
Thesis Approved
By



PARNELL AND KITTY O'SHEA:
A STUDY OF SCANDAL IN VICTORIAN POLITICS

BY
THOMAS C . HANSEN

A THESIS

Submitted to the Faculty of the Graduate School of the 
Creighton University in Partial Fulfillment of 

the Requirements for the Degree of Master 
of Arts in the Department of History.

Omaha, 1966



PREFACE

The decision to investigate the life of Charles 
Stewart Parnell was begun with some hesitation as abundant 
biographical material already existed. However, a study 
of these accounts soon made it evident that much of Parnell's 
life had never been told in anything approaching an 
objective manner. Friends, opponents, and relatives had 
all contributed their accounts, of his life —  complete 
with the colorings of personal feelings.

One large segment of this group consisted of his 
colleagues in the Home Rule Movement. The most compre
hensive biography, Barry O'Brien's Parnell is obvious 
in its sympathy for the Irish leader. Mr. O'Brien admits 
passing over this "distasteful matter." William Harrison's 
Parnell Vindicated, while most informative in regard to 
the divorce, is an obvious exoneration, giving credence 
to favorable rumors and court testimony, but questioning 
any contrary reports.

Other sources, such as the biographies of Katherine 
O'Shea, Robert McWade, E. M. Dickinson, and John Parnell 
are principally products of relatives. Joan Haslip's 
account is nothing more than a popular biography, as is 
that by St. John Ervine. No other complete story of
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Charles Stewart Parnell exists.

Recently the fall of Parnell has been well told 
by F. S. L. Lyons in his Fall of Parnell, hut the years 
preceeding this event remained untouched. Certainly 
the early years were not momentous, hut what of the years 
he was in power? What particularly, of the relationship 
with Captain and Katherine O'Shea?

Throughout the years in which Parnell ruled the 
Irish Parliamentary Party he was the lover of Katherine 
xO'Shea. Throughout much of this period Captain O'Shea 
was his confidant and liaison with the other leaders in 
government. In this paper I hope to show the importance 
of this relationship on Parnell's actions and career, 
and to the Home Rule cause in Ireland. Unquestionably 
the divorce itself had many ramifications. What is to 
be of greater concern here is the effect while the 
supposedly secret affair continued.

Although this is in no way intended to be a complete 
biography of Parnell, nor a history of the struggle for 
Home Rule, it was necessary to include a brief account 
of his family history and early life. His fall from 
power, the breakup of the Irish Nationalist Party, and 
his death were also necessary to complete the story.
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On the other hand, much of Parnell's parliamentary 
action had to be eliminated as it did not bear directly 
on the problem.
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CHAPTER I

THE PARNELL FAMILY AND IRELAND

Starvation spread death wholesale across Ireland 
in the summer of 1846. The blight of the previous year 
had destroyed half of the potato crop, the half-measures 
of the government relief acts had achieved little, and 
what money was available to the Irish peasants had been 
spent for seed. Only the hope and expectations of an 
ample harvest made life bearable to the people. Then, 
.suddenly, on the first day of August a foul, evil smelling 
white fog drifted over Ireland, The people had seen 
this fog before —  on the coast of Wexford, before the 
blight of 1845. Within three days the lush green fields 
of potatoes were black, rotting wastes, and famine stalked 
the land. Most frightening and pathetic, it was an arti
ficial famine. As peasant families, lying in their 
primitive hovels, starved, stacks of grain marked with 
the landlords cross stood a few feet outside. The polit
ical economists of the government designed elaborate 
relief measures which served only to sign the death

1No real explanation of this fog was given in any 
of the sources. It was suggested, however, that the 
smell associated with the fog was a product of already 
blight-stricken potatoes.



2

warrant of a million Irishmen. In a country with an 
untold amount of needed land reclamation and improvements, 
the ministers specified unproductive work projects. Far
mers left their fields untilled to earn a few meager hand- 
fnils of food, and died before they had earned enough to 
nourish themselves.

At Avondale, in County Wicklow, the blight had 
not struck with such cruel violence, and John Henry 
Parnell had eased the lot of his people by giving up 
his rents for that year. Life was a gay round of picnics, 
hunts, and balls. Although Delia, his wife, could be 
brought to tears over the plight of peasants in other 
parts, she always recovered her charming manners in time 
to greet her guests of the day. The conversation at 
these parties seldom touched conditions in Ireland, as 
Paris fashions and social scandal were much more exciting 
than social reform. It was into this little world, on 
June 27, 1846, that Charles Stewart Parnell was born.
It would be thirty years before he would show enough 
interest in his homeland to hear the full story of the 
plight of the Irish in that dismal year of his birth.

Irish problems had not begun with this period of 
famine, but were a continuing source of unpleasantness.
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Attached to a country with interests around the globe, 
needed legislation often was overlooked. Absentee land 
ownership meant an interest only in rent collections and 
nothing more. Irish representatives in Parliament were 
without a leader and lacked a real concern for their 
country's welfare. Often they became members with no 
other goal than an eventual appointment to some govern
ment post, and the pension which went with it. The 
devoted few could do little but make proposals and see 
the major parties ignore them.

Ireland was ridiculed and worse still, ignored. 
The landowners, who still lived in the country, had 
left politics to the middle class who could afford the 
cost, but who, unfortunately, could not command the 
respect of their fellow members from Great Britain.
It was true that from time to time men, such as Issac 
Butts, arose who were leaders.' Each session Butts 
would rise and very elegantly present the arguments 
for Home Rule and just as regularly would see his 
proposal go down in defeat. He considered the House 
of Commons the greatest institution in the world and

2Issac Butts, leader of the Irish Parliamentary 
Party at the time Parnell entered Parliament, was con
sidered a brilliant parliamentarian.
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adhered to its rules to the letter. He never realized 
that in his case it was nothing more than a speaking 
platform. Ireland would remain prostrate until the 
rest of Parliament would listen to her representatives. 
Charles Parnell was the first to accomplish this.

The first "Irish" Parnell came from Congleton 
in Cheshire at the time of the Restoration. He had been 
mayor of that town and a follower of Oliver Cromwell, 
which, perhaps, caused him to find England, with the 
return of the Stuarts, unhealthy. Of his two sons,
Thomas the poet is best known. However, his other son 
John inherited all of the family estates after the death 
of Thomas. John was a member of Parliament, but other
wise led an uneventful life. The next two generations 
were relatively unimportant, but about 1745 another 
John Parnell was born who rose to prominence. Intended 
for the diplomatic service and trained for law at Lincoln's 
Inn, John was well prepared for his career. In 1776 he 
entered the Irish Parliament and soon rose to a ministerial 
post, Commissioner of Customs and Excise. He associated 
himself with Grattan and the struggle for legislative 
independence. Greatly esteemed by his superiors, he 
became Chancellor of the Exchequer in 1785 and a Privy 
Councillor in 1786. The move for Union in 1798 forced
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him to break with the Crown and stand wholeheartedly 
with the Irish cause. The first attempt at Union failed 
in the session of 1799, but in 1801 the Irish Parliament 
met its death. Parnell, Sir John by now, entered the 
British Parliament as member for Queen's county, but 
died a few days after taking his seat. Although Sir 
John was not the first Parnell in Parliament, he cer
tainly began the tradition of the family as leaders.in 
Ireland. Sir John married Letitia Charlote and had six 
children, among whom was Henry, first lord of Congleton,

\ and William, grandfather of Charles Stewart Parnel3 .

Henry was born in 1776 and educated at Eton and 
Cambridge. In 1797 he joined his father in the Irish 
Parliament. With the death of Sir John he succeeded 
to the family estates, although there was an older 
brother. This older brother, John Augustus, was the 
victim of an incurable mental disability; therefore, 
an Act of Parliament designated Henry the rightful heir. 
In 1806 he was chosen to be a member of the British 
Parliament for Queen's County. His political career 
extended to 1841 when he was elevated to the peerage, 
and included such offices as Secretary of State and 
Paymaster-General. After being knighted he lost interest 
in politics, his health and mind deteriorated, and 
in 1842 he took his own life.
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Of the early years of William, Sir Henry's 
younger brother, we know little, other than his acqui
sition of Avondale through his father's will. He had 
an avid interest in politics but no desire to participate. 
His activities were centered around his home and books.
In 1805 he published a pamphlet entitled An Enquiry into 
the Causes of Popular Discontent. W i l l i a m  was induced 
to enter Parliament in 1817 as member for Wicklow, but 
his death in 1821 cut short his political career.

William's only son, John Henry, can be described 
in one word —  inconspicuous. His major interests were 
agriculture and the well-being of his people. He was a 
good Liberal, a good landlord, and everyone who knew 
him spoke well of him. During his younger years he 
enjoyed traveling and on a trip to America this quiet 
reserved country gentleman met Delia Tudor Stewart,

Adaughter of Commodore Stewart of the American Navy.

3r . B. O'Brien, Life of Charles Stewart Parnell, 
(London: Smith, Elder and do. 1899)» II 16.'

^Commodore Stewart has been called the American 
Nelson, as his exploits as commander of the U. S. Con
stitution became a legend in naval history. After a humble 
beginning in the merchant marine he had risen to Admiral 
in the Navy by the Civil War, Much of Delia's life was 
spent away from this illustrious man because of an affair 
between her mother and a Spanish officer that caused a 
separation in the family. The Commodore's wife insisted 
that she was only offering sanctuary to the hunted man, 
but later at an inquiry which threatened her husband's 
career she refused to testify.
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Probably the only decisive action John Henry took in his
life was the courtship of this American girl. He met
her in Philadelphia, followed her to West Point, and
proposed to her there. Delia's mother was not in favor
of the marriage, but John's promise to allow the girl
to visit America every year eventually won her over.
The marriage took place in 1835 in New York, and Delia

5left for Ireland to see her new home.

In County Wicklow, near the village of Rathdum, 
lay Avondale, the family estate of the Parnells. It was 
a spacious, comfortable residence, and in 1835 John Henry 
brought Delia Tudor Stewart there to raise his family. 
There were born eleven children with Charles Stewart, 
the sixth, born June 27, 1846.° Even at an early age 
he displayed the temperament that later served him well. 
Often he would fight the battles of his brothers and 
sisters, no matter whom they involved. At other times

5R. M. McWade, The Uncrowned King, (Philadelphia: 
Edgwood Publishing Co. 1891 ), 45'. John Henry never 
fulfilled this promise. When the children were born he 
told his wife she could go any time she wished, but the 
children were to remain in Ireland. Consequently, she 
never visited her home.

6The Children were as follows: William Tudor, 
1837-1838; Delia, 1838-1882; Hayes, 1839-1855; Emily, 
1841-1918; John Howard, 1843-1923; Sophia Katherine, 
1845-1877; Charles Stewart, 1846-1891; Fanny, 1849-1882; 
Henry Tudor, 1851-1915; Anne Catherine, 1852-1911; 
Theodosia Tudor Stewart, 1853-1920.
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he bullied them until he obtained his own way. Charles
has been described as a delicate child but he was strong
and wiry. He had the will of a leader and would accept
nothing less. According to his mother, "He liked to
play follow the leader, but always insisted that he be

7the leader."

Charles Stewart Parnell's education began at home, 
and later in life he attributed whatever grasp he had of 
the English language to his mother's efforts and not the 
myriad of teachers he had in later life. In 1835 Mr.
Parnell took young Charles to England and placed him in 
the charge of a lady who kept a girl's boarding school.
The Parnells feared the rigors of the average boys school 
would be too demanding. The following year Charles con
tracted typhoid fever and returned to Avondale. At home 
he was taught by his sister's governess and later a 
tutor. Again he was sent to England —  first to Reverend 
Mr. Barton's at Kirk Langley and next to Reverend Mr. 
Wishav/'s at Chipping Norton. At both he was idle, 
rebellious, and generally disliked by all. On one 
occasion he disagreed with a language instructor on a 
point of translation. When instructed to check the 
dictionary, and finding it in agreement with the instructor,

^McWade, 36.
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his retort was: "Well, the Lexicon says what you say,
8but I expect the Lexicon is wrong."

The rebelliousness of these early years was com
pounded by the death of his father in 1859. This not 
only removed the only steadying influence from Charles' 
life, but also allowed the remainder of the family a 
fuller area in which to operate. Politics, which had 
once been taboo at Avondale, became the main interest 
of his mother and sister Fanny. Fanny often could be 
seen taking the latest piece of her pro-Fenian poetry 
to the offices of the Irish Nation, a Fenian paper. His 
mother expressed her ardent anti—English views to whoever 
was present. Charles did not approve of these activities. 
In fact, he considered them repulsive, not because of 
any great love of the English, only that he was a snob.
He had been brought up as a gentleman, and that meant 
that he had to be civil and considerate of the lower 
classes, but hardly an associate.

The lives of the Parnells were further complicated 
by the will left by John Henry. Both his wife and the

^O'Brien, I, 8.
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• • 9oldest son, John Howard, were left without provision. 
Charles received Avondale and the third son, Henry Tudor 
received the Carlow property at Clonmore. All of the 
sisters received annuities except Emily, who was dis
inherited because of her love affair with an undesirable 
suitor.10 The end result of this confusion was that the 
Parnell children were made wards of Chancery, Avondale 
was leased, and the family was forced to take rented 
lodgings. Mrs. Parnell was granted an allowance to 
provide her children with an education, and for the first 
time in her life was forced to practice thrift. During 
this period the family was compelled to draw much closer 
together, and Charles and John became constant companions. 
Fanny spent her time writing her poetry with all its 
treasonable sentiments.

Eventually Mrs. Parnell seemed to realize that 
her sons were poorly schooled and decided to prepare them 
for Cambridge where the Parnells had always been educated.

^There seems to be no reason for concern, at 
least in John Howard's case. It had been traditional 
for Avondale to go to the second son, and also, Sir 
John Howard, the boy's namesake had promised to leave 
his estate to the eldest Parnell. In regard to Mrs. 
Parnell nothing is said. Perhaps John Henry felt the 
sons should take care of her. On the other hand, her 
absence at his funeral forces one to wonder about the 
family relationships at the time.

10Joan Haslip, Parnell, (New York: Frederick 
A. Stokes, 1937), 15.



For some reason, perhaps a speech problem, John did not 
accompany Charles to the university. In 1865 Parnell 
entered Magdalene College —  a college, at that time, 
with a record of rowdyism and almost no graduates. In 
fact, it was possible that the students of Magdalene

12considered the taking of a degree almost disgraceful.'

It was here that Charles had his first affair 
with a woman. As the girl was a commoner, and considering 
Parnell's aristocratic background, the affair can only 
be considered a typical college adventure. The girl's 
death, before he completed his stay at Cambridge had 
little effect on Parnell. Charles' academic career at 
Cambridge was quite undistinguished, as serious study was 
the last thing on his mind. He hunted and played cricket, 
made acquaintances in town, and antagonized his fellow 
students. Actually, he spent only a few weeks of every 
term in England, preferring to return to Ireland and 
Avondale. After four years at college, just before the 
end of the term, Parnell was expelled for misconduct.
A local merchant had brought charges against him for 1

1 1St. John Ervine, Parnell, (Boston: Little, Brown 
and Co., 1925), 68.

12Ibid., 69.
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assault. The merchant had accused him of being drunk 
and disorderly, and attacking him without provocation. 
Parnell's story was that he struck the man only because 
of the abusive language and untrue accusation of being 
drunk. A constable testified that Parnell was sober, 
but since the assault was admitted, he had to pay the 
damages. The college, in turn, dismissed him for that 
term.1  ̂ He could have returned to take his degree, but 
it was meaningless to him. He had more important busi
ness at Avondale.

If Charles Stewart Parnell had shown an interest 
in anything during his years at school it was mathematics 
and practical science. He returned to Avondale with 
plans to develop the slate quarries, rebuild the saw 
mills and reclaim the swamp lands. This was motivated 
not so much by a desire to help the peasants, but by a 
need to bolster him income. With an extravagant mother, 
annuities for his sisters, and the upkeep on the large 
estate, his four thousand pounds a year did not go far. 
Least of all in his mind were the problems of Ireland.
His landholding neighbors and the rich American visitors 
seldom talked politics — • at least not Irish politics.

13O'Brien, I, 42.
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Charles was living the typical country gentleman's 
existence. His life was filled with the hunt, parties, 
and cricket.

Prom time to time he would visit his sister on the 
continent. While in Paris, on one of these visits, he 
met the young American heiress, Mary Wood. Impetuous 
in love as his father had been, he was soon hopelessly 
enamoured of her, and his ardor seemed to return the 
same feeling. Miss Wood, however, soon cooled to the 
affair, as she wanted more than a complacent Irish land
lord. In America she had been brought up on the spirit 
of adventure, and Charles displayed a noticeable lack of
it. All Parnell could display was a jealous, possessive

14love, and Miss Wood was not ready to be tied down. 
Suddenly, without bidding Charles good-bye, she left for 
Rome with her parents. At first he became despondent, 
but when he realized that he could concentrate on nothing 
in his lovesick state, he decided to follow her to Rome. 
His ardor must have impressed Mary, because she gave him 
a warm welcome. They spent the winter in Italy, and with 
spring Charles returned to Ireland to prepare for the 
arrival of his fiancee. He received a letter instead;

14Haslip, 32



14

a letter that announced her departure for America, a 
desire never to see him again, and nothing of their 
engagement.

This should have been the end of the incident 
with Mary Wood, but with the doggedness which character
ized much of Parnell's life, he pursued her to the 
United States. At first she greeted him with her usual 
charm, but one day she bluntly told him everything was
over between them; that she wanted a man with more

1 5ambition, more fame, more brilliance.

While in America Charles decided to visit his 
brother John, who had emigrated to Alabama after the 
disappointment of his father's will. John was growing 
peaches and cotton, and was content with his new found 
friends. Irish peasant stock, who would not have merited 
a greeting at home, were his intimate associates.
Charles did not have John's disposition and complained 
of the food, the lodgings, and other Irishmen. He 
resented being considered the same as the commoners who 15

15Ibid., 35. Mary's later marriage to a drab, 
uninspiring man tends to discredit the reasons she gave 
Parnell. As Miss Haslip suggests, the suicides and 
mental disorders mentioned earlier, as well as the fits 
of melancholia and depression suffered by Charles' sisters, 
Delia and Anna, would tend to alienate the average young 
girl.
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had come to work the newly opened coal mines. This, 
coupled with his romantic failure, and a naturally 
nervous disposition, proved too much. His health 
deteriorated; he became an insomniac, and sank into a 
state of apathy.1"'

Gradually, a change took place, and he started
to show an interest in things again. He began to work
and to learn. First he saw only mechanical things that
would apply to his estate, but soon he came to recognize
the qualities of the Irish people. When Charles saw
that the Irish peasant, released from the burdens of
his homeland, could make his own way, he lost his
defensive attitude. No longer was he apologetic about
Ireland. Now he realized that, "If Irishmen were self-
reliant and stuck to each other, they could make them-

17selves felt everywhere."

Charles remained in America for twelve months, 
but shortly before the year was over misfortune befell 
the Parnells. John and Charles were involved in a train 
wreck and John was severly injured. The wreck occurred 
in a remote area in the mining district, and the two

l6John H. Parnell, Charles Stewart Parnell,
(New York: Henry Holt and Company, 1914), 7b.

17O'Brien, I, 54.
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brothers were forced to share the same room. Medical 
facilities were non-existent so Charles became John's 
nurse. Their boyhood intimacy was renewed and Charles 
eventually persuaded John to return to Ireland.

On January 1st Charles and John sailed for home 
and what was to be a revival of the Parnell fortunes.
Sir John Howard died and left the estate he had promised, 
but it was the death of Admiral Stewart which was the 
major factor. He left his stock in Southern Railroad 
to Mrs. Parnell making her a millionairess. The Parnells 
were now rich and esteemed, with only the darkness of 
poor health and mental disorder hanging over their heads. 
Charles' nervousness was calmed somewhat by the pleasant 
effort of managing Avondale and by the companionship of 
his brother. He was content with the quiet life of the 
landed proprietor. With his appointment as High Sheriff 
of his county it seemed that only marriage was needed 
to fulfill his life.

Charles Stewart Parnell had developed only his 
character and personality, not his convictions. Through
out life he had been persevering, even stubborn and this 
had not changed. Once he had set his mind to a task he 
would carry it through no matter what the obstacle.
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He was not rash —  the affair with Mary Wood cured this.
When Parnell approached anything it was with deliberation

1 8and much thought.‘J If he was interested in something 
or someone he would go to great lengths to find out as 
much as possible, but otherwise he would make no effort 
at all. Whatever Charles attempted, he approached with 
a zeal that commanded his every moment and his complete 
energy. Nothing in his life which he considered important 
received only partial attention. Perhaps this intensive
ness was the cause of his physical and mental difficulties. 
Delicate health, extreme nervousness, insomnia, sleep 
walking, moments of depression; all of these complicated 
his existence. Small wonder that the sedate life of a 
country gentleman appealed to him. 8

l8Haslip, 28. An old retainer of the family told 
the story that; "If it was only the picking up of a 
stick on the ground, Master Charles would take about 
half an hour thinking about it."



CHAPTER II

PRIVATE MEMBER TO PARTY LEADER

"By Jove, John, it would be a grand opening for 
me to enter politics!"19 These words, spoken at a 
dinner given by his sister, Mrs. Dickinson, were the 
first indication Charles Stewart Parnell had given 
concerning a political career. After a moment of silence 
caused by the shock of such a blunt statement from one 
usually so reticent, all the guests expressed satisfaction 
with his decision. Captain Dickinson, his brother-in-law, 
said they would see about it in the morning, but Charles 
insisted that arrangements be started immediately. 
Therefore, he and Captain Dickinson, about midnight, 
went to the offices of the Freeman»s Journal to announce 
Parnell's intention of standing for Parliament. They 
were disheartened to find that it would be impossible 
until Charles had resigned from his post of High Sheriff 
of Wicklow."^

19J. Parnell, 121. Mr. O'Brien (I, 72) gives a 
slightly different account in his book, but as John was 
one of the guests at this party it can be assumed that 
he would be aware of the actual statement.

^This could, perhaps, be called Parnell's first 
political post, but only by a stretch of the imagination. 
High Sheriff of one's country was little more than a 
desired prestige position, hardly a political stepping 
stone.
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This delay was a frustrating turn of events to 
Charles, but the very next day he and John went to 
Dublin Castle and saw the Lord Lieutenant to tender 
his resignation. Again Parnell was thwarted in his 
desires, as the Lord Lieutenant would not accept his 
resignation. The outcome of this was the candidacy of 
John Parnell for the Wicklow seat. At first Charles 
intended to campaign for his brother, but after a few 
inflammatory speeches he remained in the background.
John was unsuccessful in his only political venture, 
coming out with the least number of votes in the election.

It was not long before another chance presented 
itself to Parnell. Colonel Taylor, one of the members 
for Dublin Comity, had become Chancellor of the Duchy 
of Lancaster in Disraeli's Ministry and had to seek 
re-election on his appointment to office. The Home Rule 
League, which Parnell had joined during his brother's 
campaign, resolved to contest the seat. There was little 
hope of their winning, but it was hoped a strong fight 
would rally the Home Rulers of Ireland. They needed a 
strong candidate with sufficient means, and Parnell 
offered to run. This was not regarded by all with whole
hearted satisfaction as he was hardly known by most of 
the league members. The few who had met him were not
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favorably impressed. His ignorance of political matters, 
reticence, and seeming lack of political ability tended 
to outbalance those items to his credit: landlord, Prot
estant, good stock, and most important —  able to pay 

21his own way. Issac Butt, the leader of the Irish 
members in Parliament, was in favor of Parnell, and this 
was enough to gain the approval of his candidacy.

Although Charles had spoken to small groups of
friends and neighbors during his brother's campaign, his
first real speech was at a public meeting in Dublin. In
the words of B. Barry O'Brien:

"He broke down utterly. He faltered, he paused, 
went on, got confused, and, pale with intense 
but subdued nervous anxiety,^caused everyone to 
feel deep sympathy for him."^c

The concensus of opinion following this pathetic attempt
was that if he ever did make it to Parliament he would
be either a silent member or be known as "Single Speech
Parnell".^ The election of 1874 turned out to be a 21 * 23

21 In such a predominately Catholic country it at 
first seems odd that Parnell's Protestantism would be 
considered an asset. However, the leaders of the party 
realized that the esteem a member received in Parliament 
by the other members would affect the strength of the 
movement. A man of Parnell's stature would aid the 
party more than a dozen self-made merchants, provided 
he would support them.

23Ibid.
220'Brien, 74.



21

reflection of the previous one as Charles was left, as 
his brother John, at the bottom of the poll.

A year later, March 29, 1875, John Martin, a 
member for County Meath, passed away. Parnell, who was 
now a member of the Council of the Home Rule League, was 
put up by the Nationalists, He was opposed by a Tory 
and an independent Home Ruler, and in April, amid a 
flurry of popular enthusiasm, was elected. Bonfires 
blazed, crowds in the thousands came to cheer, and Par
nell was carried on the shoulders of the masses like a 
conquering hero.

For over a year Parnell remained little more than 
a spectator in the House of Commons. His maiden speech 
had been far from brilliant, but it had included one 
sentence containing the essence of his political philos
ophy: "Ireland is not a geographical fragment of England,
she is a nation."2  ̂ During the session of 1875 he would 
sometimes sit in one of the side galleries, observing 
the performers below with cold detachment, as if he had 
nothing to do with that band of rhetorical, gesticulating 
Irishmen who brought up bill after bill, only to have 
them dismissed. He would wander through the passages 24

24Great Britain, Hansard's Parliamentary Debates, 
CCXXIII (1875), 920. Henceforth cited as Hansard.
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and lobbies, stopping his colleagues to ask them some 
simple question on parliamentary procedure. During these 
early days he watched and criticized and learned; and 
his hatred of England became intensified when he saw the 
way in which Irish claims were treated in the House of 
Commons. Issac Butt was far too gentlemanly and con
ciliatory in his methods, His great respect for the 
House of Commons allowed him to accept, even condone, 
the manner in which the English members avoided and dis
regarded any and all Irish legislation. Joseph Biggar 
was the only Irish member who distinguished himself from 
his colleagues. By his total disregard for etiquette 
and the rules this little Belfast pork butcher gave 
Parnell his first lessons in parliamentary tactics. 
Biggar*s one idea was to make himself as disagreeable 
as possible.

As long ago as the 'fifties, John Henry Moore, 
a Mayo landlord and champion of tenant rights, had 
used obstruction as an effective weapon, and Joseph 
Ronayne, a Young Ireland veteran, witnessed these suc
cessful tactics. In 1872 he had been elected the member 
for Cork, but many years of failure had disillusioned 
him to the point that he would take no active part in 
parliamentary debate. However, it was from him that
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Biggar learned the best way to combat the object of his 
hatred. On the very day that Parnell took his seat in 
the House, Joseph Biggar held up Mr. Disraeli's Coercion 
Bill for four hours, while he waded through statutes, 
blue-books and newspapers, occasionally digressing on
some totally irrelevant subject, and totally exasperating

25the House by his benevolent smile and harsh voice.

Prom the very first, Parnell picked this strange, 
uncouth little man as the center of his attention. A 
curious friendship developed between the Ulster trades
man and Parnell; based upon a mutual dislike of England 
and their resentment of the way in which Butt was con
ducting the constitutional agitation. It was Biggar 
who introduced Parnell into Fenian circles, and who 
brought him to the notice of John Barry, a member of 
the Irish Republican Brotherhood and founder of the Home 
Rule Confederation of Great Britain. His rise to power 
was beginning but connections were not enough to single 
out a man as a potential leader.

It was not until June 30, 1876, that he said 
anything in the House of Commons which drew public atten
tion to himself. Sir Michael Hicks-Beach, the Chief

25"The House of Commons," Westminister Review,
LIV (June, 1875), 79*
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Secretary for Ireland, speaking on Mr. Butt's motion 
for an inquiry into the demand for Home Rule, referred 
to "The Manchester Martyrs" as "the Manchester murderers." 
Parnell immediately jumped up, crying, "no! no!" Sir 
Michael gave Parnell an icy stare and answered, "I regret 
to hear that there is an honorable member in this House

nrwho will apologize for murder."“ Cries of withdraw 
came from all sides of the Commons and it was expected 
that the outspoken member from Meath would shrink from 
the wrath he had brought down. Instead he rose from his 
place and stated that he could never believe that any 
murder had taken place at Manchester. Prom this moment 
Parnell's reply was to be repeated to Irishmen all over 
the world, and Fenians, who had long abandoned hope of 
any good coming from the activities of Mr. Butt, found 
themselves considering this tall young aristocrat with 
growing interest.

In October of 1876 Parnell and Mr. O'Connor Power 
were sent to America to congratulate the American people 
on the Centenary of American Independence. Even there 
he was galled by the attitude regarding Ireland. He 
called President Grant a vulgar old dog, when he would 26

26'Hansard, CCXXXII (1876), 1232.



25

accept the Irish message only if presented by the British 
Embassy. The address was ultimately accepted by the 
Congress, but Parnell had returned to England before this 
was done.

By the end of 1876 Parnell realized that Mr.
Butt's movement had failed. The Irish introduced the 
Home Rule Bill and other minor bills time after time 
only to see them put aside. The party was composed of 
a collection of congenial gentlemen to whom the House 
of Commons was nothing more than an excuse to savor the 
social life of England. The pleasant entertainment 
provided by a few English people reconciled them to the 
bitter treatment they received in the Commons. What 
man could be expected to fight with the man who had 
given him a sumptuous dinner the night before. To fur
ther complicate matters the Irish members were not a 
unified party, but a collection of groups usually at 
odds with each other, and this was perhaps the greatest 
obstacle to overcome. True, they all had the same goal, 
but the points on which they disagreed —  secret societies 
and physical force —  loomed like mountains.

Parnell's first step was to join forces with 
Joseph Biggar. Out of this grew obstruction as a policy,
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and at first, their general condemnation by the other
27members of the Commons, including the other Irish.

It was shocking and ungentlemanly, but the flow of busi
ness through the House of Commons slowed to a snail's 
pace. Their methods were simple. When a bill was intro
duced they would load it down with amendments, and then 
proceed to discuss every one of them. Butt objected and 
eventually, one night in April of 1877, rebuked Parnell 
on the House floor, thereby destroying himself in the

a Qeyes of the Irish people.Ireland had no respect for 
the staid House of Commons, but they did have respect 
for the man who had defended the Manchester Martyrs and 
was now making England listen, although grudgingly, to 
the Irish pleas. As a political force Butt was now 
dead, and Parnell openly strove to depose him from his 
position.

The next gain made by Parnell in marshalling 
support behind himself came during the debate over the 
South African Bill in July of 1877. In the course of 
the debate Parnell stated, "I feel a special satisfaction 
in preventing and thwarting the intentions of the 27 28

27F. Hugh O'Donnell, Irish Parliamentary Party 
(London: Longmans, Green & Co., 1910}, 127.

28Hansard, CCXXXIII (1877), 681.
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government in respect to this Bill." No doubt, at 
any other time, when tempers were cooler, this would 
have caused little excitement, but Sir Stafford Northcote, 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, was highly excited and 
irritated from previous remarks made by Parnell. He 
moved that Parnell's words be taken down, that all busi
ness be stopped, and that they send for the Speaker.
When the Speaker was brought in, Sir Stafford moved that 
Parnell be suspended. Parnell at first refused to rise 
when called upon to explain, but after the fourth call 
he objected on a technical point of procedure, which 
was declared untenable. He then began his own defense, 
but it was filled with so much defiance that cries of 
"withdraw" filled the House, and Parnell left the floor 
to wait in the galleries while the members decided his 
case. Northcote then moved that Parnell was guilty of 
contempt of the House and asked for a vote of censure.
The House, however, reviewing Parnell's words, felt that 
there was nothing in them that any opposition member 
might not utter in opposing a Bill. " Sir Stafford was 
forced to postpone his debate to the following day. 
Parnell had secured a clear victory, and although

2 Ĥansard, CCXXXV (1877), 730.
30Ibid.

29
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Northcote proposed and had passed the following day two 
Bills limiting debate, Irish members were falling in 
step behind Parnell.

With the close of the Parliament in 1877 Party 
leadership was in question as Butt was losing favor 
among many Irish organizations supporting the Home Rule 
movement. At the annual convention of the Home Rule 
Confederation in 1877 Mr. Butt was deposed and Parnell 
replaced him.J  ̂ Butt attempted to retire from the 
leadership of the Home Rule Party and tendered his 
resignation. It was not accepted however, and he was 
induced to retain nominal leadership with the stipulation 
that his attendance need not be regular. Early in 
January of 1878 a meeting was held to reconcile the 
two forces in the Irish Parliamentary Party. Butt was 
retained as leader by a slim margin of votes, but 
Parnell and his followers made it clear that his leader
ship would in no way affect their behavior in the House 

82of Commons.

-^The Home Rule Confederation was an organization 
of the Irish in England who supported the Home Rule move
ment. Parnell also was the favorite of the Fenians, who 
had never cared for Butt, and the American Irish, who 
he had met on his recent trip to the United States.

32O'Brien, I, 154.
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During 1878 Parnell continued his tactics of ob
struction, gaining further support from the Irish mem
bers, and grudging admiration from the English. Butt, 
on the other hand, became more of a nonentity, leaving 
the struggle against Parnell to his devoted followers.
In 1879 Butt again won out over Parnell in the Party 
election. By this time it was little more than admira
tion for what he had been, and unwillingness to desert 
a sick old man. The Party Convention was his last public 
appearance before his death on May 13, 1879.

In an attempt to weld the two factions of the 
Party together, William Shaw, a banker, a Protestant, 
and a middle of the roader, was chosen to lead the Irish 
members. In easier times a man of this sort might have 
been successful. Ireland, however, was again struck 
with a failure of the potato crop, and the people were 
not in a mood to follow any soft-spoken parliamentarian 
who seemed to be afraid of upsetting his English friends. 
They wanted a man of action, and Parnell appeared to be 
the answer. To further his position with the peasants 
Parnell became a leader in Michael Davitt's newly formed 
Land League; the first organization which enlisted 
peasants from all of Ireland. He at first did not fully



30

approve of Davitt's plan, but realized its potential.

With the famine and its accompanying evictions 
Parnell was driven to agreement with Davitt's radical 
plan. The famine continued into the winter, and Parnell, 
along with John Dillon, travelled to America to collect 
money to feed and clothe their distressed countrymen.
On this trip he came into contact for the first time 
with the American Fenians, the Clan-Na-Gael, whose mem
bers were not at all above violence. Both sides were 
suspicious of the other, but Parnell, after listening 
to their bold schemes, merely answered: "If I fail in 
my attempt, I will take part in yours!"J  ̂ This was 
enough to gain their support, and more important, in 
no way bound him to their policies.

On March 21, 1880, Parnell landed at Queenstown, 
less than two weeks before the elections. In this elec
tion he found himself elected to three seats; Meath,
Mayo, and Cork. He chose to sit for Cork, which he

^Michael Davitt, The Fall of Feudalism in Ireland, 
(London: Harper & Brothers, 1904), 217. Davitt's
peasant background gave him a different attitude toward 
land ownership. He felt that peasant ownership would 
solve all of the problems, and would consider nothing 
less. Until the famine Parnell never considered reform 
in this direction.

34O'Brien, I, 201.
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represented until his death. Following the election the 
Party had its convention with the principal purpose of 
electing a more permanent successor to Issac Butt than 
William Shaw. Parnell was chosen by a margin of five 
votes —  twenty-three for and eighteen against. At the
age of thirty-four, with only five years in Parliament,

35he was leader of the Irish Party.

Among those who voted for him was a new member 
of the party who was unknown to nearly all his colleagues. 
His name was Captain William Henry O'Shea, and he had 
been elected with the O'Gorman Mahon for the two-member 
constituency of County Clare. O'Shea was the only son 
and the second of two children of Henry O'Shea, a Dublin 
solicitor, who had made his fortune buying up the prop
erty of impoverished landlords. Wealth did not provide 
the family with social position, however, and Mr, O'Shea 
purchased a commission in the 18th Hussars for his son 
as an opening to s o c i e t y . Y o u n g  O'Shea moved into 
society with a flourish and an expense account which 
soon became too much for his father. After a few years 
O'Shea sold his commission which was by then a Captaincy

35t. p„ O'Connor, Memoirs of an Old Parliamentarian, 
(New York: D. Appleton and Co., 1929), 32•

3^Katherine O'Shea, Charles Stewart Parnell,
(London: Cassel and Co., 1914), T7 21.
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and married Katherine Wood, the thirteenth child of Rev
erend Sir John Page Wood. The family had good connections 
and an offer of a relative to invest in a bank in Madrid 
took them to Spain. The Captain's independent disposition
brought about an argument between him and the relative

37and ended the arrangement in less than a year,“

The O'Sheas next tried a stud-farm at Bennington, 
Hertfordshire, but the Captain felt gambling was a part 
of horse farming and this venture soon ended in the 
Bankruptcy Court. Their first child, Gerard, was born 
in 1870, shortly after the bankruptcy proceedings took 
place. For a short while the O'Sheas lived with their 
relatives, but it was not long before the Captain became 
involved in some mysterious business in London. It was 
at this timé that the marriage started to disintegrate, 
with Katherine living alone the greater part of the

•3 Oweek and O'Shea coming only on weekends. In an attempt 
to salvage the marriage Mrs. O'Shea demanded that her 
husband take her to London, and he complied, renting 
lodgings first at Harrow Road and later, Beaufort Gardens. 
At the latter place two daughters were born, Nora and 
Carmen, but again friction developed between Katherine 
and her husband. She found herself alone frequently and 37 38

37Ibid., I, 2 3 .
38Ibid., I, 52.
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financial troubles arose as before. Only the sympathy
of her aunt, Mrs. Benjamin Wood, who asked her to come

39and live in Eltham with her, made life bearable. " In 
the meantime Captain O'Shea had become interested in a 
mining scheme in Spain and left without his family to 
become manager of the venture. In less than eighteen 
months the business failed and the Captain returned to 
England. For a short time he lived with Katherine at 
Eltham, but they could not live in harmony and agreed 
to a semi-separation. He was to live in London, and 

x come down to Eltham only on the weekend. His visits 
became less and less frequent as he again moved into 
the mysterious life he had previously been living in 
London. 39 40 * Rather suddenly it seems he became interested 
in politics, and travelled to Ireland where he met the 
O'Gorman Mahon. " 1 They entered together as members for

39Ibid., I, 3 5.
4 0Ibid., I, 112. Little is known about Captain 

O'Shea's existence in London during this or the earlier 
period in his life. One can assume that his great liking 
for gambling in the past had now become his principle 
source of income.

4^James Patrick O'Gorman Mahon is something of a 
mystery himself, fighting in wars from one end of the world to the other, bearing ranks from captain to general.
At one time he was even an admiral in the Chilean Navy.
How he and O'Shea became friends is also open to speculation 
perhaps over a gambling table. It is likely the O'Gorman 
Mahon's likeable personality carried them both to victory. 
Mrs. O'Shea, (I, 133), reported a dinner conversation that 
revealed her husband was bearing the expenses of both 
himself and Mahon during the campaign.
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Clare, and, although O'Shea appeared to the Irish as an 
overdressed dandy, both were elected.

The new Parliament met, and the O'Sheas launched 
a series of small dinner parties at Thomas's Hotel in 
Berkeley Square. For political reasons Katherine served 
as hostess, but the semi-separation continued. Parnell 
was invited to every party but attended none as he had 
returned from his trip to America weakened physically 
and upset mentally. His absence was particularly galling 
to Mrs. O'Shea, but no one realized how much until one 
evening when she said with a great deal of conviction,
"The uncrowned King of Ireland shall sit in that chair

4-2at the next dinner I give." Mrs. O'Shea was not one 
to tarry and went to Parliament, where she sent Parnell 
a note asking him to meet her in the Palace Yard. This 
plump, but pretty woman was able to do what no other 
woman had been able to do for ten years —  interest 
Charles Parnell.^ For a period of time the Compensation 
for Disturbance Bill demanded Parnell's full attention, 42

420'Shea, I, 130.
^Katherine O'Shea's descriptions cover a wide 

range from a voluptuous seductress to a rather plain 
woman. Judging from available photographs, and those 
taken a few years after the affair had begun, she was 
probably considered attractive. Coupled with this was 
intelligence, breeding, and a practical nature.
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but the next party saw Katherine fulfill her vow, as he 
was in attendance. Captain O'Shea was, of course, de
lighted as it was to his advantage to be on friendly 
terms with the chief. This did not mean that O'Shea 
was a Parnellite at heart, but that he recognized that 
advancement must come through Parnell.

Out of this new arrangement grew the peculiar 
friendship of Parnell and O'Shea. Mrs. O'Shea insisted 
on their friendship, and they both had a reason to bend 
to her will. 44 The exact time at which the relationship 
between Katherine and Parnell moved beyond friendship 
cannot be ascertained, but evidence given during the 
divorce trial would suggest that it was well along before 
the end of 1880.“* 4' Katherine became a frequent visitor 
to the House of Commons, and Parnell began corresponding 
with her on a regular basis. They would ride together 
and dine together, always preserving a secretiveness 
that had been a part of Parnell's life since childhood.
As the affair progressed the intrigue increased both in

440'Shea, I, 143. Exactly why Kitty wanted them 
to be friendly isn't clear, except that this would give 
Parnell a chance to visit her home openly.

4^The Times (London), Oct. 29, 1890, 4. The 
account of evidence concerned with the trial referred 
back to reports of Parnell's frequent visits at the end 
of 188 0.
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degree and complexity. He adopted false names and rented 
lodgings where they could meet, and when visiting Eltham 
would change conveyences two or three times. 4 * Early 
in January of 1881 it looked as if all would end. Cap
tain O'Shea returned to Eltham and found a portmanteau 
belonging to Parnell in one of the bedrooms. In a fury 
he sent the O'Gorman Mahon to Parnell with a challenge 
to duel. The duel was never fought as Mrs. Steele, 
Katherine's sister, intervened and made peace between 
O'Shea and his wife. Mrs. O'Shea was, according to her 
sister, invaluable to Parnell as a means of communication
with the government. O'Shea was either convinced or chose 

47to believe it.

In the political scene Parnell was moving forward 
with greater enthusiasm and audacity. During the debate 
to introduce a bill to suspend Habeas Corpus in Ireland 
the announcement that Michael Davitt had been arrested 
was made. Parnell inquired as to the conditions of the 
arrest. When he was not answered, Mr. Dillon then

^6Ibid., Nov. 3, 1890, 9. Again evidence given 
during the divorce trial.

^O'Shea, I, 1 5 8. In her account Kitty does not 
question the motives behind the Captain's change of 
heart, but his record as a husband and a businessman 
would suggest that he would choose the road best suited
to his own interests.
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demanded that the information he given. The speaker 
called on Mr. Gladstone, but Dillon would not give way.
He was immediately suspended. Parnell then rose and 
moved that the right honorable gentleman not be heard, 
referring to Gladstone, 'and was also suspended. Thirty- 
two of his colleagues each followed his lead and were

a Osimilarly suspended. This was only one example of 
obstruction. During that session 1400 hours were con
sumed, of which 240 were after midnight. Out of 14,836
speeches delivered in the Commons that session, 6,315

49were delivered by Irish members. English reaction was
50such that many demanded that Parnell himself be arrested." 

No longer could Englishmen conduct their business with 
only minor interruptions —  Parnell was out to stop all 
transactions.

Parnell now felt the need of a newspaper. The 
Freeman1s Journal was not friendly to his view, or to 
him personally, and had often attacked him. He turned 
to a group of weeklies in Dublin, which, although highly

48Hansard, CCLX (1881), 1164.
4^Ervine, 174, 175.
"^Blackwoods Magazine, CXXI (April, 18 81), 536.

In previous editions the attacks upon the Irish leader 
were not as specific, but from this point they single 
him out for constant attacks.
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patriotic, were little more than trash. Three of them: 
the Irishman, the Shamrock, and the Flag of Ireland were 
owned by Richard Pigott who was to play an important 
role later in Parnell's life. At the time Parnell was 
in search of a newspaper, Pigott was in financial dis
tress, and readily sold the papers. Parnell closed the 
Shamrock, changed the Flag of Ireland to United Ireland,
and continued to publish the Irishman under the original 

51name.

With the Land Bill Gladstone felt he had made a
great and magnanimous concession to Ireland, gaining
them as much as was humanly possible at the time. When
Parnell would not accept this, and, in fact, attacked
it as nothing more than a token, Gladstone had no
recourse but to retaliate. He condemned Parnell at
every opportunity, and received like treatment in every

52speech made by the Irish leader. Parnell expected 
imprisonment, but he would not halt his attack on the 
government of Gladstone. Accordingly, on October 13, 18 81, 
he was presented with a warrant for his arrest on the 
charge of inciting to riot. The following morning he 51 *

510'Brien, I, 299-300.
^2John Morley, The Life of William Ewart Gladstone 

(New York: MacMillan Co., 1903), HI, 59.
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was taken to Kilmainham Jail, there to remain for over
• 5six months. J

The news of his arrest filled England with joy
and Ireland with grief and dismay. "Parnell's arrest
was hailed almost as though it had been the news of a
signal victory gained by England over a hated enemy. " * 54
Parnell himself, through an interviewer from the Freeman's
Journal, informed the Irish people that he would "'take
it as evidence that the people did not do their duty if
he were speedily released. " ' 55 56 He professed a hatred
of outrage but this sounded like an incitement to it.
Parnell had said earlier that Captain Moonlight would
carry on if he were arrested, but in reality he was able

5 6to operate quite well in Kilmainham. He had companions 
of his own way of thinking, frequent visitors, and 
probably, a period of rest which he would never have 
otherwise obtained.

5^The Times (London), Oct. 18, 18 81, 1.
54̂Wemyss Reid, Life of the Rt. Hon, W. E, Forster 

(London: Cassell'and Co., Lt.,), 237.
55Ervine, 182.
56Winston Spencer Churchill, Lord Randolph 

Churchill (New York: MacMillan, 1906 V, I, 206. This 
was the only source which suggested that Parnell did 
not maintain control, but, rather, lost it to the extremists. 
Captain Moonlight referred to their violent actions.
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Problems, however, did trouble him, and foremost 
of these was Mrs. O'Shea. She was five months pregnant 
when he was arrested, and her letters caused him deep 
anxiety. She, no doubt, was in an abnormal state of 
mind: carrying a child whose father was in jail, and
concealing from her husband the fact that the child was 
not his. Captain O'Shea hoped the birth of this child 
would seal the reconciliation with his wife, while 
Katherine stated, "I knew it would cement the cold 
hatred I felt towards him. " 57 The letters, both private 
and secret, prior to the baby's birth were little more 
than expressions of love and emotion as Parnell attempted 
to calm the fears of the woman he loved. A typical 
example:

"My Darling Queenie, — • Your two letters 
received, and King is very much troubled 
about you.I am very warm —  have fire and gas in 
my room all night if I want it.Dearest Wifie must try and get back her 
spirits and good looks for her own husband's 
sake." 5°

As the time of birth approached he began to think more 
and more of a means to get out of the prison. One can

570 'Shea, I, 2 1 0,
5^Ibid., 218. Letter dated Nov. 7, 1881. The 

names Queenie, Wifie, and King were common in nearly 
all the correspondence of a personal nature. "Her 
own husband" refers to Parnell.



only guess that the concern for his child weighed as 
heavily as his concern for Ireland.

Ireland was in a state of anarchy; agrarian out
rages, which had diminished during the preceeding year, 
were more frequent than ever. Crime was rampant, and 
Gladstone was slowly realizing that the man thrown into 
jail for inciting revolution was the only restraining 
influence in the country. Parnell, also, was beginning 
to see that by summoning the forces of Captain Moonlight 
he had given power to a certain section of his followers 
whom from now on would be difficult to control. With 
all of these forces at work it is not so surprising
that one day in April Parnell said, "Don't pitch into

59me too hard.... if I sign conditions and go out."

Mrs. O'Shea's baby, named Claude Sophie, was born 
February 16, 1882, and died April 21 of the same year. 
During this interval a nephew of Parnell died, and 
Charles was able to obtain a parole to attend the 
funeral. It was during this period that Parnell was 
able to see his child and write the Kilmainham Treaty. 
Meanwhile Captain O'Shea had been in communication with 
the Liberal ministers. He received little encouragement

^Haslip, 219. Quite possibly this could be nothing 
more than a fabrication to add a little color, but Parnell 
did write Kitty about the same time saying he expected 
to be out soon.

41
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from Gladstone and Forster, but Joseph Chamberlain was 
eager to listen to the supposed intermediary from Parnell. 
How much Katherine had done to start this activity is 
unknown, but she did bring all the pressure to bear that 
she could on Parnell after he returned from the funeral 
in Paris. Parnell's last night at Eltham was spent with 
Captain O'Shea formulating the Treaty. Its stipulations 
were quite simple: settlement of the arrears question, 
amendment of the Land Act to provide more realistic 
rent fixing, and the Coercion Act was to lapse. If the 
government carried out these, Parnell would withdraw the 
No-Rent Manifesto and do everything in his power to 
suppress the violence in Ireland.^

The problems concerning this negotiation arose 
because of O'Shea's over-ambitious nature and over
evaluation of himself. In a letter to Gladstone he 
stated that Parnell had attempted to induce him to take

r  *
over leadership of the party. 1 He also suggested at 
this time the advisability of negotiations leading to 
the release of the prisoners. Gaining nothing from 
this overture he turned to Chamberlain, and found a 60

600 'Shea, I, 2 5 0.
^J. L. Garvin, Life of Joseph Chamberlain,

(London: MacMillan and Co., 193?)» 1» 351. Copy in 
Chamberlain Papers.
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receptive ear. Chamberlain in turn communicated with 
Gladstone saying that the time had come to strive for 
conciliation. Gladstone forwarded the letter to Forster.1" 
Although Forster did not react with enthusiasm toward 
this letter Gladstone instructed Chamberlain to go 
ahead. In reference to the letter he said: "The promise 
seems to me if anything wider than we wanted —  and the

r
sole condition is the settlement of arrears."  ̂ As this
proved to be a principal block to any understanding,
O'Shea offered to supplement or change any words or

64expressions that might not please the Cabinet,' Forster 
continued to protest, but Chamberlain seemingly had gained 
all that the government desired, and Gladstone persuaded 
the Cabinet to renounce coercion and release those 
suspects who were still in prison. Forster resigned his 
post, and on May 3> 1882, Parnell, Dillon, and O'Kelly 
were released from Kilmainham Jail.

The Times referred to the release of the prisoners
as a definite victory for the Irish leader and shameful

65on the part of the government."' If all had been known

62Ibid., I, 352-53.-
^Agatha Ramm (ed.), The Political Correspondence 

of Mr. Gladstone and lord Granville— 11578-1836, {Oxford: 
Clarendon Press, 19^2), 7] 3 6 4 - 8 5.

^Garvin, I, 356.
^Times, (London), May 3» 1882, 12.
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at this time, Parnell would have been ruined in the eyes 
of the extremists in Ireland, and they made up a large 
segment of his following. Up until now he had kept them 
in check. The government expected him to again exercise 
his control. Before he could act, however, the treaty 
would be nullified by the brutal murders in Phoenix Park.



CHAPTER III

COMPLETE INVOLVEMENT

During Parnell's imprisonment the extremists had 
grown in number. One particular group, labeling them
selves the Invincibles, had formulated a daring plan—  
the murder of the Chief Secretary. Although this plan 
originally was directed toward Forster, they did not give 
up upon his resignation, but merely redirected their 
energies toward his successor, Lord Frederick Cavendish.
An opportunity presented itself following the pageant of 
the state entry of the new Viceroy to Dublin on May 6 , 1882. 
Lord Cavendish and the Permanent Under-Secretary, Mr. Thomas
Henry Burke, were walking through Phoenix Park in Dublin

66when a group of men attacked and murdered them,

Parnell was on his way to London to spend the day 
with Michael Davitt when he bought a Sunday Observer at 
the station, and first found out about the murders in 
Phoenix Park. According to Mrs. O'Shea, who was waiting 
in a cab, he froze; his face turned ashen. She called 
to him, asking what was the matter. Parnell, as if in a 
trance, walked back to her, pointed at the paper, and was 
silent. Mrs. O'Shea put out her hand to him as she read

^Times (London), May 8 , 1882, 8 .
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the news. Parnell, taking it unconsciously, squeezed 
until a ring she wore bruised her fingers. After more 
silence he said, "I shall resign."J He repeated this 
several times, rooted to the same spot, oblivious to the 
Sounds and movement around him. Finally Katherine's 
whispered pleadings broke the barrier, he became aware 
of his surroundings, and moved to catch the slowly 
departing train.

At Westminster Palace Hotel he found his
colleagues deeply despondent. The unhappiest of all
was Davitt. The indomitable Healy was so upset that he
deliberately proposed that they all resign their seats
and go back into obscurity. Parnell continued to threaten
resignation with only the calming presence of Justin

6 8McCarthy blocking any rash decision. ' Parnell dispatched 
Captain O'Shea with a letter to Gladstone, in which he 
offered to retire from public life if the Prime Minister 
thought that popular feeling in England would improve by 
his resignation. Gladstone, fortunately, considered 
Parnell to be the only restraining influence left in 
Ireland, and his counsel aided in calming the highly 
upset Irish leader.0'' 67 68 69

670'Shea, I, 262.
680'Brien, I, 357. also McCarthy, V, 97.
69Morley, III, 70.



Later that day Parnell returned to Eltham with 
Captain O'Shea. He sat silently while the Captain told 
his wife of the day's activities and of Parnell's con
tinual threat of retirement. He asked Katherine to plead 
with Parnell. She agreed with her husband and pointed 
out that to resign would he "throwing the whole country 
over. " 70 71 For days feeling ran high in England, and much 
of the bitterness was directed toward the leader of the 
Irish Parliamentary- Party. Chamberlain and others

?suggested the possibility of their being plots against
Parnell's life, but Charles seemed oblivious to the
dangers. O'Shea applied for police protection for his
leader, but Parnell denied that this was by his direction.
He continued to behave much as he had always behaved:
aloof from his followers as well as his opposition. Only
in his appearance did he betray the strain which he felt.
When the Commons met he was, "jaded, careworn, anxious,

72and depressed."

The murders were the one topic referred to in 
Parliament on that eighth of May. Parnell made a short

700'Shea, I, 264.
71 Garvin, I, 365.
/20'Brien, I, 358.
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straightforward speech, condemning the outrage in unquali
fied terms, saying that it was a deadly blow dealt his 
party. He also expressed a fear that the government would 
feel forced to revert to a policy of coercion,  ̂ On May 11 
the government did revert to this when Sir William Harcourt, 
the Home Secretary introduced a new bill reinstating all 
the worst provisions of the last Coercion Act, Trial by 
jury was abolished in favor of a tribunal of three judges 
to be chosen by the Lord Lieutenant. Curfew was enforced 
in the whole of southern Ireland, and the police were 
free to search any house at any hour of the day or night. 
Perhaps the most hated provision of the bill entitled the 
resident magistrate to act as a summary judge and to
sentence any citizen to as much as six months' hard

74labor merely on the charge of intimidation. Parnell 
knew that, with popular feeling against them, they could 
do little more than try to lessen its severity.

While the Coercion Act was going through the 
House, the English members persisted in asking questions 
concerning the rumored Kilmainham Treaty. During this 
interchange Parnell found that O'Shea was not the trusted 
intermediary he had hoped him to be. A member asked Glad
stone to produce the letters which were the evidence of 73 74

73Hansard, CC/LXII, (1882), 691.
7 4Ibid., 7 1 2.
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the "good intentions" of the recently released members. 
Gladstone expressed hesitancy, but saw no reason why, if 
the members who were involved did not object, the letters 
should not be produced. Parnell then rose and read the 
letters which he had given Captain O'Shea. Forster, still 
embittered by the decision of the party to release Parnell 
over his objections, saw his chance for revenge. He 
inquired if all of the letter had been read. Parnell 
replied that this was all of the copy given him by O'Shea, 
but the original, as he had drafted it, had another 
paragraph.' '' Now all of O'Shea's dealings were to become 
public property. Forster handed Captain O'Shea a copy 
of the original letter, but O'Shea attempted to hand it 
back. He received only the laughter of the other members,

r-j /f

and was finally forced to read it. This interchange 
made it clear that the "deal" which had been rumored in 
the Times, but denied by both Gladstone and Parnell was 
very much a fact.'' This was the first Parnell knew that * 76 77

7^The last paragraph which stated Parnell's 
willingness to assist the Liberals in their program in 
exchange for his stipulations was considered to appear 
as too much like a bribe, and therefore omitted in the 
returned form.

76Hansard, CC/LXII, (1882), 943.
77Times, May 1, 1882, 6. The Times suggested 

that the communication between the prisoners and the 
government indicated some kind of agreement to obtain 
release from prison.
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his intermediary had dealt with others besides Gladstone 
and Chamberlain. Also the behavior of O'Shea when handed 
the letter suggested that those concerned were less than 
proud of their negotiations. Parnell's reaction was to 
drop O'Shea as his contact and rely upon the Captain's 
wife for future negotiation.

Earlier Gladstone had expressed a decision not
to use Mrs. O'Shea as an intermediary, but a letter from
her suggesting a personal meeting bore fruit. On June 2,
1882, Kitty and Gladstone met at Thomas's Hotel and agreed
that she would be the official intermediary between the
Irish leader and the Government. r> This arrangement
continued through the summer of 1882 and into the fall,
but in October of that year Gladstone suggested that
Lord Richard Grosvenor act as the medium of communication 

7 0in the future. He also commented that Parnell had 
acted well in the last five months, and that this had been 
of value in improvement of law and order. No other mention

^ O'Shea, I, 270. Gladstone's final willingness 
to use Mrs. O'Shea as an intermediary could be explained 
by her family connections. She was the sister of General 
(later Field-Marshal) Sir Evelyn V/ood and the niece of 
Lord Chancellor Hatherley.

'^Gladstone to Granville, Oct. 10, 1882, 864. 
Gladstone told Granville of this decision in letter but 
did not elaborate on the reason for this change. The 
affair between Mrs. O'Shea and Parnell was becoming fairly 
common knowledge by this time, and, perhaps, the Prime 
Minister did not wish to become involved.
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of any correspondence was made by Gladstone, but Katherine
o0states that it did continue, although intermittently.

During the latter half of 1882 and continuing 
through most of 18 83, Parnell's activity in Parliament 
was limited, which no doubt explains Gladstone's attitude. 
Parnell believed his cause could be best served by a degree 
of subservience to the government at this time. Public 
feeling in England was running against the Irish cause 
and Ireland, following the violence in Phoenix Park. 
Extremist organizations had to be suppressed within 
Ireland, and Parnell realized that any inflammatory 
activity on his part would only goad them to further out
rages. One of the most violent of the Irish organizations 
was the Ladies Land League which counted among its members 
his sister, Anna Parnell. Parnell handled this group in

O -ja very simple manner. He cut off their bank account."
Anna never forgave him and refused to have any communication 
with him again. There is probably some truth to the obser
vation that this woman's fanaticism was abnormal, as she 
eventually took her own life. Davitt objected to Parnell's 
suppression of the Ladies League and other minor groups, 30

300'Shea, II, 18.
O -a° O'Shea. I, 261. He had been given control of 

the donations from America that financed the various 
organizations struggling for Irish independence.
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but did not wish, to cause undue dissension in the 
Parliamentary Party. He considered all tacks: land 
leagues, Parliament, everything necessary to gain a free 
Ireland.^

The year 1883 saw the beginning of a subtle 
change in Parnell. Never one to be intimate with others, 
he now became even less of a colleague, but, rather, a 
distant monarch. More frequently his party had to carry 
on the fight without him, receiving his communiques 
directing the fight, but not his assistance. Invariably 

x these communications came from Katherine's lodgings in
Eltham. Dinners with McCarthy, lunch with Biggar, shooting 
parties in Ireland with Redmond and O'Kelly —  all ended. 
Katherine O'Shea was gaining complete ascendency over her 
lover. Of equal importance in separating Parnell from 
his followers was his health. Never a completely fit 
man, the rigors of prison, the turmoil of political battle, 
and the mental anguish of an illicit affair were taking 
their toll. Katherine comments, "If I had not had my 
lover's health to care for I should myself have broken 
down altogether."1'̂  She sorted Parnell's mail protecting * 83

QpDavitt, 362-64. Davitt was afraid that any 
excessive internal argument would harm the chances of 
Home Rule.

83O'Shea, II, 54.
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him from most of the threatening letters. She attended 
the sessions of Commons and together they would return 
to her home in Eltham. Parnell had also taken rooms nearby 
to explain his constant presence in the area. As Captain 
O'Shea had again turned to a bachelor existence in London, 
his presence seldom interrupted the liaison of Parnell and 
his mistress.

Perhaps the most controversial aspect of the 
relationship between the O'Sheas and Parnell concerns 
the period following the murders in Phoenix Park and the 
passage of the Reform Bill of 1884. During this time 
Mrs. O'Shea bore two daughters —  Clare, born in March

O aof 1883, and Prances, born in November of 1884. '’ Shortly 
before Christmas in 1883 Mrs. O'Shea rented a furnished 
house in Brighton, but Captain O'Shea again entered the 
picture, selecting another house with a better location. 
Katherine could spend only a few days each week at this 
house as she also acted as companion to her aunt, Mrs. 
Benjamin Wood. In her absence Captain O'Shea would take 
care of the children and sometimes invite Parnell to visit 
him. On other occasions Parnell would be with Katherine 
at Mrs. Wood's. Quite often Parnell's presence or *

O A^Ervine, ']96. Kitty does not mention the date
of birth
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unexpected arrival would surprise O'Shea, hut not drive
him to the threats of violence that the findings of a

85portmanteau had at an earlier date. There are a number 
of reasons which could help explain Captain O'Shea's 
acceptance of this situation, and all of the rest of the 
unpleasantness surrounding the well known affair being 
carried on between his wife and his leader. There was 
first of all the strong possibility of a sizeable inher
itance from her relatives. Secondly, there was his hope 
of obtaining the position of Under-Secretary for Ireland. 
Katherine, herself, had frequently mentioned this hope

O  Cin her communication with Gladstone. Finally, Captain 
O'Shea was aware that his continued presence in the House 
of Commons was doubtful —  unless he had the support of 
Parnell. Other Irish members disliked him for a variety 
of reasons. They considered him a tool of Chamberlain,

o7and an opportunist with no real allegiance to Ireland.° 85 86 *

85Haslip, 265. According to this author the following 
incident was recounted by Katherine during the first year of 
her widowhood. Her source is not given nor does Katherine 
bother to retell it in her own book. Following dinner a 
political discussion ensued of which Katherine tired, going 
upstairs to bed. Captain O'Shea was the next to retire, 
and when finding his wife's door open, began the argument 
anew. In the course of this interchange he entered her room 
and closed the door. Suddenly the door was thrown open and 
in charged Parnell. Without a word he picked up Mrs. O'Shea, 
threw her over his shoulder, marched to his own room, tossed 
her on the bed, and closed the door.

860'Shea, II, 37-
o7O'Shea's contact with Chamberlain and his willing

ness to get Parnell to change rather than Chamberlain during 
the Kilmainham negotiations suggested this.
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His air of superiority, his flashy elegance; all of these 
were too much for the rest of the party. To add to the 
antagonisms within the Party, he also realized that the 
people of Ireland cared even less about him. Only the 
support of the one man whose word was law could save him 
from a political graveyard. 0

Although much of 1884 found Parnell away from
the center of activity his contact with the government
and his own party continued. It was early in this year
that the first germ of Home Rule appeared. Captain
O'Shea was given some power of negotiation, but only with
reservation. On the other hand, Katherine was given the
task of forwarding to Lord Grosvenor a secret document
which was to be handed to Gladstone. This was Parnell's

8qproposed constitution for Ireland. " The reply which 
Gladstone sent back was nothing more than an acknowledge
ment of the receipt of this communique. Parnell then 
allowed Captain O'Shea to proceed with his negotiations. 88 *

880'Brien, II, 122. O'Shea's disclosure-of all 
aspects of the Kilmainham negotiations, a tendency to 
ridicule other Irish members, and being Chamberlain's man 
were enough to alienate the other Irish members. The 
people of Ireland disliked his English manners and aloofness. 
His life had been one long escape from his native land —  
its manners, its customs, its problems.

on̂O'Shea, II, 18. Significant elements included: 
an elected chamber to make enactments concerning all domestic 
affairs. The power to raise revenue, the power to establish 
courts of Justice, the Crown must assent to all acts before 
they become law, and the abolition of the Lord Lieutenant.
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O'Shea saw another chance to further his own personal 
cause, and would stop at nothing to gain his objective. 
Chamberlain was on the way up. O'Shea saw this and 
wanted to be with him. According to rumors Gladstone was 
ready to retire, and although Lord Hartington might try 
to form a ministry, he would need the radical element.
When this occurred, O'Shea expected to be in a favored 
position. For this reason he made every effort to con
summate a deal between Parnell and Chamberlain. He over
simplified on both sides, often giving the opposing 

x parties the wrong impression of how close they were to 
agreement. When Parnell questioned the letters of 
Chamberlain which presented a plan for local self- 
government, O'Shea would point out that the Radical 
leader did not mean this to be a substitute for an Irish 
Parliament. These assurances kept alive the exchanges 
between the men, and in turn O'Shea's hopes. Eventually, 
however, Parnell gave him a letter to be delivered to
Chamberlain stating, "we do not purpose this local self-

90government as a substitute for our Irish Parliament,"
The Captain chose to withhold this letter, and later 
another, in an attempt to maintain the negotiations. Before 

■ this could proceed further Parnell, speaking in the city 90

90Garvin, I, 686.
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of Cork, told a cheering crowd that nothing less than the 
restitution of Grattan's Parliament would suffice. Thus 
were his real views made clear to Chamberlain and any of 
the Tories who had considered courting the Irish leader. 
Parnell made it clear that the time when token gestures 
calmed the Irish was past. Complete Home Rule was now 
the goal.

While Parnell was beginning the move toward 
Home Rule, the government was involved in the passage 
of the Reform Bill of 1884. Gladstone was aware of a 
growth of favorable public opinion in regard to a change 
in the franchise; therefore, in February of 1884 he 
introduced a bill based on uniform household and lodger 
franchise in the counties and boroughs. The bill passed 
the Commons, but the Lords rejected it. In the fall 
session the bill was reintroduced and again passed the 
Commons. A compromise worked out by Gladstone and Lord 
Salisbury secured its passage through the upper house. ' 1 
The compromise was an understanding that the Franchise 
Bill would be followed by a redistribution bill. With 
this, many of the small boroughs were disfranchised and 
merged with county districts and towns. 92 Shortly after

91McCarthy,IV, 777.
92Ibid.tlVt 778.
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this, Gladstone's Administration fell over a rather minor 
cause —  a simple budget proposal.'"-' After the defeat 
on this proposal lord Salisbury became Prime Minister and 
appealed to the country. Within a few days, on August 20, 
1885, Parnell announced that the Irish party would fight 
the election on one issue —  legislative independence for 
Ireland.

New overtures came from Chamberlain in the form
of a central council to govern Ireland. This was first
shown to the Catholic Clergy for their evaluation, and

q 4carried by O'Shea."' When Parnell first saw it he with
held his feelings, but O'Shea claimed knowledge of his 
leader's thoughts and convinced Chamberlain that his leader 
favored it. This was in spite of frequent unfavorable 
speeches made by Parnell. Unfortunately for O'Shea, 
Parnell's own paper United Ireland carried a series of

qqJames, 164. This was merely a surface mani
festation of a growing chasm within the party.

94Leslie Shane, Henry Edward Manning, His Life 
and Labors (New York: P. -J. Kenedy and Sons, 1921 ), 389.
"Prom time to time Parnell or Dilke paid visits, while 
their intermediary, O'Shea, flitted between. O'Shea was an 
old Oscott boy whose roles were various. At one time he 
was settling an affair of honour between a Whig Minister 
and a Tory leader, at another running messages for Parnell—  
now in Chamberlain's office, now at Archbishop's House.
He understood that his employers would give him the Irish 
Secretaryship. Manning nicknamed him "Mercury" as a messenger 
who passed between the gods of the political Olympus." 394.
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particularly vicious articles denouncing Chamberlain and
the other Radical leaders as dangerous and warned them

95not to interfere in the affairs of Ireland.'

Chamberlain could no longer be put off by vague 
assurances and pressed O'Shea for some concrete information 
concerning Parnell's attitude. O'Shea was forced to admit 
that the majority of the party was inclined to believe 
the promises of the Tories and that Parnell was bargaining 
for the best deal.

Although I urged that for more than three years, 
you had worked loyally, always doing, or doing 
your best for, everything I asked you on his 
behalf, and although I laid particular stress 
on the many assurances of (in my opinion) a 
most binding nature which I had taken to you 
from him regarding the present business, he did 
not appear to be disposed to, go any further. I 
cannot, however, doubt that on reflection he 
will see the necessity of altering a position 
of political^-and personal cruelty to you and 
myself. . .

The intermediary was finally forced to admit that 
he no longer had the confidence of Parnell. His maneuvering 
and dodging had come to an end. He was now deserted by 
both sides. Chamberlain decided that negotiations should 
cease. 95 *

950'Brien, II, 91.
-^Captain O'Shea to Chamberlain, June 28, 1885» 

Garvin, II, 19*
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The General Election arrived, and behind the scenes
the threads of party intrigues were manipulated. The
Conservatives tried to gain Ireland by a new Land Act,
although two members, Lord Randolph Churchill and Lord
Carnarvon were willing to concede everything short of 

97Home Rule.- Chamberlain presented his Radical Program,
and Gladstone gave a full fledged Home Rule speech at
Leeds. A few weeks prior to this Lord Grosvenor had been
instructed to reopen communication with Parnell through
Mrs. O'Shea, but Lord Carnarvon, a Tory, had the attention
of the Irish Leader and the replies from Katherine were 

98non-committal.- Gladstone had only one hope: to obtain 
a clear majority independent of the Parnellite vote. To 
obtain this he concentrated on the Irish question, to the 
exclusion of all other problems, in his campaign. Lord 
Carnarvon was willing to go all the way on Home Rule, and 
was ready to do as much as was in his power to carry such 
legislation to his colleagues.'^ Parnell could hardly 97 98 99

97James, 210. In the Salisbury Ministry Churchill 
held the India office and Carnarvon was Viceroy to Ireland. 
Later Carnarvon's attitude on Home Rule proved to be more 
extreme.

98 ̂O'Shea, II, 23. Also Morley, III, 232. Morley 
makes no comment on letters but mentions that Parnell was 
not open to any overtures.

99'O'Brien, II, 95. This portion of O'Brien's book 
was written by Sir Gavin Duffy who was involved in most of 
the negotiation between the Irish members and Lord Carnarvon.
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discourage such wholehearted agreement for Gladstone's 
guarded overtures. Such were the manipulations of the 
major parties and factions in the election of 1885- The 
first open Irish action related to all of these manipulations 
was made on November 21, by T. P. O'Connor when he issued 
a manifesto calling on every Irish elector in England to 
vote with the Conservatives. Parnell as well as other 
leaders in the Irish Party had signed the manifesto, and 
it decided the election.^^ The loss of these votes cost 
the Liberals between twenty and forty seats. The results 
of the election were as follows: Liberals securing 335 
seats, the Conservatives 251, and the Irish 86. When 
the figures of the Irish election were made known, the 
power of Parnell became obvious to the British public.
By voting with the Tories he could neutralize the Liberal 
majority, or by voting against them he could insure Liberal 
supremacy.

In the course of this election Parnell's personal 
life again involved him in a difficult situation where 
his private interests came in conflict with his party's. 
Captain O'Shea hoped to be nominated as a candidate for 
Clare, but was unsuccessful. Only Parnell in the Irish 100 101

1000'Brien, IP, 109*
101u Ibid., II, 110.
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Party was willing to give him any support in his campaign
for this seat. Mrs. O'Shea went to great lengths to
obtain this seat for her husband giving only one reason
for her efforts —  "Politics ... gave him little time to

102come down to Eltham." Parnell told her that it was 
practically impossible to get him elected as long as he 
refused to pledge his allegiance to the party. O'Shea 
had earlier and frequently made it quite clear that he 
would not take this pledge. He wanted a place in the 
government, and he wanted to get away from the other mem
bers. He seldom sat with them or even associated with 
them. His snobbish contempt caused them to react with 
a bitter dislike for him. J Nevertheless, Parnell fought 
for O'Shea, giving no consideration to the bitter 
complaints of his loyal followers. Why he did this can 
be explained by Katherine's urging. Parnell could not 
turn down the woman he loved. One must also consider 
the strong possibility of a scandal —  threatened, implied, 
or imagined —  if he did not do all he could to aid the 
Captain in his quest for a seat. Even with all of these 
urgings a seat in southern Ireland appeared to be out of 
reach. * 10

1020'Shea, II, 85.
10^0'Connor, II, 90.
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Katherine, however, had a few other moves which
proved more successful. She wrote to Gladstone and asked
his assistance in securing a seat for her husband.104 105 106 107
Gladstone referred her letter to Lord Richard Grosvenor,
the Liberal whip, and he offered to provide the Exchange

105Division of Liverpool. At first the Captain was
indignant and unwilling to leave Ireland for an English
constituency. He felt that Parnell had an obligation to
him and should fulfill it. Outwardly, this could perhaps
be nothing more than a reference to the Captain's efforts
as an intermediary, but his indifference to the affair
between his wife and Parnell suggests a more personal
debt owed by the Irish leader. Also, there is suggested
in the following note much more:

"All I know is that I am not going to lie in the ditch. I have been treated in black
guard fashion and I mean to hit back a stunner.
I have everything ready; no drugs could make 
me sleep last night, and I packed my shell 
with dynamite. It cannot hurt my friend* 
and it will send a blackguard's reputation 
with his deluded countrymen into smithereens." 
*Chamberlain106

In another letter O'Shea makes this comment, "he may deny
having promised me to secure my re-election 'without 

107trouble'." In a letter to Chamberlain, O'Shea continues

1040'Shea, II, 89.
105rbid., II, 88.
1060'Shea, II, 90. O'Shea to O'Shea, Nov. 2, 1885.
107Ibid., II, 92. O'Shea to O'Shea, Nov. 2, 1885.
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to comment bitterly upon his leader:
"I soon cut matters short by telling him that 
I did not want any more beating about the 
bush; that no man had ever behaved more 
shamefully than he had behaved to me, ....
He then crossed the room and held out his 
hand. I informed him that I would not touch
it on any account.... but I never saw a man
slink out of a room more like a cur kicked 
out of a butcher's shop."108

Could this be in reference to nothing more than a slighted
political negotiator? A second thought leads one to
believe O'Shea is motivated by other emotions. No doubt
the whole relationship —  "the eternal triangle" —  was

x suggested in these threats of exposure. The promise of
an easy re-election also suggests a greater obligation
than one owed a simple intermediary. Parnell, even during
the course of the negotiations, did not place complete
faith in O'Shea. Would this warrant the promise to which
O'Shea referred? Only two alternative answers can explain
the lengths to which Parnell went to obtain a seat for a
man who in no way would promise support or allegiance.
He may have done it merely to please Mrs. O'Shea —  messenger,

109nurse, and lover.' He may have done it to "buy- off" a
110jealous husband, Captain O'Shea. * 110

^^G-arvin, II, 117- O'Shea to Chamberlain, Nov. 8,
1885-

^'O'Shea, II, 87- His (Parnell's) true reason for 
doing so— my desire— he (O'Shea) did not know.

110Parnell was aware of O'Shea's threats and 
undoubtedly interpreted them to refer to the affair.
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Liverpool was an extraordinary spectacle, with
Parnell denouncing the liberal candidates throughout all
of England, but supporting O'Shea who was a Liberal in
all but name, a man who was a traitor to the cause of
Irish independence in the eyes of all Irishmen. It was
still more astonishing to see the strenuous efforts which
Parnell made to return this candidate above all others.
He spoke dozens of times, went to see everybody whom he
could influence, appealing for help in the return of
Captain O'Shea. But it was not enough, and O'Shea lost
out again. Even as Parnell was working to get this election,
O'Shea was complaining that.the Irish leader was not living '

111up to his promise.

During the General Election T. P. O'Connor had
been returned both for the Scotland Division of Liverpool
and for the town of Galway. When he chose to represent
the former, the party asked Parnell to nominate a candidate 

112for Galway. O'Shea naturally demanded this seat as
it was the only one available. Parnell tried to explain * 11

11 Chamberlain, II, 118 .
O'Shea, II, 101. Letter from Capt. to Katherine, 

Nov. 19, 1885- If the treachery* in Ireland had been 
acknowledged in September I could have had any suitable 
English seat." (^Parnell' s treachery— Kitty's note.)

11^O'Connor, II, 6
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that this was a center of anti-Liberal feeling, and that
the citizens, as well as the rest of the party, would
protest. Parnell even expressed a doubt of his power to
bear the brunt of the opposition to such a move. O'Shea
insisted, but when Parnell asked if he would take the
pledge of allegiance to the party, the Captain refused.
This ended their discussion, but later Parnell asked
Katherine to try and get her husband to accept the pledge
Later he asked O'Connor if O'Shea would be acceptable.
O'Connor summed up his reaction:

My blood ran cold. I saw the disastrous conse
quences which must follow, and my vision was more 
than justified by subsequent events. I pointed 
out the difficulties to Parnell, and did most of 
the talking. He then gave me a long list of 
the great services which O'Shea, in his private 
negotiations, had done for the Irish cause —  
services which were purely imaginary . . . .113

Parnell told him that O'Shea was to be his man.

If the Irish members were upset with O'Shea in 
Liverpool, they were enraged by this decision. Redmond 
and O'Connor counseled acceptance in silence as a fight 
would only sacrifice Home Rule for the O'Shea election. 
Biggar and Healy were not so easily quieted, and embarked 
on a bitter and vulgar campaign to thwart the wishes of 11

11 3'Ibid., II, 94. After attempting to change 
Parnell's mind O'Connor went to Biggar, who was also 
strongly opposed. It was Redmond who counseled that 'they 
should not oppose Parnell. Also see O'Brien, II, 122.



67

their chief. When they reached Galway they found the 
people already inflamed over this Liberal turned Nation
alist. "It was part of our gospel that anybody who
attempted to make peace between the Liberals and ourselves

114was really a traitor in the camp . . . ." Biggar and
Healy kindled the flames. Their speeches roused the
town, and in his blunt, straightforward fashion, Biggar
told the electors of Galway, quite plainly, that Parnell
had chosen O'Shea because he was the husband of his 

115mistress. For two days after this shocking announce
ment the campaign was static, then Parnell arrived. Some 
expected him to be mobbed, but it did not happen. The 
people who met his train seemed awed by the Irish leader,
and mobbed T. P. O'Connor instead. Only Parnell's inter-

116vention saved him from serious injury. Later a rumor
spread that Parnell would resign if O'Shea were not 
returned. Parnell's reaction was typical of the dogged 
determination he had shown the English:

i

"I have no intention of resigning my position.
I would not resign it if the people of Galway 114 15

114Ibid., II, 101. O'Connor went on to say that, 
"It was the rotten politician and not the complacent hus
band against whom Galway, with all Ireland, stood up in 
revolt."

1i50’Brien, II, 123-
a a CLiD0'Connor, II, 99* The crowd knocked off his 

hat, but Parnell rushed to his side to assist him.
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were to kick me through the streets today.'"
And later:

117

"'destroy me and you take away the Parliament' 
....'Reject Captain O'Shea, destroy me, and 
there will arise a shout from all the enemies 
of Ireland: "Parnell is beaten, Ireland has . no longer a leader."'"118

The people did not cheer, but they submitted. O'Shea 
was in the Commons, but in exchange for it Parnell had
a party which followed him in obedience but without 

11 9enthusiasm.

On April .8, 1886, Gladstone moved the first 
reading of the Home Rule Bill. Seldom in the history of 
Parliament were the crowds around Westminster so great, 
and every available inch of the floor of the House was 
stacked with chairs. Parnell had reached the goal he 
had envisioned ten years before; the British Parliament 
was dealing with Home Rule, not casually brushing it 
aside. Gladstone's bill proposed the establishment of 
an Irish Parliament and an Irish Executive for the manage
ment and control of Irish affairs, reserving to the 
Imperial Parliament the following subjects: the Crown, 
peace or war, the army, navy, militia, volunteers, defense, * 11

11^O'Brien, II, 126.
1l8Ibid., II, 127.
11 9Biggar ppenly opposed Parnell, the others 

gave in to save the party.
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foreign and colonial relations, dignities, titles of
1 20honor, treason, trade, post office, and coinage. The

Irish Parliament was also forbidden to make any laws 
respecting the endowment of religion, or in restraint of 
educational freedom, or relating to customs or excise. 
Other portions set forth a time schedule under which 
certain law enforcement agencies would transfer their 
allegiance, the amount which Ireland would contribute 
to the Imperial revenue, and the extent of constitutional 
authority the English courts would retain concerning 
Irish legislation.

The first reading of the Bill survived without
a division, but received sharp criticism from the Tories
and some Liberals. On May 10 the Prime Minister moved
the second reading, followed by a motion for rejection
by Lord Hart'ington. A debate then ensued which lasted
until June 7. Parnell reserved himself for the final
day of debate, and presented a very calm, unemotional
plea for the passage of the Bill, but to no avail. Fifty-
five dissenting Radicals, led by Chamberlain, were enough

121to defeat the bill in spite of the Irish vote. The 120 121

120Hansard, CCCIII, 1036-82. this and the 
remainder of the paragraph.

121 Ibid., CCCVI, 1240.
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fight was over, and once more the nation was involved in 
a General election.

During this struggle for Home Rule another aspect
of the drama being played out by the O'Sheas and Parnell
arose. In the course of the second reading Chamberlain
led his followers in opposition to the Bill. As mentioned
earlier, this splinter group was enough to defeat the
government. Captain O'Shea was faced by a dilemma. As
a member for Galway his choice was obvious, but years of
courting Chamberlain presented an equal obligation to the
opposition. A firm stand was called for, but O'Shea was
unable to make it. He walked out before the vote on the
second reading. Shortly after, O'Shea resigned his Galway

1 22seat, forsaking all his political ambitions.

i 22Neither Chamberlain or Parnell seem to have 
done anything to force this action. It, of course, was 
obvious that neither side would have him after this action. 
"There was undoubtedly an entire change in the atmosphere 
of the House of Commons toward O'Shea. His wit, his good 
humour, his suave manners, had made him not a popular 
personality, but certainly not a repellent member of the House. There was a general uneasy impression that he 
had purchased his seat in Galway at a price which no man 
of honour would pay . . . ." O'Connor, II, 107.



CHAPTER IV

THE PUBLIC SCANDAL

With the defeat of the Home Rule Bill Parliament 
was immediately dissolved, and in July of 1886 the General 
Election was held —  the second in six months. The 
Liberals and the Parnellites found themselves allied 
against the Conservatives because of the Home Rule question 
The poll clearly showed the unpopularity of their position 
as the Conservatives obtained 316 to their combined 276 
seats. J Lord Salisbury was again Prime Minister with 
Lord Randolph Churchill as Chancellor of the Exchequer 
and Sir Michael Hicks-Beach as Irish Secretary.

Now comes the period of Parnell's life about
which there is some question. For years he had been ill,
suffering from a variety of physical ailments. Barry
O'Brien reported that on one occasion, while sitting in
the smoking room of the House of Commons, Parnell said,
"This place is killing me. There are draughts everywhere."
Mrs. O'Shea claimed that only constant watchfulness and

1 25care on her part kept him in any sort of health. He

12\imes (London), July 21, 1886, 4.
1240’Brien, IL, 179.
1250'Shea, II, 114.

/

1 24
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was frequently absent from the House of Commons leaving 
his followers without direction as to policy. A land 
Bill which he introduced shortly after the election was 
his only move and this was rejected in September, 1886.

While he was absent his subordinates devised the
Plan of Campaign, which was put into operation in December,
1886. William O'Brien was the chief author of the Plan,
which included the following principles: fair rent would
be offered to the landlords, and if it was refused this
money was to be banked with the local managing committee
of the Plan of Campaign, who would then negotiate with
the landlords. If the landlords still refused to accept
the peasant's offer, the money would be used to protect

1 27the peasants from eviction. Mr. O'Brien reportedly
attempted to locate Parnell to discuss the plan but was 
unable to find him.

Parnell, however, was violently opposed to an * 127

126Hansard, CCCVIII, 1224.
127.Michael Davitt, The Fall of Feudalism in Ireland, 

(London: Harper and Brothers, 1904), 614. The Plan was 
published in United Ireland on October 23. It gave the 
tenants a more efficient form of collective bargaining 
than they had before. Sufficiently legal to cause land
lords and law officers trouble, it was soon in full operation 
on many estates. Leadership was primarily in the hands 
of Dillon and William O'Brien.
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action such as this, because only violence and bitter 
feelings would be its outcome. He wanted peace, and was 
opposed to a revival of the land question. His concern

"1 O&was more national at this time rather than agrarian.  ̂'
He felt the Irish should be more moderate than previously,
because their position was stronger than before, discounting
the setback over Home Rule. Parnell believed that they
had gained an essence of respect that would be destroyed
by a return to violence and outrage against the English 

1 29landlords. Cecil Rhodes referred to Parnell as "the
1 ̂ 0most reasonable and sensible man I have ever met."

Home Rule, however, was not forgotten, but its 
principle proponent was now Gladstone. Parnell realized 
that the defense of the Home Rule movement could best be 
handled by the ex-Prime Minister and contented himself 
with only passive action.

Another element influencing his inactivity was 
health. Parnell had not been well through the summer 
of 1886, but in November he became worse. At the insist
ence of Mrs. O'Shea he visited a doctor, Sir Henry Thompson. 128 129 *

1280'Brien, II, 172.
129Parnell's attitude seems to be that there was 

more to be lost than gained by any drastic measure.
’8°0'Brien, II, 190.
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Katherine accompanied him as his wife, as they introduced 
themselves as Ir. and Mrs. Henry Stewart,1-'1 During the 
months following this visit rumors concerning the where
abouts of Parnell were constantly echoed in the papers.
Some were outlandish, but others pinpointed his Eltham 
retreat and his companion. The Pall Mall Gazette had 
begun its campaign of defamation on May 24, 1886, with
these words in a glaring headline: "Mr. Parnell's Suburban 

1 12Retreat." J After this Captain O'Shea made little attempt
to be civil to Parnell, but did write to the Gazette
protesting the article. The Captain further removed
himself from the life of both his wife and the Irish
leader. This left Katherine free to nurse her striken
lover. Never a well man, Parnell now looked worse.
Katherine tells of him being near collapse following a
meeting with some of his colleagues. Other members begged
him to take a rest, but he refused, expressing a fear
not of the government, but of the many divergent elements

114in his own party. -' The Plan of Campaign, mentioned 
earlier, was an outgrowth of his absence, when illness 
finally forced him to bed. At a meeting of the Eighty 131 132

131 O'Shea, II, 116.
132Garvin, II, 382.
'j30'Shea, II, 219. Letter— Capt. O'Shea to 

Gazette, June 2, 1886.
1 -^O'Brien, II, 165-
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Club, a young Liberal organization, when referring to 
the Plan of Campaign, he said: "I was ill, dangerously
ill ....  I knew nothing about the movement until after
it had started.”"'33

Further complications stemmed from continued 
financial stress. Since 1883 Parnell's fortunes had 
steadily diminished. Partially this can be attributed 
to many improvements and projects such as mining that he 
had instituted on his estate. He had hoped that the 
returns from these would bolster his income, but the 
expected income was slow in coming. Also, Parnell had 
taken it upon himself to support many of the loyal 
members of his party as they were unable to bear the 
financial burden of Parliamentary membership themselves. 
John Parnell reports the passing of two party members 
walking along the road, which prompted this comment 
from his brother: "Let them walk...They are only coming 
over to get their hands in my p o c k e t s 13^

In the spring of 1887, as Parnell was recovering 
from his illness a new scandal appeared. The Times began 
its series of articles entitled "Parnellism and Crime.”

135Ibid., II, 191.
136J. Parnell, 247
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The series accused Parnell of exciting the people of 
Ireland to the outrages that had plagued the country, and 
to directly supporting the various extremist groups which 
openly advocated these outrages. It also implied that 
he condoned these activies. Shortly before the formal 
series began, the most damaging article appeared, the 
Pigott Letter.1 '̂

The day on which the second reading of the Crimes
Bill, which was a coercive bill directed at Ireland, was
to be read was selected as the day on which this exposure
took place. At first the conservatives were overjoyed,
and the Liberals shocked. Home Rule debate was still of
too recent a date to dissipate the feeling that the
leaders of the Liberal Party had chosen a man of such
unscrupulous principles to be their ally. It was not
long before Forster was denouncing Parnell as an instigator
of the crime. The first and most damning of the letters
was published on April 18, and on the 19th Parnell rose
to announce the letter as an "audacious and unblushing 

1^8fabrication." Calmly he pointed out that there were * 138

137T^mes (Lon(ion) f April 18, 1887, 1 - In this 
letter Parnell said that to denounce the murders at 
Phoenix Park was the best policy, but that Burke got what 
he deserved. It also implied knowledge of the murderers' 
identity.

138Hansard, CCCXX, 1290.
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many inaccuracies, particularly the style of writing his
signature, which he had not used since 1 8 7 8. Parnell's
failure to take action against the Times was probably due,
as Davitt says, to the belief that "the origin of the
forgery and of the deadly blow which was aimed at him in
its publication.", came from one source. "Captain O'Shea

1 39was the object of this suspicion." The Irish members
demanded an investigation of the charges made against 
their leader by a select committee of the House of Commons, 
but this was refused by the government, which insisted
that action must be taken against the Times if anything

, . , 140 was to be done.

Seemingly a stalemate existed, but the Times 
continued its series implicating more and more Irishmen. 
Finally they hit a tender spot, and an ex-M.P., Frank 
Hugh O'Donnel brought a libel suit against the Times.
In the course of the libel suit, and in ensuing articles 
a new series of letters was presented which prompted 
Parnell to action. One of the letters included a mis
spelled word which later proved to be a clue to the 140

1 79'Davitt, 535- Davitt goes on to say that proof 
that Pigott was the forger came to Parnell from a Mr. 
Patrick Egan, then residing in Lincoln, Nebraska, who 
had been an intimate friend of Pigotts.

140Hansard, CCCXX, 1343*
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~ 141forger.

Parnell now demanded that Parliament act by
appointing a select committee, but Salisbury again declined.
However, he was prepared to appoint a commission to
inquire into the allegations and charges made against
members of Parliament by "defendents in the recent action,"

14?referring to the libel suit. H This Commission proved 
to be one of the longest, most boring inquiries in 
Parliamentary history. The Commission of three judges 
began preliminary hearings in September of 1888 and 
presented its findings in February of 1890.

Ironically, much of the interest had died by 
the time that Parnell demanded action, but was resurrected 
by the news of the inquiry. As day after day of the invest
igation passed, interest soon waned as the court called 
over 450 witnesses, many of whorrv had little to offer of 
interest or importance.1^4 For fifty days the commission 
listened to an assortment of murderers, robbers, and other 
prison inmates tell of the outrages which they had per
petrated. Finally the material that the whole thing was 141 142 * 144

141Other letters including the same misspelled 
word (hesitency) were presented which were signed by 
Pigott, the author of the forgeries.

142Hansard, CCCXXXIV, 565-
14^0'Brien, II, 372. (Appendix).
144Davitt, 632. Also O'Connor, II, 151.
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all about was reached —  the letters.

Captain O'Shea had not been heard of until now. 
Always ready to believe what he wished to believe, he was 
immediately convinced that the incriminating signature 
was genuine. The Captain was content that he would be 
revenged, but not implicated. Eventually he was requested 
by the Times, through Chamberlain, to testify, and made 
a brief, but intriguing contribution to the mass of 
information being collected. He was the first witness 
to state that the signature was Parnell's.14"' Prior to 
this, however, O'Shea attempted to elevate his own worth, 
by implying that he played a more significant role in the 
negotiations between Parnell and Chamberlain. Chamberlain 
in a letter to Miss Endicott expressed a fear of O'Shea's 
testimony :

"August 8—  . . .  It is likely that I may have to discredit O'Shea;
"August 9—  it is provoking to find that 
one has been compromised by somebody else 
in a matter which was really undertaken . 
with the most disinterested motives . ^

Typical of O'Shea he was smooth and unruffled on the stand,
and quite pleased with himself:

"November 1.— I went into the witness-box 
yesterday under a very heavy load of anxiety 
.... Once it came to fighting Russell, however, 145

1450'Connor, II, 146.
14^Garvin, II, 392.
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all went well and I had him down roundafter round. 4 !’
He admitted knowledge of Pigott and of having a series 
of discussions with Houston, the man appointed by the 
Times to put together the "Parnellism and Crime expose.
His evidence, however, was not damning, as he believed 
the letters were genuine. As Patrick Egan said, "he was 
incapable of playing the heavy villain."14  ̂ Shortly after 
his appearance before the commission O'Shea travelled to 
Madrid on some undisclosed business venture, but two 
months later still believed that the letters were genuine.
In a letter to Chamberlain he states: "There cannot in 
my opinion be the slightest doubt as to the signatures 
of the incriminating letters."14"

With the testimony of Pigott on the fifty-third 
day of the Commission Parnell was to be vindicated.
Pigott told lie after lie, contradicting himself frequently.
In one of the letters the word hesitancy was misspelled, 
and this was recognized by Egan who had a letter from 
Pigott with the same misspelling. Sir Charles Russel asked 
the man to spell the word, and Pigott made the expected 
error. As Pigott left the stand Parnell remarked, "That 147 148 149

147Ibid., II, 394. O'Shea to Chamberlain Nov. 1, 1888.
148Haslip, 350. During the Commission O'Shea's 

testimony is too guarded and vague to really upset anyone.
149Garvin, II, 394.
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man will not come into the box again," even though the
' 1 5 0cross examination had not been completed. Pigott

must have feared disclosure was near as he left the
country that weekend. The following Tuesday, when court
reconvened, his absence was noticed when he was recalled
to the witness stand. A warrant for his arrest was issued,
but before it could be served Richard Pigott committed 

1 S1suicide. The Times had no choice but to withdraw
152their accusations and submit an apology.

For the majority of the citizens of Britain this
ended the commission, but it continued on for another
year with Parnell and others being called upon as special 

1 5 ->witnesses. It, however, had served its purpose,
Parnell was cleared, and following the apology his entry 
into Parliament was greeted with a cheer surpassing that 
which he received after his release from Kilmainham Jail.

Captain O'Shea's brief appearance before the 
Commission was the only contact he had had with Parnell 
since the second reading of the Home Rule Bill in 1886. * 1

15Q0'Brien, II, 215.
1 Times (London), March 3, 1889, 2. Pigott killed 

himself in a Madrid hotel, but first sent a letter of confession
1;î The Times had withdrawn before this as Pigott's 

flight and revelation's had destroyed their case.
1-^The Commission was appointed to investigate all 

of the charges of the Times, not merely the letters. There
fore, they were obligated to continue into many less 
sensational aspects.
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His wife and Her lover Had been left to carry on tHeir
affair untroubled by his presence. The Captain did
correspond with his wife and was definitely aware of
the continuance of the relationship. In a letter dated
December 12, 1886 he begged his wife to consider "their
daughters" and to seek counsel from "someone with a

1 54knowledge of the world." A few days later he referred
to the notices in the Pall Mall Gazette and announced that
he had been in contact with Cardinal Manning. At this
time no specific reference to divorce was made, but later
the Cardinal acted as O'Shea's counsellor in the matter.
In April of 1887 Captain O'Shea asked his wife's solicitor
to plead with his wife to break off the relationship with 

155Parnell. Captain O'Shea ceased efforts at this time
to end the affair of his wife and Parnell, and began

1 56inquiring into the possibility of a divorce.

Katherine's attitude toward O'Shea's accusations 
concerning her behavior didn't seem to contain any shame, 
but righteous anger. She did not print all of his cor
respondence, but stated that relations between them 1

"^O'Shea, II, 218. Letter— Capt. to Kitty.
155Ibid., II, 219-20. Capt. O'Shea to H. Pym 

April 22, 1887, given to Kitty by her son.
1'^Ibid., II, 222. No mention of this in Leslies' 

Life of Manning.
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became violently strained. Her reply to his letters 
included: "The only person who ever tarnished your honour
has been yourself." This came during the period in
which the Gazette was publishing the accounts of Parnell's 
affair and obviously alluded to that. One is tempted to 
cast this aside as merely a defensive reaction to cover 
an indiscretion, but this does not fit the tone of Katherine's 
story. She expressed too much pride in the affair with 
Parnell. Since 1882 Parnell has been her "King" and she 
his "Wifie." The Captain, on the otherhand, has been only 
"Willie," and a nuisance.

Throughout the period following the collapse of 
the Government over Home Rule until the disclosure of 
Pigott's forgeries, Parnell had led a secretive existence. 
Rumors of his activities placed him in Paris, the United 
States, and with Mrs. O'Shea. The last, of course, was 
true. In 1886 Mrs. O'Shea had taken lodgings in East
bourne, and here Parnell was able to escape from the 
constant political pressures of London, visiting the 
city infrequently except during the debate of the' Home 
Rule Bill. In the fall Katherine moved back to Eltham,
and with Captain O'Shea absent, Parnell became an almost

1 58continuous resident in her home. It was during this 157 158

157Ibid., II, 218.
1580'Connor, II, 243-
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time that the visits to Doctor Thompson occurred and
Parnell experienced his serious illness. Because of
the Captain's letter, mentioned earlier, concerning
public discussion of the frequency of Parnell's visits
to Eltham, he rented under the name of Clement Preston

1 59a house at Brockley. Later another residence, this
time nearer the House of Commons was rented. As Mrs.
O'Shea relates, Parnell could not stan/’ to be alone and

 ̂6 0returned to her home in Eltham.

During his stay at Eltham the "Parnellism and 
Crime" articles appeared. On the morning that the 
alleged Parnell letters appeared in the Times they were 
cut out and pasted on the garden gate by some unknown

A (Z Aperson.' ' Katherine kept this from Parnell as she had 
always attempted to protect him from the unpleasant 
reminders of the public attitude toward his cause and 
his private life.

Early in 1888 Katherine's aunt began failing 
in health and died in May. Eltham now became intolerable 
to Mrs. O'Shea and she rented a small country house near 
Mottingham, leaving the house at Eltham to the "relic 159 * 161

1590'Shea, II, 125.
l6QIbid., II, 127.
161 Ibid., II, 129.
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hunters, who pulled the place to pieces in obtaining
162mementos of the house where Parnell had lived."

Mottingham proved to be -unsatisfactory and they soon 
moved again; this time to Brighton. The months spent 
along the sea seemed to be one of the happiest interludes 
in Parnell's life. Captain O'Shea was gone, having moved 
to Madrid, Parnell himself had emerged victorious from 
the Commissions' investigation. Party disunity seemed 
to be healing. The future was -unclouded and free from 
the possibility of disaster.

The death of the aunt, Mrs. Benjamin Wood, proved 
to be the stimulus that brought Captain O'Shea back into 
the picture. Katherine was the principal heir in the 
old lady's will; a will which would have been changed 
if any scandal had arisen concerning the O'Sheas. Captain 
O'Shea was under the impression that this will gave the 
money to his children, therefore avoided action. When 
he found out that Katherine was the heir he,acted in 
conjunqtion with the Wood family to contest the will, 
explaining to Chamberlain: "While naturally anxious for 
my children's advantage . . .  I must intervene in the 
suit O'Shea vs. Wood.""*0-' 62 163

l62Ibid., II, 46.
163Garvin, II, 399.
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O'Shea was a Catholic, and therefore turned to 
the Church for both counsel and ecclesiastical action in 
his quest for a divorce. Here he received little satis
faction, as Cardinal Manning, the head of the Catholic 
Church in England, first suggested only a separation, 
and then asked for time. After a month Captain O'Shea 
became impatient:

"Your Eminence, I have been waiting in 
England for a long time to the detriment 
of other interests. It is, therefore, 
imperative that my course of procedure
should be determined..... I have every-
thing to gain by the completest publicity." ;/+

The same day the Cardinal wrote in return referring to
a story concerning the dispute over the inheritance,
and questioning the quality of evidence which O'Shea 

165possessed. The Captain insisted that he had more
than enough evidence, and again asked for the steps 
necessary to obtain Church action on a divorce. The 
Cardinal then proposed the following course of action: 
(1) collect all evidence in writing, (2) present it to 
the Bishop of the diocese and ask for a trial, (3) the 
other parties would be notified, and a day for a hearing 
would be set, (4) all particulars would be sent to Rome

,ô 0'Shea, II, 222. O'Shea to Manning, Nov. 26, 
1889- Among the letters of the Captain given Kitty by 
their son.

165 Ibid., II, 224.



O'Shea's reactionwith a full report of proceedings. ‘ 
to this procedure was peculiar for a man who "had every
thing to gain by the completest publicity." He expressed 
a hesitancy to

"approach a tribunal before which a person, 
(Parnell) who is thus known to us both to 
be unworthy of credit, might make statements 
without the curb which, in an English court, 
having the right to administer an oath, the 
possibility of a prosecution for perjury 
would perhaps provide."* 167

This terminated the attempt by O'Shea to act through and 
in accordance with the Catholic Church.

O'Shea did not waste any time launching a new 
attack. A day or two before Christmas, 1889, he and his 
son called at Mrs. O'Shea's Brighton home and found a 
number of Parnell's things, some of which they threw

+ r oout the window. !' F o l l o w i n g  this there occurred a 
"dreadful scene" not elaborated upon by Captain O'Shea. 
O'Shea no doubt intended to initiate divorce proceedings 
through the civil courts, but this possibly accelerated 
his action. Wasting no time, the petition for divorce

1 66

1^ Ibid., II, 224. Manning to O'Shea, Dec. 5, 1889. 
1^Ibid., II, 225-27. O'Shea to Manning, Dec. 15,

1889-
1^Garvin, II, 398. Parnell was not present for 

this scene, and O'Shea's letter to Chamberlain is the 
only reference, except the Times report of the trial.
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naming Parnell as correspondent was filed December 24, 
1889.169

Reactions to the petition varied; Katherine
wanted to fight, but Parnell accepted it stoically with

170the comment: "No Queenie. What's the use?" To the
Freeman, however, he labeled it as part of the base
conspiracy of the Times, but could not have really
believed it. Questions concerning the repercussions
were heard everywhere, but Parnell remained calm in the
face of all this. So unconcerned did he seem regarding
the impending proceedings that the public began to doubt
whether the O'Shea case would ever reach court. They
regarded it as just another attempt to discredit Parnell.
His mother, Mrs. Delia Parnell, considered it to be a

171government plot. T. P. O'Connor was in America on
party business and reported it as a "thunderbolt from a
sky of blazing sunshine" which filled him and the others

1 72with distress and despair. Justin McCarthy was m
Cannes, France when he heard the news, and found it 1

1^9J. Parnell, 232. The author claims that he 
always suspected the Captain to be a false friend.

170O'Shea, II, 159-
171J. Parnell, 233-
1720'Connor, II, 342.
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"not altogether startling for he had long known such an
17^event was likely to take place." Back home Michael

Davitt asked Parnell what danger there was in the case. 
After evading the question rather awkwardly, Parnell 
finally stated that, "there was no peril of any kind to 
him or to the party....that he would emerge from the whole

1 7 Atrouble without a stain on his name and reputation."1 1
Davitt suggests that Parnell believed that the suit would
be withdrawn and thereby confirm his innocence in a
negative manner. This is quite possible as O'Shea wrote
to Chamberlain: "My solicitors withal are constantly
plied with suggestions for compromise, 'No difficulty

1 75as to terms'. . ." Following the divorce a counter
suit was filed by Parnell for 3600 pounds paid to Captain 
O'Shea between September 1889 and November 1890. u No 
reference was made concerning this payment, but a strong 
possibility persists that some effort was made to "buy 
off" the Captain. The period referred to in this suit

17ĴJustin McCarthy, An Irishman's Story (London: 
Macmillan Co., 1904), 189-

1 ̂ Davitt, 637.
^^Carvin, II, 402. O'Shea to Chamberlain. The 

source of these overtures is not revealed.
1761 O'Connor, II, 162. O'Shea filed a suit against 

Parnell claiming the petitioners taxed costs of 778 pounds. 
Parnell pleaded no jurisdiction on the grounds that he 
lived in Ireland. He also filed the counter suit mentioned 
above. The court ruled that his rooms in Brighton consti
tuted an English residence, and awarded O'Shea his claim.
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was roughly the same as the time between the filing and 
settlement of the divorce case. Parnell’s counsel, 
however, did not press the counter suit at all.

No mention is made by any Irish member of the 
motives behind Captain O'Shea's action. Some, such as 
O'Connor, were shocked while others, as McCarthy, expected 
it, but they do not comment on why it occurred.

Mrs. O'Shea, on the other hand, reacted with
violence. She contemplated at the beginning a simple
denial coupled with a charge of misconduct against her
husband. Perhaps the fears of public reaction, and
bitterness toward the other relatives whom her husband
had allied himself caused her to strike out with vicious
countercharges. She made the accusation that Captain
O'Shea was guilty of connivance and adultery with her

1 77sister, Mrs. Steele. She did not recount this in her
own story, instead stated that she wanted to countercharge
desertion. In any event, Parnell would not allow his
mistress to carry out her action realizing that such
tactics would neither aid his cause nor protect his name.
At his insistence Katherine notified her lawyer, who
wished to fight, that they would not so much as be present

*178at the divorce proceedings.' 1

1^ Times (London), Nov. 17, 1890.
178O'Shea, II, 158-59.
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On November 15th. the O'Shea divorce suit came
before the court, and the petitioner's counsel found to
their surprise that not only had the correspondent briefed
no counsel, but Sir Prank Lockwood in representing Mrs.
O'Shea, informed the court that he proposed to take no

179part in the proceedings. The hearing might have been
limited to the production of only necessary evidence had 
it not been for the countercharges, which had been filed 
before Parnell's decision not to fight. As it was this 
gave Sir Edward Clarke the opportunity of making a full 
disclosure of the relations between Parnell and Mrs. 
O'Shea.

The Irish leader was presented to the world as 
the guilty home-breaker trespassing on the hospitality 
of a friend. His various devices for avoiding govern
ment spies and inquisitive reporters, the houses rented 
under assumed names, the strange disguises, the secrecy 
of his movements, were all listed as examples of a man 
filled with guilt. Letters were read in court which 
left the public and the court with no illusion as to the 
degree of the relationship. Parnell and Mrs. O'Shea 1

1^ Times (London), Nov. 17, 1890, 1. In the 
coverage of the case the Times suggested connivance 
between the O'Sheas until 1886 when O'Shea resigned his 
seat in Parliament. At this stage it certainly became 
too public to ignore considering the rumors and comments 
being heard.
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became the subjects of comic sketches labeled Mr. Stewart
180and Kitty O'Shea.' Jv The most damaging evidence of all

was the fire-escape incident. A servant stated that
one day when Mrs. O'Shea was living at Medina Terrace,
Brighton, her husband called on her while Parnell, who
used the name Mr. Stewart at this time, was in her room.
Mr. Stewart got away by the fire escape and a few minutes
later presented himself at the front door and inquired

*18 *1for Mrs. O'Shea as if he had just arrived. 1 1 later 
when Captain O'Shea was asked about the trial and par
ticularly the success of the fire-escape incident in
destroying Parnell and Mrs. O'Shea, he stated that there

*l82was no fire escape in that house. c " By Monday, November 17,
Captain O'Shea had won his case. A copy was taken to the
correspondent who was at Mrs. O'Shea's in Brighton.
Katherine describes the evening following this as a very
happy one with Parnell declaring that they would have

18"̂the decree framed. 0

Parnell's attitude during and immediately following 
the divorce was far from realistic. He dismissed the 1

1 ̂ Punch, Nov. 1890, 37. Not until the trial and 
growing out of Cartoons such as this did Mrs. O'Shea acquire 
the name of Kitty.

1^ Times (London), Nov. 17, 1890, 7.
1820 'Connor, 2 7 6. 
l830'Shea, II, 161.
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possibility of public reaction with the simple label of 
hypocrites. Katherine credits him with the following 
remark:

"some of these Irish fools are genuine in 
their belief that forms and creeds can govern 
life and men; perhaps they are right so far 
as they can experience life. But I am not 
as they, for they are among the world's child
ren. I am a man, and I have told these child
ren what they want, and they clamour for it.
If they turn from me, my Queenie, it matters 
not at all in the end.1«4

John Howard Parnell felt that his brother never took the 
divorce proceedings seriously, feeling that in the final 
analysis the hold he exercised over the party and the 
Irish people would be great enough to survive' the divorce. 
It was not long before this hold was brought to the test. 
Less than ten days after the findings of the divorce 
court were known the party held a meeting. Parnell 
returned home to Katherine for the first realizing the 
extent of the antagonism toward his indiscretion. "I
think we shall have to fight, Queenie. Can you bear it?

185I'm afraid it is going to be tough work."

l84Ibid., II, 160. 
185O'Shea, II, 162.



CHAPTER V

THE PALL OP PARNELL

The first decision of the Irish Party was to stand 
by their leader. The National League met in Dublin the 
day after Captain O'Shea had obtained his decree, and 
pledged itself to stand by Parnell despite the divorce.
T. M. Healy left his sick bed to express his devotion and 
allegiance before a meeting at Leinster Hall, Dublin.
This early devotion was but skin deep, as later, at the 
meeting in Committee Room 15, Healy attacked his leader 
with bitter hostility.

Meanwhile, back in England, Liberal leaders 
seemed to feel that Parnell would go into temporary 
retirement, but this was entirely unfounded as Parnell 
took no one into his confidence, seeking advice from only 
one person, Katherine O'Shea. His decision was to
fight to the end. On Monday the Liberal leaders met and 
reviewed the situation. Harcourt advised that Parnell 
be told to retire and that Gladstone condemn the Irish 
leader on moral grounds. Morley also agreed that Parnell 
must be sacrificed to save Home Rule, but desired a more 
tactful approach. The word was given to McCarthy: In

186J. Parnell, 293
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spite of all Parnell had done his remaining at the head 
of his party would mean the loss of the next election and 
the indefinite postponement of Home Rule. ' 1 McCarthy 
was not told that Parnell must resign, only that it would 
be advantageous to the Liberal Party and Home Rule if he 
would. Some time after McCarthy left Gladstone drafted 
a letter which Morley was to deliver to Parnell that 
expressed his opinion in more forceful terms. Parnell's 
continued leadership would place many "hearty and effective 
friends" of the Irish cause in a position of great em
barrassment. It also stated that Gladstone's retention

188of the leadership of the Liberal party would suffer.
The subtle suggestion of a resignation was there, and to 
further indicate his feelings, Gladstone said the remain
der of the Irish party was to be informed if Parnell did 
not choose to resign. Morley tried unsuccessfully to 
locate Parnell prior to the meeting of the Irish party 
on Tuesday, November 25, but Parnell managed to remain
inaccessible.to both McCarthy and Morley until a few

189minutes before arriving at the meeting. Morley heard
from McCarthy that Parnell planned to fight and had to 
report that any chance to influence Parnell had now been

l87Morley, III , 432

•

•HMCOCO III, 436.
1 89-t. . . Ibid., III, 441 .
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When Parnell entered the committee room he was 
greeted by cheers and many assurances of continued
allegiance from his followers. Immediately they went 
through the business of nominating him to continue as 
chairman of the Party, It carried unanimously. Parnell's 
composure during this meeting is best illustrated by a 
comment made by one of the Irish members, when asked 
about the Irish leader's appearance. "Well, he looked 
as if we had committed adultery with his wife. " 1Q1

and read the letter to him but Parnell would not back 
down. Morley pointed out that to defy British opinion 
would ruin him but the Irish leader would not listen.

Shortly afterward Morley told Gladstone of Parnell's
reception of the letter and his refusal to abide by the 
suggestions within it, Gladstone had no choice but to 
release the letter to the papers. The effect of this

After the meeting the news of the letter which
Morley had been trying to get to Parnell was told to the 
Irish members. Morley then got in touch with Parnell

Parnell refused to give up leadership of the party. 1

1904).
1 90McCarthy, An Irishman's Story, (London: Macmillan

1910'Brien, II, 250. 
19^Morley, III, 439-
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revelation on the Irish members was immediate and shocking. 
For years they had struggled against ridicule and per
secution, and now, when they seemed to be gaining their 
goal, the immorality of one man threatened their success. 
They were ready to return to the committee room at once 
for another meeting. Others suggested to Parnell that 
he resign, but in the presence of his brooding eyes their 
indignation melted, and they added that they would abide 
by any decision he raade.^^ On the morning of the 26th 
Barry O'Brien read Gladstone's letter in the Standard.
He feared that it would cause a split in the Irish Party, 
and the majority of those he talked with prior to the 
meeting that afternoon were ready to reverse their previous 
decision to stand by Parnell. As it developed, no decision 
was reached that day, although many of Parnell's 
devoted followers, including Justin McCarthy, recommended 
retirement.' ^ Parnell's statement was brief; stating 
that he had been elected unanimously and it was up to the 
party to reverse its decision. He would not retire. 
Reaching no conclusion, the meeting was adjourned until 
Monday, December 1.

On Friday night, November 28, Parnell called a 1

1^^0'Brien, II, 254.
 ̂-^McCarthy, Irishman, 349-51 .
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meeting of a few members of his party, including McCarthy, 
Redmond, and Colonel Nolan, at the home of Doctor Fitz
gerald. He read his manifesto to them. It is too long 
to quote in its entirety, but its bluntness and vigor can 
be seen from the following excerpt:

"The integrity and independence of a section 
of the Irish Parliamentary Party having been 
sapped and destroyed by the wirepullers of the 
English Liberal Party, it has become necessary 
for me, as the leader of the Irish nation....
Ireland considers the independence of her 
party as her only safeguard within the consti
tution.... I do not believe that any action
of the Irish people in supporting me will 
endanger the Home Rule Cause. " 195

Parnell told of the compromises Gladstone wished to saddle
on Home Rule: reduction of the number of Irish members
in the Imperial Parliament, withdrawal of the land question,
and the retention by the British of the control of the
police to cite the most pertinent. To a man those present
objected to the publication of this document. Parnell
would not back- down, and on Saturday morning the manifesto
appeared in all the papers.

The reaction to Parnell's statement was quick 
in coming. William O'Brien and John Dillon signed a 1

1^O'Brien, II, 258-256. In the manifesto Parnell 
referred to a meeting with Gladstone at Hawarden in which 
they discussed the various points of disagreement concerning 
Home Rule. Also, Parnell stated that a position in the 
government was offered to him in place of some of the things 
he proposed for Ireland. Further, he was reminded that 
this discussion was to remain confidential.
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public manifesto of their own divorcing themselves from
1 96their old leader.'^ On Monday, December 1st, the Irish 

Party met in Committee Room 15 to begin the bitter fight 
which ruined them. A Mr. Abraham moved that Parnell's 
tenure of the chairmanship of the party be terminated.
This was immediately ruled out of order as another motion 
was under consideration at the time the party adjourned 
on Friday. Colonel Nolan moved that the party should 
meet in Dublin and consider the question there. Parnell 
supported this move, but it was defeated. The meetings 
continued ■until December 6th, becoming more violent with 
each succeeding day. At times the discussion sunk to 
little more than insult and provocation. Much of the 
debate revolved about the attitude of Gladstone and the 
position he would take. If he would adopt all of Parnell's 
proposals concerning Home Rule the Irish leader would 
retire. Only two points separated them —  control of the 
police and the land question. With these decided in 
Parnell's favor, he would in effect turn over the party 
to Gladstone. A delegation was appointed on December 3nd 
to get in touch with Gladstone and find out what his 
position was in regard to the Irish situation. Gladstone 
repudiated the Parnell manifesto relating to discussions 1

1-^O'Brien, II, 267- McCarthy, Irishman, 352. 
Justin McCarthy felt as the others but did not publically 
state it.
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1 Q7which he had with Parnell at Hawarden. J He now refused 
to deal with anyone other than a new leader of the party.
On December 6th the delegation reported this refusal and 
the conditions. A bitter discussion ensued, climaxed by 
Justin McCarthy leading forty-four members from the

1 QQcommittee room. The split was complete.

Parnell's first combat with the seceders occurred 
in the constituency of North Kilkenny, which was vacant 
at this time. He had already approved the candidate, but 
with the divorce, his'selection, Sir John Pope-Hennessy,

\had declared himself in opposition to Parnell. Parnell 
then put up Vincent Scully and began the fight. It was 
a bitter, hard-fought campaign revolving around Parnell's 
personal life. Healy, Davitt, and the Clergy joined 
together to defeat Parnell. The priests led their congre
gations to the polls after instructing them to vote against 
S c u l l y . W h e n  the results were announced, Hennessy had 
received twice the number of votes given Scully.

If any had expected this defeat to halt the. 
struggle made by Parnell, they were disappointed. In 1

1 97̂'See note.
198lorley, III, 446.
1990'Connor, II, 292.
' 99P. S. L. Lyons, The Pall of Parnell (Toronto: University of Toronto Press" 1 °60}, 1l'\.
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the cities he still received support, and this was enough
to convince him that victory could be achieved. His tactics
were to go to Ireland as often as he could and preach the
doctrine of independent opposition. Every weekend he
would make the journey from Brighton to Dublin, and then
to some part of the country. Gradually the strain began
to tell. Even his enemies noticed the haggard expression

201ever-present on his face. When told that he was over
doing it, he replied, "That he liked it and that it was

20?doing him a lot of good."

x Always the opposition was there to face, growing
more intense and powerful as time went on. Parnell 
decided to make a bid for the working class support in 
both England and Ireland. He attempted to split the 
Liberals and Labor, declaring his agreement with most 
of Labor's objectives. When one considers how little these 
subjects had occupied his mind in the past, one cannot 
but doubt his motives. He seemed to be groping for any
thing to save his political career rather than advocating 
a heartfelt program.

As 1891 began, an attempt at negotiation between

201McCarthy, Irishman, 371. McCarthy even told 
him to take it easy and let some of his followers do the 
work.

202O'Brien, II, 345*



the factions of the Irish party began. The bitterness
of the Kilkenny election had put Parnell in no mood for
peace, but at the urgings of his colleagues he consented

201to travel to Boulogne. J There Parnell spoke to William
O'Brien and heard his proposals. Parnell was to resign
as chairman of the party but retain the presidency of the
National league. A meeting of the whole party in Dublin
with McCarthy to be acknowledged as chairman, and then
the election of Dillon to the post of chairman." '1
Parnell would not accept Dillon, but favored William
O'Brien. Barry O'Brien wired this information to Dillon
who wired back a warning to William O'Brien that Parnell

205could not be trusted. ' Parnell returned to England 
but the negotiation continued with Parnell presenting a 
counterproposal. This was nothing more than a reiteration 
of his stand in Committee Room 15. His opponents were 
willing to talk and another meeting with Dillon and W. 
O'Brien was arranged. Parnell travelled to Calais, but 
Dillon immediately irritated him and the negotiations were

201̂O'Brien, II, 310. A warrant for the arrest 
of Dillon and William O'Brien made it impossible for 
them to come to Ireland or England.

204O'Connor, II, 294. O'Brien, II, 312.
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terminated. 206

With the spring of 1891 Parnell suffered setbacks
at every turn. In Carlow and North Sligo his candidates
were beaten badly. In June the Catholic Bishops of
Ireland adopted this proposal:

"That we the Archbishops and Bishops of 
Ireland....hereby record the solemn ex
pression of our judgement as pastors of 
the Irish people that Mr. Parnell, by his 
public misconduct, has utterly disqualified 
himself to be the political leader; that since 
the issuing of that declaration Mr. Parnell's 
public action and that of his recognized 
agents and organs in the press, especially 
their open hostility to ecclesiastical 
authority, has supplied new and convincing 
proof that he is wholly unworthy of the con
fidence of Catholics, and we therefore feel 
bound on this occasion to call on our people 
to repudiate his leadership."207

Some of the priests opposed this pronouncement, but for
the most it was a directive to be followed without question.

On June 25, 1891, three months before his death, 
Parnell married Mrs. O'Shea. The wedding was small, with 
the maid and the children's nurse serving as witnesses. 
Perhaps Parnell had hoped that this would cleanse him to 
a degree in the eyes of the Irish people and clergy. In

f:v̂ 0'Connor, II, 295. O'Brien, II, 319« Parnell 
attempted to keep the negotiations alive through a series 
of letters to an anti-Parnellite, Mr. Gill, but was 
unsuccessful.

207O'Connor, II, 298
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reality the opposite was true. To marry a divorced 
woman proved to be a greater sin than merely living 
with one. The bishops renewed their condemnation of 
him, and the younger clergymen who had wavered now

9q8definitely opposed him.

Parnell's next loss came as an outgrowth of his 
marriage to Mrs. O'Shea. On July 31, the Freeman's 
Journal published a letter from its principal stock
holder which expressed the paperte new policy. "Mr.
Parnell by his recent marriage has rendered it impossible
that he should ever be recognized by the Catholic hierarchy

209as the leader of the Catholic people of Ireland. ' For 
a few days the paper hesitated, then swung completely over 
to his opponents.

The last months of his life were tragic even to 
his enemies. Never conceding defeat he travelled to 
Ireland week after week; September 13, listowel, September 20, 
Cabinteely, and September 26, Creggs. On his arrival in 
Dublin the 26th he called Dr. Kenny who urged him.not to 
go, but Parnell would not listen and made the trip.
Travelling with reporters he admitted his illness. He 
carried his arm in a sling. He looked near death. Then

208Ibid., II, 302.
209O'Connor, II, 299-
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at Creggs - rain. Parnell refused an umbrella, and spoke 
bareheaded. The dry clothes he had brought were mislaid,

pi oand four hours he had to sit in damp clothes. His
speech was halting, and given in a voice weak and unsure. 
Nevertheless, there was no weakness in what he said —  
no reconciliation.

Creggs was Parnell's last political appearance. 
When he arrived back in Dublin he stayed with Dr. Kenny 
for a few days while he worked at beginning a new paper. 
His rheumatism continued to bother him, but against the 
protests and warnings of the doctor he sailed for England 
and his wife. He told his followers he would be back 
the following Saturday.

Katherine realized that he was very ill and spoke
21 1of contacting, a specialist, Dr. Henry Thompson. That

evening Katherine helped him up the stairs and put him to
bed. The next' day, Saturday, October 3, he felt better
but his condition deteriorated on Sunday. Through Monday
and Tuesday his condition remained the same, then Tuesday
night he opened his eyes and spoke to his wife: "Kiss me,

21 2sweet wifie, and I will try to sleep a little."

2100'Shea, II, 265. O'Connor, II, 312.
2110'Shea, II, 270.
212Ibid., II, 275-
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He died shortly before midnight. The doctor who attended 
him stated that death was due to rheumatic fever compli
cated by a weak heart.

\



CHAPTER VI

CONCLUSION

Ten years passed from the beginning of the affair 
until its end. The affair had destroyed reputations, 
careers, and a party. What were the motives which prompted 
these people to involve themselves in such a situation?
With Parnell the answer seems fairly uncomplicated, at 
least in the beginning. In Mrs. O'Shea he found a woman 
interested in him, and possessing the attributes he found 
desirable in a woman. She was alert and informed of the 
affairs which were a part of his life. She came at a time 
when he was quite susceptible to the charms of female 
companionship. His years in London had no doubt been 
lonely in many respects. His colleagues within the party 
could offer little outside of politics. In Mrs. O'Shea 
he saw a desirable associate to take his mind off the 
pressing problems of Parliament.

Later, as the more intimate relationship developed 
one must assume that the emotional entanglements were too 
great to overcome. He could not bear to relinquish the 
woman who had become his wife in all but name. Public 
opinion, a jealous husband, the Home Rule cause —  all 
became secondary considerations.
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From the beginning of the involvement with the 
O'Sheas, Parnell registered a dislike for the Captain, 
expressing himself on this subject to other members of 
the party. No doubt this entered into his absence from 
the early parties given by Mrs. O'Shea. Only when she 
personally presented the invitation did he make an 
appearance. Later during the Kilmainham negotiations 
O'Shea's personal motivations and considerations became 
quite apparent, but Parnell still continued to use him.
By this time, of course, the relationship between Parnell 
and Katherine had reached a state of serious involvement 
as evidenced by the birth of Claude Sophie, whom he 
believed to be his child.

To further entangle the Irish leader in the 
triangle was the pleasant treatment given him by Katherine 
when he needed it the most. Her home was a haven from 
the pressures and frustrations of public life. Nowhere 
else could he escape so completely from his work. No 
one else gave him so much consideration and companionship. 
Shortly after his release from Kilmainham his health 
deteriorated markedly and the residence at Eltham became 
his rest home, while Katherine became his devoted nurse. 
Possibly he despised the relationship, but he could not 
escape from it.
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As time progressed the affair gradually became 
public property. Parnell had by this time decided that 
his affair was above any moral criticism. The Captain 
had all but deserted Katherine, but divorce was out of 
the question. Parnell, therefore, considered this 
illicit affair as the only alternative. A discontinuance 
never entered his mind.

Of greater interest is the possibility that some 
arrangement existed between the Captain and Parnell by 
which the affair would continue unprotested for the 

\ furtherance of Captain O'Shea's political career. There 
is no concrete evidence of any formal agreement in regard 
to such a situation, but upon consideration of the course 
of events, a strong possibility is suggested. As early 
as 1881 O'Shea was aware of the affair, and challenged 
Parnell to duel. Katherine's intervention halted the 
affair of honor and seemed to moderate his suspicions.
No comment or threat is made by O'Shea following this 
incident until after he has removed himself completely 
from Irish politics. He did, however, request and even 
demand assistance during the election of 1885* For a man 
who refused to pledge his allegiance to the Irish Party, 
would not sit with them in the House, and often voted with 
the opposition, the extent to which Parnell went to insure 
a place for the Captain is difficult to understand in any
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other context. Captain O'Shea may not have threatened 
Parnell openly, but the danger of alienating the man would 
certainly have been apparent.

The Captain himself was not untouched by the 
game he was playing. His attempt to improve his position 
by serving both Parnell and Chamberlain reached a crisis 
during the vote for Home Rule. Unable to take a firm 
position, he refrained from any vote at all and retired 
from politics. With nothing to gain from the relation
ship between Katherine and Parnell silence had no value.

The Parnell Commission offered him what he con
sidered an opportunity to destroy Parnell without being 
directly involved. He hoped the evidence of the Times' 
letters would be enough for conviction, and refrained from 
any excessively vicious testimony.

The divorce and its subsequent results need 
little explanation. Uncontested, Captain O'Shea proved 
adultery and Parnell was ruined. However, what of Parnell's 
earlier assurances to the party that he would be Untouched 
by the action? Knowledge of the affair had been whispered 
in the halls of Parliament for years. Perhaps the
realization that his affair was an open secret led him

213Garvin, II, 382.
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to -underestimate the reaction to its publication. The 
Captain did report to Chamberlain that a bribe had been 
offered. Katherine was ready to fight the case with 
all the resources available. It was quite possible that 
a bribe was offered. Parnell's apparent relief that 
everything was now out in the open suggests that he was 
ready to accept the repercussions. Katherine, however, 
in the emotional state that prompted the bitter counter
charge accused her husband of adultery with her sister 
could easily have also tried bribery. The Captain had 
been influenced in his silence earlier by the hope of 
a sizeable inheritance with the death of his wife's 
aunt, Mrs. Benjamin Wood. Katherine may have thought 
that her husband cared more for money than his honor and 
revenge upon his rival. In any event it was not accepted.

Of final consideration is the possibility that 
connivance between the O'Sheas existed. This could hardly 
be considered in the later years, but during the early 
years it has been suggested. Katherine frequently urged 
Parnell to aid her husband, even with the realization 
that the Captain was hardly a devoted Party member. She 
had gone out of her way to urge Parnell to be a guest in 
her house when he first became Party leader. In this 
part it is quite possible that she was making an attempt 
to aid her husband, but simply as a gracious hostess.
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Later as the affair»progressed her attempts to further 
her husband's career were prompted by simple fear that 
any dissatisfaction on his part would cause trouble.
She stated this in her book, and the threat of a duel 
which occurred in 18 81 would support her fears. Knowing 
her husband had no real affection for her, Katherine 
realized that his career was of paramount importance. 
Success in this field would leave her free to carry on 
her own activities.

As is often true in the lives of people, much 
\ cannot be uncovered. This is particularly true in the 
lives of people engaged in activities which are not con
sidered honorable. Bribery may be suspected, but is often 
not recorded. True feelings and motivations might be 
suggested by actions, but are not recorded,if related to 
an immoral action. Therefore, much of what occurred in 
the Parnell-0'Shea triangle is only supposition. Even 
that which is recorded comes from people looking back 
through many years, or caught up in the emotion of the 
time. In the end the emotion and love felt for each other 
between Katherine and Parnell is obvious. O'Shea's revenge 
motive also seems obvious. He could not have been blind 
to the activities of his wife and his leader. He protested 
the Pall Mall Gazette articles as being untrue. Neverthe
less, with rumors of the affair so widespread he must have
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been aware. His quick challenge to duel would hardly 
label him a trusting husband.

In the final analysis Parnell appears to be a man 
gradually drawn into an affair, and then too involved to 
seek a way out. Captain O'Shea, attached to his wife in 
name only, was willing to use anything, including her, 
to further his ambitions. When he was unsuccessful in 
his venture he then reacted as a persecuted husband and 
exacted his revenge. Katherine had lived with a man who 
had gradually drawn away from her. Her years, prior to 
\ meeting Parnell, were spent without a husband. The 
Captain, for all practical purposes, had deserted her. 
Parnell proved to be a man both exciting and affectionate. 
At thirty-five, and in a foreign country, this lonely 
man found a woman willing to repay his affections. Always 
one to enter wholeheartedly into anything he undertook 
he could not stop when it threatened his career. Later 
he did not want to end it, and it ruined him.
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