf'f; : E ]
iﬁ%&i‘ & vol o TYork:  Darnos & Noblo nc.,

Egsential background readingi ouch of
Profesgor Halevytls worl: has, however, bheen supore
seded by more recent and nore read&biﬁ

efforta,
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Hill; zaﬂ‘e L o Haried
De el

aple. London: Constable &

An alé &&nmgrayh on the attempt of the Tory
party to paln oone popular® support and followlinsz.
Its value today io painly in its chapters on the
party s orpanisation.

Hoddor, I o

ﬁﬁmyg

. 1036

) mhﬁ dﬁfiﬁiﬁivﬁ 1ife of ous af the mogt
interesting of all the Victorlans., Hodder dravs
heavily upon Ashley's disry, snd it ia an gosential
york for any 3&1&%ie&1 or rw&ijiaus study of the
period,

Jdohngon, Le G %ﬁ}ﬁ .:;ﬂ#HEFpZfl,ff{;_j;y , rind Lo,
%varyﬁﬂ!? "D FOTE y
A'@@r@ﬁpﬁiﬁ@ anal;&&a and imﬁargwﬂﬁatiaa of
the coming of dndustrialisn to the United Hingdon.

Hitpon Clark, ?ﬁﬁr”a 8. B, Peel and thﬁ.ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁyﬁmtggﬁ Farty.
Londont . Dell L Song Ltd 1520
A mogt informative 3&@&; af Poel and hip
relationship with the party. It undercotinctes
the lock of unity in the party hovever, copecially
in the perdiod 1075-1841.

L1 T > LY } London:  Hothuen
‘?%ig ia 2 very percaptive and sugpestive book,
and the Appendix, by Profeasor Aydelotite, lo extremely
im%&rw%@inw;

Id u.ipf:t .ﬁi;ﬁm‘?t fak 4 6) g
%%f.i“}- theo

An "foimi&l“ life thma in hﬁ sort of
boolr that led Carlyle to d&ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ biography, and o
elamm that whotever it was, it was aot literature,

When one conglders that &aw@hgvt@ was one of the
most inportant of gecond-line Conservative politie
cians during the poriod 1846~1878, this is &
srevioun lﬂ&ﬁq

Langford Eliaab«th.
The definitive 1ife of the Cueen, written
Wisb o preat deal of style and verve. % is & oust
for any study cof tho period.

gon Vietoris., Hew York: Harpor &
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Iondon: Hamlsh Homdlton,

%ﬁnintyraé Angus,
o An excellent study of O'Connell and his
movement 1830-1847; the bibliography ond the index
ore yory holpful,

Mapnus, Phillip. Gladstones A Biogrephy. Londony John
rkawﬁy, 1960,
The best blography of Gladstone, it la of
obvious importance for any serious waliéiaal
examination of Vietorian England,
Hoangergh, Hicholas, I ,_LohO 1. Toronto:
ﬂﬁivi@rﬁi‘%ﬁ Y
vie & a a ﬁ@% an& yaviﬁad edition of o book
published in 1940; it is an excellent survey of the

period and, b@sﬁﬁa& gorving an an introduction to
Vichorian Irelond, helps koep things in thelr true

perspective.
L@%@sz &ﬁ&rgg'aﬁ<f ng ! . - I vols.

Thiz is English h&siary acﬁﬁxdiaw to tho
leading lady Radical of the period. It is cranmed
with mipeinformation and is valusble rimerdily ao
an intellectusl document.

Mothieson, W. L. Eoszlish Ch «1840, Londoni
Longnenn, Ureen & Co
A study of tha ﬁhﬁrnh when 1t faced its
pericd of 'ultinate dangery at the hands of the

Bonthardites and the wﬁiga. A yaluable nmonopraph.

Eiciﬁmffr@y, Lawrence J, Do L EL o Lonneld anc vig senead
Jear. Lexingtont Unlversity of hentuchy Fress,
77 This is an exeollent study of 0fConnell and
%ge ﬁayeal aovenent., It wag invaluable for this
NOEL.

HeDowell, R. B. British {mﬁa@v ation 1832-101k, London:

Fabor and Faber N ‘ ‘
Frafesﬁar ﬁcﬁaﬁell is, along with Professopr
Gagh, one of the finest scholars wrﬁtiwv on Viectordian
&nuland. This book, which iz &afimitive, provides
n intellectual and pa&itiawi higtory of Conservaw

tium which i not only f@ﬂfmunﬁ but reandableo,., A
nugt for any politienl anplymis 0f tho period.




’.'”g*"i 7$fanfx;:i'” 5 e
The definitive work in its f£ield.

Monypennys We Fe mad ﬁmmh&@ ie B.
ROy rmoll Bl of Doesnoield

s harray, LS ,
ﬂaw’aup@rsaéeﬁ for the most port by Blakets
3‘%&&~li, this 1o otill a monumental landmork in
sEoriographys full of inforometion, it is @aﬁantiai
ta any yﬂliﬁicmi stody of the @@rimé 18351880

doorman, J. R H. A Historw of the Church in Enplaond. New
?@rh: ﬁearaﬁausﬁm orhan ; '
& good history of t%a Pharﬂh of England,
ewg&aiﬁliy for the ninetsenth century.

Morley, John., The ] if; pf Bichord Cobden., 2 vols. London:
Hoemillan and Co bed, LU0G

The best 1ife nf Cobden, it is essential

for an understanding of the a&wiy Vietorian period.

. 2@@»L@£e_gfﬁ%. Efmﬁlaaﬂﬁang.ﬁ % vols. London:
i L] \ Limived, 1903.
‘The old lif@ of Gladstone.

Howlon, Hevin B, The ?03&%&@& of Bepsals
Relations Bet i 1 Eoin and Ilre. ,
Tondons  HOuc % 7

This is a ?ey bﬂﬁh Lo &ny aﬁuﬁy of the Irich
mroblen for the perdiod. It wee ecpential for this
thasim because Nowlen i one of the few scholars who
appreciates the sisnificance of the Maynooth Bill,

Parker, C. S. Life and
London:  dJonn nurm: 18907,

Jne of tho ﬁéﬁf iuuartawt boolis uged in this
thesis. However able an editor and mnthor, P&rﬁer
here provides a sizeable portion of the Grahan
Papera, and they are %ﬂValu&Llﬁ.

2 vols,

Remsay, A. A, W. Siz ?ob@r& Peel., London: Conotable and
Conpany Ltc Qe
. gmaﬁ, aalid blography of Peel.
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Zead, Donald. P2 : RVaS , London: Ddwaxrd

' Arnold (TSR LG "” Crdew

An aﬁaclieﬁt mtaﬁg Qf tk@ bopie, but this

dor“, lilke Vr. ﬁayiﬁail*a malzos no reference Lo

the Haoynooth ymw%lem at il thig would be more
nderstandable 12 the aaﬁinﬁajnwath Myivati@n had

Ndﬁ been the most notable popular issue of 1045.

it im, howovery very good on the Irish problem in

peneral,

11, Hew Yorlzs Harper &
ell.

E@‘i&‘ stuart Je ] 2 (1Y I ;
ﬁra%hﬁra, e
An 0ld bunid useful 1life of Rus

s‘f‘i

&m&m,ﬁwmwmm {wmmgwg:r,gq f*ﬁ-a;gj¢? qW%
1826, Londony R loc & Legan rau
Thise @rﬁvidm vmlmabla bﬂﬂub %uaﬁ ﬁﬂr the
Irish problen as it existed in the 1840, It
veveals that entd«Roman Cotholiciamy tended to be
a vichle part of British life.

Goutheate, Donald. ZTho ey :
London: laciilion L6, 4 ¢
An excai&eut s%uéy ei ﬁh@ ”hi?a, it is
gopecially valuable for the rolationshlp between
Helbourne and Peol, and for its axnailan% bibe
liopgraphy and inde¥X.

Mmos. 4 volg. lew Tork: The Maenmillan

@

ay&w&m&lg valunble for determining the
intornal politics and pogitions of Yihe Thunderer.”
It also is essential in revealing the split belween
the Peelites and the rest of the pariy.

Thonas,

J‘ A, The House gg ﬁamwons,lmgfw;@k{,

xf ;' . CT R TR T T e i
Very vm&&a@l& in ﬁ@termxnimg Wb@ were and,
for the most pord, who were not, Peelites.

~Trevelyan, G. M,
&mi Af tar __

5

idotory in the Hineteonth Gamt
Oe  LIOTDEY TOTCADOOIG, | HeT YOIt
ey blighers, Incorporated, 1906.

a valuable survey of the periocd.

?rﬁvaiy&‘ e e
valm.

>34 ldnraw Ol‘fy@FM;HQ‘&Qt
Tha alas ic biography of tho great ‘hig
historian and politician,
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Walpole, Spencer. A Iigtory of Euglond from the Goncluslon
of the Uz ez vwar an 1olS. : vw a. Lonaon: LOnge
P‘Eﬁlﬁﬁ; r@@ﬁ ﬂi’lﬁ Q' uf).
Thmg is by fmr %h@ best of the preat {locod
af contonporary historles about ninetsenth century
lmﬂ&. Walpole was both & gifted pcholar and an
e writer, and he produced a superb and often
§aaaﬁra%&ng narrative history.

. The Life of Lord John Fusﬁggl. 2 vols. London:
Longinong, Groenh, A4 CO.y

Ingofor as 1t goes, the beot blopraphy of
fuasell., He is in need of a new life.

¥Yhibley,; Charles. I J@hm Hannerg and hio
2 vole. Loadent VAIIian DIScEWo:

1925,
The blography of perhaps the nost inter-
egting Duke of Rutland.

Yoodward, E. L.

Omfords The Cl ion Prosn, 4obe
Any anayslﬁyﬁﬂia %f infﬁrmstiar for the
poriod.
Young, G. M Vict@,; ion Dagays. Edited by W. D, Handeock,
Londons  OR% niversity Press, 1962,

@ha mm@% iliuminating single book ever
written on Victorian England, M. ¥Young not only
now hig naterial, bul could write and explain it
with o truly singulor amount of verve, under-
standing, compassion, and wit,.

Hewspopers end Perdodicale
glster, 1034~1846,

Blackwood's Magasine, 1835-1845.
Edinburch Beview, 1835«13845.

by s AL X&ﬁw&@%

n@ of the threoe greoat Tory reviews of the
firat helf of the nineteenth e&aﬁury. It however,
unlike Blachwood's and the Luarterly Review
for the most part been isnored *y'waﬁniarﬂ dming
work in sariy victorian hilstory, which lg why this
thegls drows go heavily upon it at the expense of
the others.

Annual Re

3 58 3," 3
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ated London Hewa, 1045.

‘ 1&%&0

‘ ,%vﬁmmﬂal*ﬁ leading wookly nowopaper, it
Was A warn Sawpartaw«af the ar wti-Corn Law Loague
and other ILiberal couses. o wno aloo fipn
comritted to the passage of the Hoynooth BLlld,

}f‘*ﬁf» e
| TA0LS 4t was o blewookly nowspaper, and
@tw gﬁiitics wyere arg@lv lile those of the Liverpuo
fercury. It also gupporbted the Government on Meys
; th, 2nd ouffered nesxrly as nmuch abuse for its
stand,.

¥ lu@f}i
Feorgus O0'Cannorts nawspmmwr, it echood for

the post part the dodly and usuelly verying vhins
of its maﬁter* It 48 2 singular poaper, and rather
amusing to rend,

s 1845,

g (London), 1834-184C,

Probably Peelin nost bitter and porsi
eritic anong ﬁka press, the poper seems to hmva
furned sgainpt the Consorvative loadership (except
for Aberdeen) because of its posttion on tho Poor
Lay Amendment Act of 1834,

1 luats
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