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C O E R C I O N  A S D  C O N C I L I A  r i o K  I N  I R I . I . A N D ,  I XSo-18y2, A Study in 
Coiiscwatii~c U~iionism, by I.. P. Curtis, J n r ;  Oxford University Press; 35s.  

I’rnisc can h.irJly bc too high for this definitive stiidy of Conscrvntive policy to- 
w i r d s  Ircland from 1440, but particiilarly from I Ski6 to 1892. All the main points 
arc brought out more clearly than cvcr. It  is obvious tha t  the combinrd policy of 
coercion n i i d  conciliatioii was the work of one ~ i i ; i i i ,  Arthur Balfour, the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland, supported by another, his uriclc, Lord Salisbury, tlic Prinic 
Minister. Lcft to tlicmsclves, the other (:onscrvntivcs . ~ i i d  high officials usually 
finished b y  ‘going green’, l k e  Hicks-Bcach, h o w v c r  tough to begin u i t h .  Salis- 
bury liimsclfwould have been even more cxtrciiic than Ihlfour, though credited 
by Mr Curtis with 3 wwnier heart and a capacity, not posscsscd by Balfour, for 
showing soiiic- syiipnthy for Panic11 in his trngic end. ‘I agrcc’, he mid on onc 
occasion, ‘with 13ullcr, thc “Special ~~oiii i i i issi~~iier” in Irclaiicl, that you cnnnot 
govern tlic I r i h  or anybody eke by severity nlonc; but I think he is fiindainentally 
wrong in bclicviiig that concil~ation and severit!. ~ i i i i s t  go togcthcr. ’I‘he severity 
nitist co~i ic  first. Thcy niiist “take a licking”.’ 

Ihlfour likcd the Irish as little 3s Salisbrir);. I Ic confcsscd to his iiricle in I Sgi, 
‘I have ticvcr qtiitc made up m y  mind whcthrr I dislike the Orange Men, the 
cxtrcme ritualists, the political disputers, o r  the R.C.’s tlir most. O n  thc\vholcthc 
last, but they arc all odious.’ But hc was far too disp.is\ionatc not to rccognisc the 
iiccessity for n double policy and Curtis suiiis up in some rcsycts in his favour. 
‘At tinics he cc~nicd to personify coercion itself. But Lvhnt has bccii ignored is the 
fnct, ii:coi;~:ci~~cn: t<) those who wis!i to divic!c E!:gik!i xl!iii:ii\trcltors in Trcland 
into good ancl b. id  1 1 1 ~ 1 1 ,  that Balfour also brouglit the sulwanrc ofcoriciliatioii tn 

Irclnnd’. It  call hardly bc dcnicd now th.it lic .uic! his iiiiclcl Salisbury coiiiplctcly 
misundcrstood the gcnuincncss of the Irish tlciiiand for self-Sovcrnrncrit. They 
both iiisistcd on believing that the ovcr\vhclming majority of Irishmc~i vxrc 
cithcr intlifhcnt or actively hostilc to what they rcgnrticd as a trumped up de- 
niaiid for self-rulc. 1)ut for good or for ill their supposition that the wholc issnc 
was rcslly a hrcad and butter question cncouragcd thcir policy of land purchase, 
fair retits (sic), relief work and the Congested Districts Board. Their fundamental 
error, thcrcfore, gross as it niust appear to us now, brought soinc compensation 
to Ireland. 

Once onc accepts the argurrients against granting Homc Riile in the 80’s and 
90’s (which is the opposite of this reviewer’s standpoint) it is hard not to agrcc 
that logically a policy of coercion was the only altcrnativc if anything like law 
and order was to be preserved. But the extraordinary aristocratic indifference of 
Salisbury and Balfour to the dilemma confronting thcni, while it may have 
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liclpcd to strcngthcn or dcadcn their nerves, is surely a final proofthat onecountry 
is not intended by providence to rule another. 

L O N G F O R D  

I I R I T A I N  A N D  N Y A S A L A N D ,  by GriffJorics; Allen & Unwiri; 36s. 

Ny3SaIand was one of the last colonial possessions to be acquired by Britain. 
Largely becausc of Portugursc threats, in I 891, this small land-locked territory 
with its warring tribes and battling Scots niissioiiarics became a British Protcc- 
torate. I n  the summer of 1964, Nyas.ilarid will attain its independence, even 
though it has no coninion I.ingiiagc and virtually no ccononiic resources other 
than an abundant supply of labour. In  reccnt yrars this country has played a sur- 
prisingly important part in African ;iffairs. It w a s  Nyasaland’s unswerving de- 
tcrnlination to scccdc from the lihodcsian Federation which was chiefly rcsponsi- 
ble for the break-up of  this ill-fated and half-hearted experiment in black-whitc 
partnership. Much of the credit for this little country’s remarkable influcnce has 
been due to the ability of Dr Hastings naritla who, in spite of only being able to 
speak English, has been accepted as its undisputed leader. 

?’he history and development of Nyasaland is a fascinating subject. It would be 
delightful to say that Mr Griff Jones has written a minor niastcrpiece on this little- 
known country, but this is not the case. His book is frankly a very difficult one to 
read continuously. In a bcwildcring fasliioii, lie dodges about in time and place. 
He has stiitfed his book \vith long, ancl often rcpetitivc, quotations. His o\vn style 
is f x  from limpid ;uid hc h.is n n  aggrav~ting habit of inserting ludicrous sociologi- 
ic:il platitudes such I S :  ‘Soci.11 concepts t A c  life froin soci;il context’. ?‘his remark 
opens J chapter. 

Yet despite these Eiilings M r  Joiics’ book repays clipping into. Ilc \ p i t  ten 
years as a young District Ofticcr in N y a s h i d  and clearly kno\rs and loves the 
country. He holds refreshingly strong views and has a vast, ifill-digcstcd, store of 
kno\rlctlge about this remote nation. If only he can discipline hiinself and try to 
write .I cohercnt book on Nyacalaiid he may yet producc a work \vhich is both 
rcad.ille arid iniportnrit. Urircrirl ord  .Yyojnlartd i j  unfortunatcly little iiiorc than a 
1io:cIi-potch of ten chapters. 

M r  Jones is at his best when di\cussing the problems Xvliich beset the Victorian 
missioiiarizs in Nyasdand, faced as thcy Lvcrc with the brutalities attcndant on 
slave-trading and the cndcliiic crueltics of tribal warfare. He writes of their 
choice: Tlicir actions had conimonl~. bccn motivated by an  active cympathy for 
the tinfortunatc among their fcllo\v-iiien; thcy were also convincetf ofthc horror 
of violence. ’The potential conflict bct\vccii these clcnicnts in their tliliking had 
been siiffocatcd in the coinfortable socictics from which thcy had sprung, and 
the inoralicings appropri~tc in thosc socictics secnicd woolly iii the sharp realities 
of disorder. There was no hopc of cva\ion, no authority to appeal to. no Caesar 
to ~ . I i o m  thcy might render incoiivcnicnt responsibility. Thc alternatives prc- 
scntcd theinscl\w, per,istent and embarrassingly Ilakcd. One after another these 
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