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The principal tepic of public interest in
Ireland between 1861 and 1865 was indis-
putably the American Civil War. The emi-
gration of large numbers of Irishmen to the
New World in the two decades before the
war had established strong ties of both affec-
tion and blood between the two nations; and
the Irish had, more importantly, come to
recognize a close parallel between their own
recent political history and that of the
United States.

The Anglo-Irish Act of Union of 1800,
which had abolished the Dublin parliament,
had sharply divided the Irish citizenry into
two main camps of political opinion: the
unionists, who opposed the separation of
Ireland from Great Britain; and the nation-
alists, who advocated self-determination or
independence for Ireland. That some rep-
resentatives of these two factions should be
sympathetic, respectively, to the struggies of
the American North to preserve the threat-
ened Union, and of the American South to
establish its sovereign independence, was
doubtless inevitable, Many of the national-
ists were able to combine a feeling for the
southern rebellion with a particularly strong
hostility toward American abolitionism.

But perfect concordances between domes-
tic and American issues were possible for
only a portion of the articulate Irish public.
Irish unionism was itself fractured into sev-
eral groups—at the two extremes a small
party of social Radicals and a far larger
band of conservative Whigs; and if the
Radicals could look with equal hope to the
American Union for emancipation of the
Negro, and to the Empire for an enlightened
progressivism, the more reactionary union-
ists would be by no means displeased at the
break-up of the old rebel Republic. Irish
nationalist sympathy with the American
South was shadowed by a long-standing
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PREFACE

This book is a study of the reaction in Ireland to the American Civil
War and deals principally with the dominant issues arising in Irish
public opinion. It is not a work in the social sciences: I have not aimed
at statistical sophistication in the weighing of conflicting attitudes,
though of course I want to indicate roughly the main drifts. It is,
rather, a study in the texture of opinion—the moral commitments and
the moral ambiguities, the shading of liberal into self-determinist into
apologist for a slave power and of reformer into emancipationist into
militarist, and through it all, the connections and analogies that men
could conjure for themselves between domestic and foreign issues. In
order to trace the shades of opinion of the many factions in Ireland on
the very complex issues of the war, I found it necessary to mention such
diverse subjects as the Copperheads and the cotton famine, the unifica-
tion of Italy and the Act of Union of 1800, and the Battalion of St.
Patrick in the Papal Army and the Irish Brigade in the Union army.

I am indebted to many people who aided me in my research: Mr.
T. P. O'Neill and the staff of the National Library of Ireland; Miss
McGrath and the staff of the State Paper Office, Dublin Castle;
Mrs, Goodbody and the staff of the Friends House Library, Dublin; and
the staffs of the Trinity College Library, the British Museum, the Insti-
tute of Historical Research (London University), the Irish Folklore
Commission, the Public Record of Northern Ireland, the Rhodes House
Library (Bodleian), the Edinburgh University Library, the Library of
Congress, the National Archives, and the Catholic University of Amer-
ica Library.

I am especially grateful to Professor T. W. Moody for his gentle
but sure guidance and to Professor Thomas R. West for his perceptive
criticism.

Finally, I want to thank the Friendly Sons of St. Patrick of Washing-
ton, whose grant helped make this research possible, particularly Mr,
Joseph P. Tumulty, Jr; and Robert D, FitzSimon, Robert J. Hunter,
Joseph P, Starr, and Matthew R. Temmel,
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Some of the ideas and materials in this book, further elaborated, have
appeared in articles published in the American Historical Review (July,
1964), the Catholic Historical Review (January, 1964), Civil War His-
tory (March, 1966), and the Journal of Southern History (August,
1967).

J. M. H.
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<& Chapter One

‘'HR CORPSE
ON THE DISSECTING-TABLE’’

The American Civil War was the principal topic of public interest in
Ireland from 1861 to 1865. The size of Irish emigration to the United
States guaranteed this. One newspaper rightly remarked: “The Ameri-
can war touches Ireland more nearly than almost any other country in
the world. For every parish in Ireland, there is at the other side of the
Atlantic an almost corresponding colony of people, bound by ties of
affection and blood. In their sufferings our people suffer.” * Irish-Amer-
icans, in tumn, followed the arguments that Irish nationalists in the
homeland waged among themselves over the issues of the war. The New
York Irish-American observed: “. . . “The American question’ has taken
so strong a hold on the Irish people at home, that its discussion has su-
perseded every other consideration; and the foremost men of our race are
gradually taking sides in opposition on it in a manner which threatens to
interfere with the harmony which should prevail among men of true
national feeling. It is worse than absurd.”* The American consul in
Dublin was acutely aware of the importance of the Civil War to
Irishmen and of a favorable Irish public opinion to the United States.
He wrote to Secretary of State Seward in 1864:

As Irelond is the most important foreign country to us, having sent more
emigrants during the past year, to cultivate our Jands and enrich %he republic,
than all the world beside, and having also supplied our army and navy with many
thousands of brave and hardy soldiers and sailors, it is wel! to keep an observant
eye on public feeling and the press of the countey, in order the better to enable us
to neutralize both, so far as they may be damaging to our interests, and to shape
out course to that end.®

Aside from emigration, another fact held the attention of the Irish
to the conflict overseas. A close parallel existed between Irish and
American political history during the nineteenth century, In the 182('s
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southerners seriously began to “calculate the value of the Union”; * and
from the Act of Union of 1800, abolishing the independent parliament
in Dublin and leaving Irish affairs to be decided by an uninterested
British parliament at Westminster, Irish nationalists agitated for repeal
of the union between Ireland and Great Britain. There was a remark-
able forecast in the concluding words of the inscription on the statue of
Robert, second Marquis of Londonderry and Viscount Castlereagh
(1769-1822), in Westninster Abbey: “. . . And Ireland will never
forget the statesman of the legislative union.” ® The awareness on the
part of Irish contemporaries of the similarity between the two situations
was important in the development of opinion toward the American
crisis. Yet the issues of the war appeared very complex to Irishmen; and
there were inconsistencies as well as consistent patterns in the forming
of public opinion—as evidenced by the editorial of the Confederate
propaganda organ in the United Kingdom, the Index, which, in ex-
plaining the reasons for the lack of prosperity in Ireland in comparison
with England, remarked: “It is not the union; that is the one salvation of
Ireland.” ¢

At the outbreak of the American Civil War, Ireland politically was in
very poor condition, There appeared “to be no more hope for the Irish
cause than for the corpse on the dissecting-table.”” A contemporary
politician wrote that in 1860 “politics in Ireland had apparently gone to
sleep. . . . The surface was as calm as it could be made by pinching
want and by dire anxiety to obtain the bare means of existence.” ® In
1861 the Anglo-Irish historian W. E. H. Lecky referred to “the present
disorganized state of public opinion, the strange combination of extreme
liberal politics with strong sympathies for foreign despotisms, the in-
tense aversion to everything English manifested by the mass of the
people.” He believed that “national feeling” in Ireland had departed:
“We have an English party among us, and an Italian party; but we look
in vain for an Irish party.” Lecky was speaking of those Anglo-Itishmen
who thought of themselves purely as Englishmen and those Roman
Catholic Irishmen who placed their religion—or rather, the temporal
power of the papacy—above all else. He was uncertain “whether those
are further removed from the traditions of nationality who repudiate all
national sentiments as Irishmen, or those who would make their coun-
try simply the weapon of their church, and sacrifice every principle of
liberalism upon the altar.” * The aristocracy and the Catholic church
were the only two well-organized pressure groups in Ireland in 1861,
Otherwise, factionalism was rampant, There was no Daniel O'Connell—
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no national leader of public opinion and idol of the people—but only
leaders of factions within factions.

The principal clash within Irish public opinion was between union-
ist *° and nationalist. The unionists supported the Act of Union and con-
sidered Ireland in all political matters merely a geographical term for a
portion of the United Kingdom. Among the Irish unionists, four politi-
cal factions existed. Corresponding to their English counterparts were
the Liberal-Whig alliance supporting the Palmerston administration,
the Conservatives, and the Radicals or left wing of the Liberal party
who were followers of Bright and Cobden. The fourth, the Catholic
unionists, were Irish Catholic supporters of Palmerston’s administration
and comprised the vast majority of middle- and upper-class Catholics in
Ireland.* Many of the Catholic unionists, most of whom were Gladsto-
nian {middle-of-the-road) Liberals, were converts from constitutional
nationalism through political opportunism or despair.*® With the rebirth
of the home-rule movement in the seventies, many were reconverted.
They were principally concerned with Catholic interests, to which they
subordinated all else.

Opposing the unionists were the Irish nationalists, who in turn can
be subdivided into two groups. The moderate or constitutional national-
ists desired an independent Irish legislature for domestic affairs and
sought to achieve this through moral force and political agitation. Most
of the moderate nationalists were Catholics, and joined with Catholic
unionists on specifically Catholic issues. The extreme or revolutionary
nationalists, the Fenians and their sympathizers, desired through revolu-
tion to establish a republic in Ireland, completely divested of all politi-
cal association with Great Britain.

Constitutional nationalism appeared effete in the eyes of many patri-
otic and idealistic young Irishmen. In 1858, in Ireland and the United
States, they formed the Irish Republican Brotherhood or Fenian Broth-
erhood, a secret organization dedicated to the establishment of a re-
public. They attacked the constitutional nationalists more vociferously
than the unionists and alienated many would-be friends. The L.R.B.
claimed to have had many town laborers as members, but it made little
headway among the peasants, who were controlled by the parish priests.

Religious issues were very much in the ascendant in Ireland from
1861 to 1865, The Catholic clergy was principally interested in dises-
tablishing the state-supported Anglican Church of Ireland, and this
Gladstone succeeded in doing in 1869. Paul Cullen, archbishop of
Dublin, a leader of the Catholic unionists, believed the best way to
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achieve disestablishment was to support the Liberals; in his view, the
Conservatives were unalterably pledged to the establishment. But Irish
Catholics also had a grievance against the Liberals: their support for the
unification of Italy and opposition to the temporal power of the papacy.
A few Catholic unionists believed that the Conservatives should be
supported because of their opposition to Italian nationalism. The Tablet
adopted this attitude, and its editor referred to Archbishop Cullen as
“Paul Cullen of Dublin, arch-Whig as well as arch-bishop.”** With
Palmerston firmly entrenched after 1859 and with the Gladstonian
section of the Liberals more interested than the Conservatives in the
welfare of Irish Catholics, the Catholic unionists followed Cullen's
lead.

The attitude of Cullen and most of the Catholic clergy toward Irish
nationalism was influenced by their religious beliefs.** They viewed the
Fenians as anticlericals and red republicans, who were as much a
danger to the church in Ireland as were the Red Shirts to the church in
Italy. Catholic Fenians, however, were not anticlerical but merely
attacked clerical influence in politics, criticizing the self-righteous and
omniscient attitude of Archbishop Cullen, an “apple of God's eye,” as
James Joyce scornfully tagged him.** The Conraught Patriot, in an
editorial supporting the principles of the Fenians, expressed their atti-
tude toward Cullen’s condemnation of the secret brotherhood: “If a
council, representing the entire Church, would pronounce them [the
principles of Fenianism] as dangerous to faith and morals, then, indeed,
would we, at once, and, unhesitatingly, yield implicit obedience.” The
Patriot saw a historical parallel in the anti-Fenian sermons of the Irish
hierarchy and clergy: “ . .. We know that red crimes had been
committed in the name of the Church, when Galilleo [sic] had been

ted by a few narrow-minded prelates and priests, . . . ** Most
Catholic Irishmen during the 1860’s, however, saw a more basic conflict
between Fenian principles and their religious beliefs; and their religion
generally received their allegiance. They would be Catholic Liberals or
constitutional nationalists, and no more,

Actually, religion bad pushed politics out of the limelight. The
defection of Cullen and the Catholic Liberal unionists greatly contrib-
uted to the disintegration of the feeble independent Irish parliamentary
party of the fifties. The remnants of the non-aligned opposition party
disagreed over parliamentary tactics, particularly in reference to Palm-
erston’s policy on the question of the Papal States. The party split
down the middle in the crucial vote in March, 1859, that brought the
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downfall of the Conservative government. Six members voted with the
Conservatives because of their foreign policy aimed at the preservation
of peace in Italy; and five, with the Liberal oppesition. The party
collapsed, but individuals professing the principle of independent oppo-
sition, such as John Francis Maguire and Daniel “The O'Donoghue,”
continued to sit in the House of Commons."

During the Civil War, Ireland was in a disastrous economic condi-
tion, Through the death toll of the famine of 184547 and the excessive
emigration thereafter, the country had lost 30 per cent of its popula-
tion.'* Moreover, a series of crop failures occurred in Ireland from 1860
to 1863. Available contemporary information revealed that they were of
grave proportions. According to the budget report on April 16, 1863, of
Chancellor of the Exchequer W. E. Gladstone, Irish distress was appar-
ently worse than the more publicized distress in Lancashire. Gladstone
pointed out that as a result of the cotton famine, trade to the United
States in British goods fell from £22,000,000 in 1859 to £14,000,000 in
1862, but that at the same time this decrease was more than made up by
the £12,000,000 increase in trade to France, such as in woolen goods.
But Gladstone’s statistics demonstrated a more grimly substantial slump
in Irish agriculture. The yearly average value of Irish agricultural
produce from 1856 to 1859 was £39,000,000. The agricultural produce
for 1860 was valued at £35,000,000; for 1861, £29,000,000; and for
1862, £27,000,000. Thus there was a decrease of £12,000,000 or “nearly
one-half of the total estimated value of the agricultural products of the
country” and not far short of the established annual valuation of Ireland
in 1862, £13,400,000.* Irish agriculture was the biggest economic prob-
lem for the United Kingdom in 1862, the crucial year in the diplomatic
history of the Civil War.

For Lancashire, where “. . . one of the wealthiest portions of the
country, and perhaps the very wealthiest portion of its labouring popu-
lation, [was] in a condition of unexampled prostration and of grievous
suffering,” * the distress was well known, and money was pouring in
from many parts of the world® On the other hand, the Irish crop
failures had been “but partially mentioned” in the House of Commons,
and Gladstone doubted “whether the attention of the public had been
fully awakened to the amount of calamity which during the last few
years has befallen that portion of the United Kingdom.” The Irish
economy was “partially balanced by the favourable condition of the
linen manufacture [in Ulster].” Nor was the distress concentrated like
that in Lancashire “at a particular point on the surface of the country”
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but was “generally diffused” and “as broad as the area of agricultural
industry. . . .”# As Gladstone’s report revealed and Irish observers
pointed out, the Lancashire cotton operatives were in a better position
to withstand hardship than were the Irish peasants; and since Lanca-
shire distress was more concentrated, it could more easily be alleviated.

On April 27, 1863, in the House of Commons, John Francis Ma-
guire, one of the leading constitutional nationalists and lord mayor of
Cork, expressed even greater concern than Gladstone about Irish dis-
tress: “ . . I deeply regret to be compelled to assert that nearly all
Ireland is now one Lancashire. I am convinced that there is more actual
and terrible distress in many counties in Ireland than in all England
put together. There are alas! many districts in Ireland in which the
people are literally starving, . . . %

The Conservative Irish Times, spokesman for the landlords, which
supported Irish contributions to the Lancashire cotton operatives’ fund
against the wishes of many nationalists who opposed such generosity on
the grounds that “charity begins at home,” believed that Irish distress
was worse than that in Lancashire.* Fortunately, 1863 was a better year
for Irish agriculture, and famine was staved off.

The Civil War made Irish distress even more unbearable. During
1861 and 1862 uncertainty over conditions in war-torn America slowed
emigration when most needed as a safety valve in Ireland.® And in
creating unemployment in Lancashire, another “El Dorado” for Irish-
men, the war deprived many Irishmen there of jobs and of money to
send home.” Furthermore, the Civil War reduced remittances from
America that were very much needed in Ireland, and wives and parents
in Ireland were often either overlooked or ineligible for financial com-
pensation for the deaths of husbands and sons in the war.* Economi-
cally, the Irish peasants were among the worst victims of the war.

The one exception to the general economic state of mid-Victorian
Ireland was the condition of Ulster. East Ulster had in 1861 a Protes-
tant preponderance of seventy-one per cent, and Preshyterianism was the
leading Protestant persuasion, with Belfast its major stronghold. There
was also developing in Ulster Protestant opinion a strong attachment to
the union between Great Britain and Ireland and increased opposition
to home rule. Because of the Ulster custom of tenant-right, the farmers
of that province were much more prosperous than those in the other
three. East Ulster, moreover, had become increasingly industrialized,
and this reduced emigration during the famine; Belfast could be consid-
ered an outpost of industria] Britain.”
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As Gladstone noted in his budget report of April, 1863, the linen
boom in Ulster partially offset the agricultural distress in Ireland. Even
the Ulster farmers benefited From the boom through the increased
cultivation of flax. However, there was an exception to Ulster prosper-
ity. The cotton famine that increased the demand for linen goods
wreaked havoc in the hand-loom cotton-weaving industry in Ulster. In
fact, the cotton famine of 1862 to 1863 practically swept out of exist-
ence the 20,000 weavers and 80,000 muslin embroiderers who worked
within a ten-mile radius of Belfast.® Many of them were eventually
absorbed into the linen industries, but during the winter of 1862-63 the
hand-loom weavers suffered great hardships. The secretary of the Lis-
burn Relief Committee wrote in January, 1863: “The causes which
have produced such distress in Lancashire have acted with still greater
severity on our poor operatives, who were only able in the best times to
eam bare subsistence, and consequently, when the collapse came, they
had no reserve funds to fall back upon.” ** Some of the unemployed
cotton-weavers emigrated. The Lisburn Relief Committee sent 253
persons to New York on one ship and 137 to Philadelphia on another.™

Culturally as well as economically, East Ulster with its Protestant
majority of Scots and other lineage constituted one of the two major
social groups that stood separate from the mass of the Irish peasantry.
The other was the Anglo-Irish landed aristocracy, almest exclusively
Protestant. East Ulstermen and Anglo-Irish landlords shared one politi-
cal sentiment—with a few exceptions they were British unionists, and
deep in their patriotism: for Ulster had long since expunged the old
separatist strain of the 1790's. But here the likeness ended. On social
and political questions other than that of union, in fact, many of the
Anglo-Irish occupied the most reactionary, and a few Ulster Protestants
the most reformist, ends of the spectrum. The interest of the landlord
aristocracy is obvious; Ulster Radicalism needs a little explanation. Its
main source, it would appear, was a dissenting Protestant moralism of
the sort that produced the Brights and the Forsters of the century. Its
program included support of the abolitionist movement abroad, exten-
sion of the suffrage, disestablishment of the Irish—and even, among
some Radicals, of the English—Church, and a few measures, land and
educational reform, that hinted of social democracy.

These differences within the Protestant unionist ranks made for
divergencies of response to American affairs. Among the most reaction-
ary unionists, those who were of the right within the Conservative
party, British chauvinism was allied to a long-standing animosity toward
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the American republic—and during the Civil War, to a sympathy with
a South that Britain envisioned as aristocrat. Most of the East Ulster
population, taking a milder view of the issues, would probably support
recognition of the Confederacy, not through hostility to the United
States but through a desire to an end of an apparently futile war.
Radicals, on the other hand, were by nature pro-American; the young
republic was their political model, and its war with the slave power was
their war, A few abolition unionists went further, finding in the idea
of American union a cause analogous to their own.

If ynionjsm could find a certain identity between its domestic aspira-
tion and that of the Yankees, a majority among the constitutional
nationalists identified with the separatist rebellion of the American
South. But the United States, first rebel nation against the Empire and
refuge to the Fenians, had long been held in special esteem among Irish
separatists, whose tendency always was to support Washington in its
disputes with Westminster. Numbers of Fenians therefore took the side
of the North. And in truth, the war created a crisis of sympathies
within Irish nationalism, and within the individuals who espoused it.

Finally, it should be noted that, with national hopes at such an ebb as
they were in Ireland at the outbreak of the war, the national spirit was
nurtured by romanticized accounts of the heroic exploits of Irishmen
abroad.® The Irish brigades in continental armies had long been a
source of pride and inspiration for many young Irishmen and were
commemorated in ballads and poems. In 1860 the Battalion of St.
Patrick, consisting of about one thousand men, fought futilely in the
papal armies; but in the minds of many Irishmen, the Battalion had
sactificed not only for the pope but also “for the cause of nationality in
Ireland.” ® The Irish units in the two American armies—and especially
the famous Irish Brigade of the Union—gave fresh substance to the
Irish national identity.
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& Chapter Two

MERCENARIES OR MARTYRS?

The American Civil War aroused the intense interest of the Irish
people chiefly because of the role of Irish-Americans on and off the
battlefield. At that time the Irish were the principal immigrant group in
the United States and probably the largest foreign element in the
armies of the Union and the Confederacy.” Furthermore, emigration to
America had a much greater effect on Ireland than on any other
country. In 1860 the UL.S. census commissioner remarked that for every
Irish immigrant in the United States only five persons remained in Ire-
land, whereas the ratio for Germany was 1:33; for Norway, 1:34; and for
England, 1:42.* Consequently, the Irish had a more personal interest
in the war than other Europeans. In Ireland, Irish involvement in the
war was much discussed, and the tragedy of the fratricidal war hit
home. In the Union armies there were at least 150,000 soldiers of Irish
birth.* Young Irelander John Mitchel claimed there were 40,000 Irish-
bomn Confederate soldiers.*

Some of the Union Irish units were the famous New York Sixty-
ninth Regiment of Colonel Michael Corcoran and the New York
Eighty-eighth Regiment, or “Connaught Rangers,” which included Irish
veterans of the British army in India and the Crimea—two of the units
of Meagher’s Irish Brigade; the Massachusetts “Irish Ninth”; the Penn-
sylvania Twenty-fourth, the Ohio Tenth, the Indiana Thirty-fifth, and
the Missouri Seventh regiments; and the Wisconsin Seventeenth Regi-
ment, with companies such as the Mulligan Guards of Kenosha, Cor-
coran Guards of Sheboygan, Emmet Guards of Dodge, and Peep
O'Day Boys of Racine. The Confederate Irish units included the
Fifth Confederate Regiment, commanded by General Patrick Cle-
burne of Arkansas, the Louisiana Irish Tartars, the Emmet Guards of
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Richmeond, Virginia, and the Emerald Guards of the Eighth Alabama
Begiment.’

Many famous Irishmen fought in the war. Major General Philip
Sheridan was one of the ablest Union generals.® Brigadier General
James Shields, who defeated Stonewall Jackson in a battle near Win-
chester, Virginia, had been a general in the Mexican war and at various
stages in his political career served as ULS, senator from Illinois, Minne-
sota, and Missouri.” Brigadier General Thomas Francis Meagher, com-
mander of the New York Irish Brigade, had won renown as a Young
Irelander and “Meagher of the Sword.” On the Confederate side the
most famous Irishman was Major General Patrick Ronayne Cleburne,
who was killed at the battle of Franklin, Tennessee, on November 30,
1864, Robert E. Lee called him “a meteor shining from a clouded sky”
and Jefferson Davis characterized him as the “Stonewall Jackson of the
West.” # Other Irish Confederate soldiers included the three sons of
John Mitchel. The eldest, Captain John Mitchel, Jr., was killed while
in command of Fort Sumter on July 20, 1864, Another, Private Willie
Mitchel, was killed in Pickett's charge at Gettysburg. The third, James,
lost his right arm in a battle near Richmond.?

Irishmen were prominent in many other walks of life in America
during the Civil War era. Edwin Lawrence Godkin, bom in County
Wicklow and a “militant Liberal” product of Queen’s College, Belfast,
was one of the leading northern journalists and a member of the
abolitionist “internationale.” Writing for the London Daily News from
1862 to 1865, he was “the best informed New York correspondent
writing to the London press,” and his letters were of “great value in
encouraging the British friends of the North.” * Godkin's counterpart
in the Confederacy was the proslavery “Forty-eighter” John Mitchel,
who during the war was at first editor of the Richmond Enquirer and
later leader writer for the Richmond Examiner. Mitchel was a corre-
spondent to the Irish press who gave encouragement to the nationalist
friends of the South.® Other wellknown Irishmen in the North
included Charles G. Halpine, whose letters to the press in the style of
an ignorant Irish private under the pen name “Miles O'Reilly” were
very popular; Patrick Ford, who began his newspaper career under the
abolitionist W. L. Garrison and founded the Irish World; and John
Savage, journalist, poet, Fenian, and author of “The Starry Flag.” ** On
the Confederate side, there was John William Mallet, a talented chem-
ist who was supervisor of the ordnance laboratories of the Confederacy
and later a founder and president (1882} of the American Chemical
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Society, and W. M. Browne, assistant secretary of state for the Confed-
eracy.*?

An Irishman was also a prominent song composer of the war: in 1863
Patrick Sarsfield Gilmore, the Boston bandmaster who was bom near
Dublin, wrote the lyrics of the ballad “When Johnny Comes Marching
Home.” *

The leaders of the Catholic church in the Union and the Confeder-
acy were Irishmen. Archbishop John J. Hughes of New York, the
principal Catholic Union supporter, and Bishop Patrick N. Lynch of
Charleston, South Carolina, chief among rebel Catholics, were both
Irish-born. Both were also sent by their governments to Ireland as
good-will ambassadors during the war. And finally, our list should
include second-generation Americans with Irish-bom parents—such as
Stephen Russell Mallory, the secretary of the navy of the Confederacy;
Mathew Brady, the war photographer; and Father Abram Joseph Ryan,
the poet-laureate of the Confederacy.

There were a2 number of Irishmen, moreover, whose careers brought
them to America during the Civil War era and who were important in
the history of the war on both sides of the Atlantic. Sir Charles Stanley
Monck, fourth viscount Monck, was governor-general of British North
America from 1861 to 1867, and of the Dominion of Canada from 1867
to 1868. He was notably successful in his efforts to maintain peace
between Great Britain and the United States and to establish the
Canadian confederation.®® William Howard Bussell, renowned for his
reporting of the Crimean War, was the London Times’s correspondent
from the theater of war during 1861 and 1862. He was very able and
Fairly impartial in his reports; though not approving of the Confederate
cause and abhorring slavery, he did admire the South’s determination
and ability. His accurate report of the northern debacle at Bull Run was
bitterly resented by the northern press, and the New York Times
labeled him “Bull Run” Russell. Ridiculed and ostracized in the North,
he resigned and returned to London; and a bitterly anti-northern succes-
sor was appointed.”” Dion Boucicault, the Irish dramatist, was an impor-
tant figure of the nineteenth-century American stage. Two of his plays
contributed to contemporary Civil War literature. The first, The Octo-
room, or Life in Louisiena, opened in New York in 1859, and both
northerners and southerners thought he sympathized with their own
cause. According to a biographer, his “Old Pete” in the play was “far
more genuine and human than Uncle Tom"—more of the Joel Chan-
dler Harris type appearing in the romantic literature of the “Lost
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Cause,” but nevertheless capturing the mental and spiritual horrors of
slavery, while underplaying the physical. A second play, Belle Lamar,
based on incidents in the war, premiered in New York in 1874.® The
careers of Monck, Russell, and Boucicault reveal the broad spectrum of
Irish and Anglo-Irish participation in the war.

I

Although there was a keen interest in the war throughout Ireland, it
was the Irish nationalists who proudly singled out the heroic feats of
their countrymen in the war and recoiled the most at the terrible
bloodshed. Most of the Anglo-Irish ascendancy took scant notice of the
trials and heroism of the Celtic-Irish in the war and were merely
concerned with the political and economic implications. The nationalist
majority had the most to lose and the most to be proud of.

Public opinion in Ircland on Irish participation in the war addressed
itself to two matters: the achievements and tribulations of Irishmen
living in the States at the outbreak of the war; and the problem of
emigration to the United States during the conflict—or more especially
the question of Union recruiting of emigrants in Ireland and in the
dockyards of northeastern American ports.

Before the outbreak of war the Nation expressed the hope that it
would not witness “the horrors of civil war in the States. Irishmen must
have a special abhorrence of such a contest, as from the large number of
our countrymen scattered through all parts of the Union, it is but too
likely that Irish blood would flow on both sides.” After Fort Sumter it
expressed the sentiments of the constitutional nationalists and most of
the Irish people:

Our countrymen in the Northern States desire to defend the Union to which they
swore allegiance; on the other hand, we cannot but recollect that in the South our
countrymen were safe from insult and persecution, while “Nativeism” and
“Knownothingism” assailed them in the North, There are friends of ours on both
sides of this quarrel. It is a strife between brothers. We cannot desire to see either
party beaten in blood. We shall lock out anxiously for news, not of victories
and defeats, but of peace and reconciliation.’®

After the northern rout at Bull Run, the Tipperary Advocate re-
flected the attitude of most nationalists, who were primarily interested
in the welfare of their countrymen in the United States and secondarily
concerned with other issues in the war. It commented:
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What mattered it to us, whether puritanical North or slave-holding South, carried
off the laurels of victory. . . . It was of no moment to us whether the stars and
stripes of the Union or the palmetto ensign of the Confederates waved over a
triumphant host. Our concern was with another flag—the sunburst of Erinn,
under whose folds were marshalled the truest, Ioyalest, and bravest hearts on
either side. . . . In our opinion adhesion on the part of Irish-Americans to North
or South is a mere question of locality. . . .20

But the Fenians could be enthusiastic about Irish participation in the
war. In its first editorial on the war, the short-lived Fenian newspaper,
Irish People, suggested that Ireland benefited from the war: “It has
restored the somewhat tarnished military prestige of our race. It has
restored the Irish people’s weakened confidence in the courage of their
hearts and the might of their arms,” The war had also “shown to us the
Irish people, in our own days, a living example of what a people’s army
can do—an army officered exclusively by men sprung from the ranks of
the people, and (what touches us more nearly) a large proportion of
whom are Irish-born.” After the war those officers and soldiers of Irish
birth “will turn their eyes and hearts fondly towards the land of their
birth, . . . #

The Fenians later reconsidered their position, however, in light of the
Irish casualty lists, and near the end of the war, the Irish People
commented: “Whatever be the result of this war it cannot but be
painful to us to reflect that so much Irish blood has been shed in any
cause save that of Ireland. Doubtless, at the end of the war, many Irish
soldiers will remain who will be willing to shed their blood for Ireland.
This at least is some consolation.” ** Among the Irish people, at any
rate, there was a unanimous desire for peace and among the major-
ity—but with significant dissent—a desire for peace at any price, even
ensuring the establishment of an independent Confederacy.

The most important events of the war in the shaping of Irish opinion
were the feats of the Irish Brigade—most poignantly and gloriously, its
virtual annihilation at the Battle of Fredericksburg in December,
1862—and the New York draft riots of July, 1863.

Meagher’s Irish Brigade, like Pickett’s soldiers exalted at a moment of
heroic failure, had its near predecessor in the Irish Papal Brigade—the
Battalion of St. Patrick, of about one thousand men commanded by
Major Myles O'Reilly, which had fought in the army of Pius IX in
1860. Many veterans of that earlier unit, in fact, reappeared in the
American war, and numbers of these came under Meagher's famous
command. According to the Rome correspondent of the Tablet, “the
greater part of the Irish Brigade in the Papal service . . . passed into
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that of the Northern states, where they have greatly distinguished
themselves.” * The Irish public followed the careers of these men, who
were in a romantic Irish tradition of military service to causes in other
lands.

In an editorial mourning the death of Captain Patrick Clooney of
Meagher’s Brigade at Antietam, the Tipperary Advocate said of the
Papal veterans who had fought at Bull Run: “In that disastrous retreat
from Richmond, which was only saved from degeneration into a shame-
ful flight by the valorous steadiness of Meagher's command, one and
twenty brave youths who had escaped the fire of Piedmontese artillerists
unscathed, fell before the Southern rifle.” Clooney, the editorial mused,
“with two other comrades of Perugia, Costello and Synan, left Water-
ford in the opening of 61 for the express purpose of taking arms under
his townsman Thomas Francis Meagher, whom he loved with all the
fidelity and fullness of heart of a clansman for his chief. . . .” Clooney
“did not live long to wear his spurs and though he died the death he
ambitioned, perhaps, most of all, we do not think he perished quite on
the field he desired.” With his “indomitable Munster pluck,” he “risked
his life once for Faith, and following the martia! promptings of his
breed, he devoted it the second time to Gratitude—a chivalrous, albeit
some might deem it an erting, impulse. . . . *

Newspaper references to members of the Papal Brigade were numer-
ous. The commander of Company “H” of Meagher’s Irish Brigade at
Antietam was Lieutenant John H. Gleeson, “formerly of the Irish Papal
Brigade.” Killed in battle fighting in the Irish Brigade was Lieutenant
Michael O’Connell of Ballybunnion, who had won the Order of Pius
IX while in the Battalion of St. Patrick. Other Papal Brigade veterans in-
cluded Captain John Coppinger, who later rose to the rank of general in
the U.S. Regular Army, and probably the most famous, Captain Myles
Walter Keogh, who was to be immortalized in death with Custer at the
Little Bighorn. Keogh was brevetted as major for gallantry at Gettysburg
and later as lieutenant colonel. He wrote regarding his military career and
love of adventure to his brother in Ireland: “. . . Now having my order
of Chevalier de St. Gregoire and the position of colonel in this army I
may rest satisfied that I have carried out some at least of the rather
visionary fancies we as boys indulged in in days of long ago.” *

The first big opportunity for extolling the heroism of the Irish in the
war came at the Battle of Bull Run in July, 1861, with Colonel
Corcoran and Acting-Major Meagher’s New York 69th, soon to form
part of the Irish Brigade. News reports on this brigade were followed
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more closely than those on any other Irish unit in the war. At Bull Run
the Sixty-ninth joined in the retreat of the rest of the northern army
and did not particularly distinguish itself, except perhaps in comparison
with the other northern units, Yet southern journals praised the valor
of the Sixty-ninth; and of the various groups in Colonel W. T. Sher-
man’s brigade at Bull Run, the Sixtyninth had the largest number
killed.* The Irish nationalist press attacked the London Times’s corre-
spondent, W, H. Russell, for supposedly slandering Meagher's courage
and overlooking the heroism of the Sixty-ninth during the battle.”
Meagher's hometown Waserford News stated that “every citizen of
Waterford feels a just pride in the glory Thomas Francis Meagher has
won for himself.” % The nationalist Dublin Irishman contrasted the
“noisy ‘Native American’ regiments running home to their mother’s
apronstrings as Ffast as they could” with the “Irish fighting with desper-
ate bravery, under ‘Native American’ generals of astounding incompe-
tency, for that very people who, a year or two before, burned their
convents, insulted their priests, and threatened to rob themselves of all
lawful rights of citizenship.” ®

Although the Irish public was proud of the Sixty-ninth, it also
regretted the spilling of Irish blood. Though the pro-North Dundalk
Democrat criticized those Irishmen who hoped the Confederate victory
would bring an early peace and end the shedding of Irish blood,* the
vast majority of Irishmen at this early stage deplored the war that would
cost so many Irish lives, Commented the Catholic Telegraph after Bull
Run: “We deeply regret the large loss of life sustained by the gallant
69th in this fratricidal strife.” The Cork Examiner hated to see Irish
courage wasted in “this miserable war.” ™ As the war dragged on, the
Irish public became increasingly outspoken advocates of peace. It was
the North, in their opinion, that was on the offensive; and it was in
northern armies that most Irishmen were dying and with lttle respect.
Upon the North, then, the Irish placed the onus for the continuation of
the conflict.

The conduct of Meagher's Brigade at Fredericksburg—which with
the New York draft riots had the greatest impact upon the Irish mind of
any incidents of the war—involved predominantly the Irish of New
York, where there existed the largest concentration of Irishmen in any
state or city. They were also the most strategically located, for events in
New York through reports of the New York newspapers were well
publicized in Europe. An estimated 51,206, or 15 per cent, of the
soldiers from New York State were Irish-born.®
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In the autumn of 1861 the Irish Brigade was formed, composed of the
Sixty-ninth, Eighty-eighth, and Sixty-third New York Volunteers.
Through political conniving, Meagher was appointed its commander
and brigadier general of volunteers. The Brigade had a distinguished
record and at the bloody battle of Antietam in September, 1862, was
praised for bravery.®® But it was at Fredericksburg that it won its fame.
On the orders of Major General Ambrose Burnside, on December 13,
1862, the Irish Brigade, with every man wearing a sprig of green
boxwood in his cap, charged up steep Marye’s Heights toward the
Confederate installations and was cut to pieces. Meagher wrote that of
the 1,200 men he had led into battle only 280 remained the following
morning.* Confederate generals testified to the magnificence of the
ill-fated assault. George Pickett wrote to his wife: “Your soldier’s heart
almost stood still as he watched those sons of Erin fearlessly rush to
their death. The brilliant assaunlt . . . was beyond description. Why, my
darling, we forgot they were fighting us, and cheer after cheer at their
fearlessness went up all along our lines.” James Longstreet said it was
“the handsomest thing in the whole war,” and Robert E. Lee judged
that “never were men so brave” and reported how A. P. Hill had cried
out: “There are those d— green flags again!” *

Fredericksburg is today the bestremembered incident of Irish hero-
ism in the war. ]. I. C. Clarke’s poem “The Fighting Race” commemo-
rates it in one stanza. John Boyle O'Reilly wrote a narrative poern about
the battle entitled “At Fredericksburg—Dec. 13, 1862,” romanticizing
the role of the Irish on both sides: he noted the presence of a Confeder-
ate Irish brigade on Marye’s Heights and its horror at having to shoot
fellow Irishmen in Meagher’s command.®

The reaction in contemporary Ireland was far from jubilant. The
nationalists mourned the annihilation of the Brigade and became more
hostile toward the Union war effort. The way the Irish were “driven to
mere slaughter” upon the heights of Fredericksburg, they grumbled,
was yet another example of the northemn attitude toward the Irish.”" A
few nationalist northern partisans, while believing that Lincoln should
“dismiss the incompetent men he has about him,” did not see any use in
“wailing” for the Irish Brigade.*® When Meagher was given permission
to recruit another brigade in the auntumn of 1863—an unsuccessful
venture—the nationalists were cynical: “If by his eloquence, or the
prestige of his name, four or five thousand more Irishmen can be
trapped into serving in the ranks of President Lincoln, then there is so
much trouble saved to the Federal recruiting officers.” *
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Irish unionists generally took no notice of the Irish role at Fredericks-
burg. Some of the Catholic Liberals, the converts from nationalism,
mourned the slaughter of the Irish there.* But most of the Protestant
and Catholic unionists viewed it as just another battle and seized the
opportunity to call on the North to end the war.*!

The Dublin correspondent of the Times did realize some of the
implications for Ireland in the destruction of the Irish Brigade and
cynically commented in the summer of 1863:

It is something of concession for the Nation to rely on votes in parliament instead
of fighting men. Perhaps this arises from the dispiriting news about the Irish in
America. %reat things were expected one day from “Meagher of the Sword” and
his Irish Brigade; but the brigade is now annihilated, and the Natior trusts that
the treatment the Irish generally have experienced from the government of the
Northern States will induce them to consider “whether they have not been
heedlessly pred;i:ltate in their hurry to assist in the at:emEted subjugation of a

young nation which has taken arms in defence of its rights to choose its own

rulers and form of government. . . %

The other incident that made most of the Irish public irrevocably
opposed to the war policy of the North and to the forcible restoration of
the Union was the New York draft riots in July, 1863. The anti-Negro,
anti-draft sentiment of the Irish Americans had been building up to a
fever pitch for some time. In the summer of 1862 the Irish had been
incited to anti-Negro riots in a number of cities, such as the riot in
Brooklyn on August 4, 1862, in which two to three thousand Irishmen
assaulted Negroes.”® John Jay, the grandson of the chief justice, wrote
to Secretary of War Stanton that “the minds of the Irish are inflamed to
the point of absolute and brutal insanity.” # During the week of July
12, 1863, “the most violent race riots of American history took place in
the streets of New York” as a result of the enforcement of a conscription
act that Congress had passed four months earlier. The number of
Negroes lynched by white rioters is not known; an estimated 85 per
cent of the twelve hundred to fifteen hundred whites killed by police-
men and soldiers came from Ireland.*®

It was not surprising that the Irish figured so prominently in the New
York riots, for, living in squalor and comprising 2bout 25 per cent of the
population of New York City, they were ideal mob material.® In 1862
and 1863, moreover, the Irish had been active in other draft disturh-
ances such as those in Boston; Pottsville, Pennsylvania; Troy, New
York; Milwaukee; and Dubuque. In these cities they had been joined
by Germans and other laborers, who were the hardest hit by the draft.

These rioters did have a grievance, for the law was grossly unfair in
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allowing a draftee to escape by paying three hundred dollars in cash or
by furnishing a substitute.*” The Irish also had another reason for
rioting: their opposition to Negro emancipation, an opposition based on
the fear of Negro labor competition and what the Irish considered to be
the hypocrisy of the abolitionists who were oblivious to white wage
slavery in the North.

The Irish-American Copperhead New York Freeman's Journal ex-
pressed the hostility of most Irish-Americans to the federal draft when it
wrote that many immigrants were “beguiled” from other lands “under
the pretense of work” and tricked into enlisting; if they attempted to
leave the army, they were shot down as deserters. In apportioning the
draft quota, complained the journal, the administration disctiminated
against the poor.*

It should be noted that many Irish-Americans disapproved of the riots
and suffered at the hands of the New York mobs. In the great disturb-
ance of 1863 a Colonel (/Brien was lynched, and a mob destroyed the
house of Colonel Robert Nugent, who had succeeded Corcoran as com-
mander of the New York Sixty-ninth and was in charge of the draft in
New Yotk City. “It was not the Irish as Irish who revolted, but the penni-
less Irish laborer who saw his life thrown away in 2 cause, abolition, in
which he had no interest.” ® Commented a historian of the New York
Irish: “The Irish did the rioting, the killing, and the dying, the Irish
took the blame for the disgraceful events, but it was American politi-
cians who stirred them up for their own cheap ends. Once more the
Irish had proved themselves the tools of men who should have known
better.” ® Even Garrison’s Liberator, in noting the role of the Irish,
remarked: “For them we have no burning indignation: they are the
wretched victims of intelligent and desperate conspirators, who deal
with them as the gambler does with his loaded dice.” *

But E. L. Godkin, in a report to the London Daily News, summed up
the attitude of the Irish-Americans in the North, after the riots in New
York and other cities:

A soldier in uniform can hardly show himself with safety in the Irish quarter in
the great cities. . . . Such men as Mr. Richard (YGorman, one of the "martyrs”
of 1848, are just as passionate in their defence of slavery, as if they had never

outed on behalf of human rights under the shadow of the “ould house in

llege Green.” The only one of the whole company of Irish apostles of freedom
who has remained true to his principles and bolnﬁ;nrepudlated tSl connexion with
the Democratic party and with his own countrymen, is Thomas Francis Meagher,
and he has done so with so much manliness, and honesty, and courage, that it
ought, even in the eyes of Englishmen, to cover a multitude of sins.52
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In Ireland the New York draft riots confirmed the pro-Confederate
sympathies of most people. The nationalists had been continually op-
posing the draft. In the summer of 1862 the Nation expressed their
attitude toward a new conscription of 300,000 men: “Not an Irishman
liable to the conscription will be left behind by the military authorities.
Ltishmen are good fighting material, . . . and so they will be drafted off
to die by sickness and the sword, in the vain attempt to subjugate the
people of the Southern States. . . "> Commenting on an Irish draft
riot in Pennsylvania in the autumn of 1862, the Cork Examiner re-

marked:

Cur countrymen have played the part of the dwarf in this war, to the giant—the
Native Americans—the Know-Nothings—the abolitionists, They have fought the
battles, got the blows, and bear the wounds, while their companions receive the
gloty an%othe plunder. For the latter are the colonelcies and the generalships, the
army contracts, and all the other sources of honor and profit which a great war

s to the unscrupulous. Our countrymen seem to be %etting tired of this state
of things. In Lauserne county, Pennsylvania, a number of them resisted the draft.
The military were called out and shot four or five. . . . It is certainly hard that
our people should be sacrificed both in the battlefield and at the boaths for the
gratification of a self-interested political faction, The effect of this wagical
incident . . . should be an opening of the eyes of our countrymen to the
];nddesmess of the faction for whose interests they are flinging away their
ives.b4

Thus by the time of the New York riots, most Irishmen were already
opposed to the draft and the war.

The Protestant unionists generally took little notice of the Irish role
in the New York draft riots. It is interesting to note that those who did
comment upon the disturbance demonstrated an unexpected loyalty for
their fellow countrymen. Even staunchly pro-British Anglo-Irishmen
hated to see the reputation of Irishmen damaged. The Conservative
Irish Times noted that as usual the Irish were blamed for the riots but
asked: “If so, will the Irish soldiers continue to fight for a govemment
which insists that the Irish should struggle for the aggrandizement of
the North, perforce, or else be bayoneted, shot down, and blown to
pieces by cannon in the streets of New York?” The Liberal Banner of
Ulster denounced the anti-Negro riots, justified the draft because the
North did not have a standing army to rely on, but denied Irish respon-
sibility: “The wretches who composed that lJawless multitude were the
low Germans . . . the offscourings of other nations . . . and the bitter
elements of the slave school,” *°

Among the unionists the Catholic Liberals, who had more in com-
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mon with the majority of Irishmen, defended the New York Irish. The
Irish-Americans did resist conscription but “were not the authors of the
fiendish outrages.” “As a body,” the New York Irish were not guilty, but
“the lowest rabble” were. The New York newspapers and the Yankees,
in their attempt to blame the Irish for the ferocities of the riots, “have
exhibited the blackest ingratitude to those who have fought their bat-
tles. . . .” Though lamenting the riots, which they claimed were the
worst in any civilized city since the French Revolution, the Catholic
unionists deplored the draft, which “is only adopted by despotic govern-
ments of the continent. . . .”*

The greatest reaction to the New York tiots occurred, of course, in
nationalist opinion, for the nationalists had the closest ties in kindred
and in politics to the Irish of New York. Shortly before news reached
Ireland of the riots in New York, the Cork Examiner commented on the
new draft: “Three hundred thousand men are to be dragged from their
homes to cut the throats of their Southern brethren.” When it heard of
the riots, it remarked: “The people are at last beginning to shew their
disgust at the crimes of [Lincoln’s] government.” It also noted: “The
city, which has given so many of its people for what is called an
abolition war, signalised its zeal by the wanton slaughter of about ffty
negroes.” The Examiner, unlike most other nationalist papers, admitted
that the Irish were the chief participants in the riots but sympathized
with their plight if not their actions: “In those riots we feel a deep
interest, For there is no disguising the fact that the chief parties con-
cerned were Irish, our countrymen in New York feeling that they were
made the victims of this wretched war. . . . This circumstance has
brought out the latent hatred of the Yankee Know-Nothings. . . . This
is the fitting expression of Yankee gratitude to the Irish.” %

The Nation ignored the Irish role and said that the “ruffians” who
beat and killed Negroes were “deserving of the execration of all honest
men throughout the world.” Yet it sympathized with the aims of the
rioters, believing that the draft dispute was a question of states’ versus
federal rights and that “the unpopularity of the government” was
“plainly at the bottom of the affair. . . .” It steadfastly defended the
New York Irish against “all the abolitionist papers, preachers, and
politicians” who class “the low ignorant Irish’ as among the chief
authors and actors of the late riots in New York.” *

Among the nationalist supporters of the American Union the revolu-
tionary nationalist Irishman, which had switched its allegiance to the
Union, was caught in a predicament. It at first said that the riots were
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“a grievous error” and “but a passing ebullition” and that the hands of
New York Irishmen were clean, though conscription would have fallen
chiefly on them. It was thankful that “no reviler of our race has dared to
identify the Irish of New York with these bloody proceedings.” But a
week later, after the Irish tole was starkly apparent, it made an about-
face, pointing out that “a high legal tribunal in New York” had
pronounced the draft illegal, and, mentioning the elements other than
the Irish involved in the riots, criticized the Republican New York press
and the London journals for casting “the entire odium of the late
unhappy riots upon the Irish population.” *

Several months after the riots, the nationalist Dublin Morring News
expressed the general reaction of the Irish public to them. In an
editorial on a speech of the Reverend Henry Ward Beecher in London,
it quoted him on the New York riot: “It was no more an American riot
than if it had taken place in Cork or Dublin. Therefore, when misin-
formed persons say this riot is a specimen of what Americans can do, I
say it is a specimen of what can be done by foreigners, and by ignorance
and misrepresentation.” The Morning News replied that the Irish were
treated unfairly in the draft, denied that they instigated the riots, and
remarked that the New York atrocities have “a Yankee smell about
them. They are redolent of the methodistical canters that pity the slave
and kick the coloured man out of an omnibus, or conhne him to a
particular boundary, even in the house they place under the honours of
religion,” ® Thus the New York draft riots further alienated a majority
of the Irish from the Union cause and made them more hostile toward

the “hypocritical” northern Yankees.

III

The Irish public was in almost unanimous agreement in condemning
the recruiting of emigrants for the Union army in Ireland or as they
disembarked at a northern seaport. (Because of the blockade around its
coast, the Confederacy did not have access to the Irish soldier market.)
Union recruiting was not an important issue in 1861 and 1862 because
there was a comparatively small emigration to the United States of
28,000 and 33,000 respectively. But when the number jumped to 94,000
in 1863 and numerous recruiting agents were reported circulating
throughout Ireland, a furious storm of public indignation developed. As
the emigration remained at 94,000 in 1864 and two instances of alleged






