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PREFACE. 

THB speeches which have been selected for publication in this volume possess a I" 

value, as examples of the art of public speaking, which no person will be'likely to 
underrate. Those who may differ from Mr. Bright's theory of the public good will I 
have no difficulty in acknowledging the clearness of his diction, the skill with 
which he arranges his arguments. the vigour of his style, the persuasiveness of his 
reasoning, and above all, the perfect candour and sincerity with which he expresses I 
his political convictions. 

It seems likely that the course of events in this country will lead those, who I 
may desire to possess influence in the conduct of public, affairs, to study the art of I 
public speaking. If so, nothing which can be found in English lilerature will aid I 
the aspirant after this great faculty more than the careful and reiterated perusal of 
the speeches contained in this volume. Tried indeed by the effect produced 
upon any audience by their easy flow and perfect clearness, or analysed by any of 
those systems of criticism which under the name of • rhetoric' have been saved to 
us from the learning of the ancient world, these speeches would be admitted to 
satisfy either process. ' 

This is not the occasion on which to point out the causes which confer so great 
an artistic value on these compositions; which give them now, and will. give them 
hereafter, so high a place in English literature. At the present time nearly a 
hundred millions of the earth's inhabitants -speak the English tongue. / A century 
hence. and it will probably be the speech of nearly half the inhabitants of the globe. 
1 think that no master of that language will occupy a loftier position than Mr. 
Bright; that no speaker will teach with greater exactness the noblest and rarest of 
the social arts, the art of clear and persuasive exposition. But before this art can 
be attained (so said the greatest critic that the world has known), it is necessary 
that the speaker should secure the sympathies of his audience, should convince 
them of his statesmanship, should show that he is free from any taint of self
interest or diS!;imulation. These conditions of public trust still form, as heretofore, 
in every country of free thought and free speech. the foundation of a g?od reputation 

" 
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and of personal influence. It is with the fact that such are the charactct,-istics of 
my friend's eloquence, that I have been strongly impressed in collecting and 
editing the materials of this volume. 

Since the days of those men of renown who lived through the first half of the 
seventeenth century, when the liveliest religious feeling was joined to the loftiest 
patriotism, and men laboured for their conscience and their country, England has 
witnessed no political career like that of Cobden and Bright. Cobden's death was 
a great loss to his country, for it occurred at a time when England could ill spare 
a conscientious statesman. Nations, however, cannot be saved by the virtues, nor 
need they be lost by the vices, of their public men. But Cobden's death was an 
irreparable loss to his friends-imost o( atet.; t!£fnend who had been, in an inces
sant struggle for public duty and truth, of one heart and of one purpose with him. 

Those who have been familiar with Cobden's mind know how wide was his 
knowledge,how true'was his judgment of political events. 'The"vast majority of 
those who followed his public career had but a scanty acquaintance with the 
resources of his sagacity and foresight. He spoke to the people on a few subjects 
only. The wisdom of Free Trade; the necessity of Parliamentary Reforni; the 
dangerous tendency of tho~ laws which favour the accumulation of land in few 
hands; the urgent need for a system of national education; the mischief of the 
mere military spirit~ the prudence of uniting communities by the multiplication of 
international interests; the abandonment of the policy of diplomatic and military 
intermeddling; the advocacy, in short, of the common good in place of a spurious 
patriotism, of selfish, local, or class aims; formed the subject of Cobden's pnblic 
-utterances.. But his intimate friends, and in particular his regular correspondents, 
were aware: that his political criticism was as general as it was accurate. The loss 
then of his 'wise and lucid counsel was the greatest to the survivor of a personal 
and a political friendship which was continued uninterruptedly through so long and 
so active a "career, -

At the Commencement of Mr. Bright's public life, the shortsighted selfishness of 
a landlords' parliament was affiicting the United Kingdom with a continuous dearth. 
Labour was starved, and capital was made unproductive by the Com-laws. The 
country was tied to a system by which Great Britain and her Colonies deliberately 
chose the \Iearest market for their purchases. In the same spirit, the price of 
freights was,wilfully heightened by the Navigation-laws. Important branches of 
home industry were crippled by prying, vexatious, and wasteful excises. Aild this' 
system was conceived to be the highest wisdom; or at any rate, to be so invincible 
a necessity that it could not be avoided or altered without danger. The country, if 
it were to make its way, could make it only because other nations were servile 
imitators of our commercial policy, and, in the vain hope of retaliation, were 
hindering their own progress. 

The foreigu policy of Great Britain was suspicious and irritating, for it was I 
secret, busy,tnd meddling, insolent to the weak, conciliatory, even truckling, to J 
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the strong. The very name of diplomacy· is and has been odious to English 
Liberals, for. by means of it a reactionary Government. could check domestic 
reforms, and .hinder the community of nations indefinitely. The policy of the 
Foreign Office was constantly directed towards embittering, if not embroiling, 
the relntions between this and other countries. It is difficult to account for these 
intrigues, except on the ground that successive Governments were anxious to 
maintain political and social anomalies at home, while they were affecting ta 
support '!.he balance of power' abroad. The abandonment of intervention if 
foreign politics was the beginning of agitation for domestic reforms. 

Perhaps no part df the public administration was worse than that of India. 
The great Company had lost its monopoly of trade in the Eastern seas, but 
retained its administrative powers over the subject races and dependent princes of 
India. Its system of finance was wasteful and oppressive. Its policy was that 011 
aggression and annexation. In practice, the Government was irresponsible. 
Nobody listened to Indian affairs in Parliament, except on rare occasions, or for 
party purposes. The Governor-General did as he pleased. The President of the 
Board of Control did as he pleased. If the reader wishes' to see how the former 
acted, Mr. Cobden's pamphlet, • How Wars are got up in India,' will enlighten 
him. If it be necessary to inquire what the policy of the latter might be, the 
disastrous and disgraceful Alfghan War is an illustration. Never perhaps was 
a war commenced more recklessly. It is certain that when loss and dishonour fell 
on the English arms, the statesmen who recommended and insisted on the war 
tried to screen themselves from just blame by the basest arts. 

The internal resources of India were utterly neglected. The Company collected 
part of its revenue from a land-tax, levied in the worst shape. In order to secure 
an income through a monopoly, it constrained the cultivation of certain !)rugs for 
which there was a foreign demand; and neglected to enc;ourage the cultivation ot 
cotton, for which the home demand was wellnigh boundless, and to which the 
Indian supply might be made to correspond. The Company constructed neither 
road nor canal. It did nothing towards maintaining the means of communication 
which even the native governments hlld adopted. It suffered the ancient roads and 
tanks to fall into decay. It neglected to educate the native gentry, much ~ore the 
people. In brief, the policy of the Company in dealing with India was the policy 
of Old Spain with her Transatlantic possessions, only that it" was more j~lous and 
illiberal. ' 

Against these social and political evils, and many others which might be enu
merated, a very small body of true and resolute statesmen arrayed theJ;Ilselves. 
Among these statesmen the most eminent were the two chiefs of the Anti-Corn
law agitation. Never did men lead a hope which seemed more forlorn. They had 

I 
as opponents nearly the whole Upper House of Parliament, a powerful and com
pact party in the Lower. The Established Church was, of course, against tbem. 
The London newspapers, at that time almost the only political power inathe press, 
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were against them. The' educated' classes were against them. M~y of the 
working people were unfriendly to them, for the Chartists believed that the repeal 
of the Corn-laws would lower the price of labour. After along. struggle they 
gained the day; for an accident, the Irish famine, rendered a change in the Corn
laws inevitable. But had it not been for the organisation of the League, the 
accident would have had no effect; for it is a rule in the philosophy of politics that 
an accident is valuable only when the machinery for' making use of the accident 
is at hand. Calamities never teach wisdom Lo fools, they render it possible that 
the wise should avail themselves of the emergency. 

A similar calamity, long foreseen by prudent men, caused the political extinction 
of the East India Company. The joint action of the Board of Control and the 
Directors led to the Indian mutiny. The suppression of the Indian mutiny led to 
the suppression of the Leadenhall Street Divan. Another calamity, also foreseen 
by statesmen, the outbreak of the American Civil War, gave India commercial 
hope, and retrieved the finances which the Company's rule had thrown into 
hopeless disorder. . 

I have selected the speeches contained in this volume, with a view to 
supplying the public with the evidence on which Mr. Bright's friends assert his 
right to a place in the front rank of English statesmen. I suppose that there is no 
better evidence of statesmanship than prescience; that no fuller confirmation of 
this evidence can be found than in the pop~lar acceptance of those principles 
which were once unpopular and discredited. A short time since, Lord Derby said 
that Mr. Bright was the real leader of the Opposition. It is true that he has given 
great aid to that opposition which Lord Derby and his friends have often en
countered, and by which, to their great discredit, but to their great advantage, 
they have been constantly defeated. If Lord Derby is in the right, Mr. Bright is 
the leader of the People, while his Lordship represents a party which is reckless 
because it is desperate. . The policy which Mr. Bright has advocated in these 
pages, and throughout a quarter of a century, a policy from which he has never 
swerved. has at last been accepted by the nation, despite the constant resistance of 
Lord Derby and his friends. It embodies the national will, because it has attacked, 
and in many cases vanquished, institutions and laws which have become unpopular, 
because they have been manifestly mischievous and destructive. No one knows 
better ho~ conservative and tolerant is public opinion in England towards tradi
tional institutions, than Mr. Bright does; or how indifferent the nation is to attacks 
on an untenable practice and a bad law, until it awakens to the fact that the law or 
the practice is ruinous. 

Mr. Bright's political opinions have not been adopted because they were popular. 
He was skilfully, and for a time successfully, maligned by Lord Pahnerston, on 
account of his persevering resistance to the policy of the Russian War. But it is 
probable that the views he entertained at that time will find more enduring accept
ance tllan;hose which Lord Palmerston and Lord Palmerston's colleagues promul-
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gated, ~d that he has done more to deface that Moloch, • the balance of power: 
! than any other man living. Shortly after the beginning of the Planters' War, 

almost all the upper. and many of the middle classes. sympathised with the Slave
owners' conspiracy. Everybody knows which side Mr. Bright took. and how 
ju~ous and far-sighted he was in taking it. But everybody should remember 

o how. when Mr. Bright pointed out the consequences likely to ensue from the 
cruise of the Alabama. he was insulted by Mr. Laird in the House of Commons; 
the Mr. Laird who launched the Alabama. who has been the means of creating 
bitter enmity between the people of this country and of the United States. and has 
contrived to invest the unlawful speculation of a shipbuilder with the dignity 
of an international difficulty. to make it the material for an unsettled diplomatic 
question. 

There are many social and political reforms. destined. it may be hoped. to 
become matter of debate and action in a Reformed Parliament. towards the accom
plishment of which Mr. Bright has powerfully contributed. There is that without 
which Reform is a fraud. the redistribution of seats; that without which it is a 
sham. the ballot; that without which it is possibly a danger. a system of national 
education. which should be. if not compulsory. so cogently expedient that it cannot 
be rejected. There is the great question of the distribution of land. its occupancy. 
and its relief from that pestilent system of game-preserving which robs the farmer 
of his profit and the people of their home supplies. There is the pacification of 
Ireland. The only consolation which can be gathered from the condition of that 
unhappy country is. that reforms, which are highly expedient in Great Britain. are 
vital in Ireland, and that they therefore become familiar to the public mind. 
There is the development of international amity and good-will, first between our
selves and the people of our own race. next between all nations. There is the 
recognition of public duty to inferior or subject races. a duty which" was grievously , 
transgressed before and after the Indian mutiny, and has been still more atrociously 
outraged in the Jamaica massacre. Upon these and similar matters. no man who 
wishes to deserve the reputation of a just and wise statesman.-in other words. to 
fulfil the highest and greatest function which man can render to man.-Qn find a 
worthier study thlUl the public career of an Englishman whose guiding principle 
throughout his whole life has been his favourite motto •• Be just and feat not.' 

I have divided the speeches contained in this volume into groups. Tbe matenals 
for selq:tion are so abundan't, that I have been constrained to omit many a speech 
which is worthy of careful perusal I have naturally given prominence to those 
subjects with which Mr. Bright has been especially identified, as, for example, India. 
America, Ireland. and Parliamentary Reform. But nearly every topic of great 
public interest on which Mr. Bright has spoken is represented in this volume. 

A statement of the views entertained by an eminent politician, who wields II vast 
inlluence in the country, is always valuable. It is more valuable when the utter
ances are profound, consistent, candid. It is most valuable at a crisis when the 

---_~,~ _____ J 
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people of these islands are invited to take part in a contest where the brAad prin
ciples of truth, hononr, and jnstice are arrayed on one side, and their victory is 
threatened by those false cries, those reckless calnmnies, those impudent evasions 
which form the party weapons of desperate and unscrupulous men. 

All the speeches in this volume have been"l"evised by Mr. Bright. The Editor is 
responsible for their selection, for this Preface, and for the Index. 

JAMES E. THOROLD ROGERS. 

OXFORD, June 30, 1868. 

I 
-------_ .. _- ------------~ 
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INDIA. 
I. 

HOUSE OF COMMONS, JUNE 3, 1853. 

From Hansard. 

[The ministerial ineasure for the government of India was introduced by Sir Charles 
Wood on June 3.1853. The particulars of tlie Bill were as follows: The Government 
proposed that for the future the relations between the Directors and the Board of 
Control should be un~hanged, but that the constitution of the former should be altered 
and its patronage curtailed. It reduced the number of the Members of the Court 
from twenty-four to eighteen, of whom twelve were to be elected as before, and six 
nominated by the Crown from Indian servants who had been ten years in the service 
of the Crown or the Company. One-third of this number was to go out every second 
year, but to be re-eligible. Nominations by favour were to be abolished. The 
governorship of Bengal was to be separated from the office of Governor-General. 
The legislative council was to be improved and enlarged, the number to be twelve. 
The Bill passed the House of Lords on June 13.) 

I FEEL a considerable disadvantage in of the Government in that country. our 
rising to address the House after having conviction must be that the right hon. 
listened for upwards of five hours to Gentleman will be greatly to be blamed 
the speech of the right hon. Gentleman. in making any alteration in that Go-
But the question is one. as the right vemment. At the same time. if it be 
hon. Gentleman has said, of first-rate not a faithful portraiture of the Govern-
importance; and as I happen from a ment, and of its transactions in India, 
variety of circumstances to have paid then what the right hon. Gentleman 
some attention to it. and to have formed proposes to do in regard to the home 
some strong opinions in regard to it, administration of that country is alto-
I am unwilling even that the Bill should gether insufficient for the occasion. I 
be brought in, or that this opportunity cannot on the present occasion go into 
should pass, without saying something, many of the details on which the right 
which will be partly in reply to the hon. Gentleman has touched:' but the 
speech of the rigbt hon. Gentleman, and observation.~ which I have to mnke will 
panly by way of comment on the plan refer to matters of government, and 
which he has submitted to the House. those will be confined chiefly to the 
!here. is, as it appears to me. great organislltion of the home. administra-
inconSIstency between the speech of the tion. I 11m not much surprised that the 
right hon. Gentleman, and that which Government should have taken what I 
he proposes should be done; because, will call a very unsatisfactory course 

~ 
really, If we take his speech as a true with regard to the measure they have 

. 
. and faithful stlltement of the condition propounded, because they evidently Ilid 
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ought to do from the very first moment 
that this question was brought before 
them. I do not allude to the whole 
of the Treasury bench, but I refer 
particularly to the noble Lord (Lord J. 
Russell), because he was at the head 
of the Government when this question 
was first brought before them. Lord 
Broughton, then Sir John Hobhouse, 
was at that time the President of the 
Board .of Control, and he was not in 
favour of a Co~ttee to inquire into 
the past government and present con
dition of India. Shortly afterwards, 
however, it was considered by the noble 
Lord (Lord J. Russell) that it would be 
desirable to have such a Committee ap
pointed. A Committee was appointed, 
and it sat. But at the commencement 
of the present Session the noble Lord 
intimated very distinctly, in answer to 
a question which I put to him, and 
which seemed to make the noble Lord 
unnecessarily angry. that it was the 
intention of the Government to legis
late, and in such a way as to leave the 
Indian Government almost entirely the 
same as it had hitherto been. [. No. 
no I'] Well, I thought that the noble 
Lord said so, and in corroboration of 
that I may mention that the noble 
Lord quoted-and I believe that it was 
the noble Lord's only authority-the 
opinion of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Stamford (Mr. Herries), 
who considered that no material change 
was required in the constitution of the 
home Indian Government. Well, when 
the noble Lord made that announce
-ment, considerable dissatisfaction was 
manifested on both sides of the House, 
some hon. Members speaking in favour 
of a delay of one, two, or three years, 
or declaring themselves strongly against 
the present constitution of the Indian 
Government. However, from that time 
to this, various rumours were atloat, 
and everyhody was confident one week 
that there would be no legislation, or 
only a postponement; in another week 
it was thought that there was to be a 
very sweeping measure (which last re
port. I m~·t say. I never believed); and 

the week after that people ' .• ere agail 
led to the conclusion that there would 
be a measure introduced such as tht 
one this night submitted to the House 
Again, it was understood so lately a 
last Saturday that there would be n 
legislation on the subject, excepting 
mere temporary measure for a post 
ponement. I confess that I was my , 
self taken in by that announcement 
On Monday the hon. Member fo 
Poole (Mr. Danby Seymour) gave notie 
of a question on the same subject, 
and he was requested not to ask i 
till Tuesday. On Tuesday there wa 
a Cabinet Council, and whether ther 
was a change of opinion then I kno. 
not, but I presume that there was. Th J 

opinion that was confidently expr~se< 
on Saturday gave way to a new opinion 
and the noble Lord announced tha' 
legislation would be proceeded with im 
mediately. All this indicates that ther 
was a good deal of vacillation on th 
part of the Government. At last, how, , 
ever, has come the speech of the righ 
hon. Gentleman the President of th 
Board of Control There were som , 
good things in it, no doubt. I do no 
suppose that any man could stand ~I 
and go on speaking for five houl'! 
without saying something that was USt 
ful. But as to the main question 0' 
which this matter rests, I do not believ i 
that the plan which the Governme~ 
proposes to substitute will be one pa I 
ticle better than that which exists 
the present moment. 

With regard to the question of PI 
tronage, I admit, so far as that goe 
that the plan proposed by the rig ! 

hon. Gentleman will be an improvemeI " 
on the present system. But I do n! 
understand that the particular arrang , 
ment of the' covenanted service is 
be broken up at all. That is a vel 
important matter, because, although I 
might throw open the nominations j 

the Indian service to the free competitic 
of all persons in this country, yet 
when these persons get out to Indi 
they are to become a covenanted Sf 

vice, as that service now is constituter 
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and are to'go on !Tom beginning to end 
in a system of promotion by seniority
and they are to be under pretty much 
the &arne arrangement as at pr~ent-a 
great deal of the evil now existing will 
remain; and the continuance of such 
a body as that will form a great bar 
to what I am very anxious to see, 
namely, a very much wider employment 
of the most intelligent and able men 
amongst the native population. 

The right hon. Gentleman has, in 
fact, made a long speech wholly in 
defence of the Indian Government; and 
I cannot avoid making some remarks 
upon what he has stated, because I 
wholly dissent from a large portion of 
the observations which he has made. 
But the right hon. Gentleman, above all 
things, dreads that this matter should 
be delayed. Now I will just touch 
upon that point. The right hon. Gen
tleman has said that he has not met any 
one who does not consider it highly 
desirable that the House should legis
late upon the subject of the Government 
of India this year; and that it will be 
a great evil if such legislation is post
poned. In support of this view he 
produces a private letter from Lord 
Dalhousie upon the subject. Now I 
do not consider such evidence as by any 
means conclusive, because the House 
knows that Lord Dalhousie has been 
connected with the system that now 
exists. That noble Earl is also sur
rounded by persons who are themselves 
interested in maintaining the present 
system. From his elevated position 
also in India_I do not mean his loca
tion at Simlah-but from his being by 
his station removed from the mass of 
the European population, and still more 
removed from the native population, I 
do not think it at all likely that Lord 
Dalhousie will be able to form a sounder 
opinion upon this question than pen;ons 
who have ,never been in India. In my 
opinion, no evil can possibly arise from 
creating in the minds of the pC'pulation 
of India a feeling that the question, of 
Indian Government is ~onsidered by 
the House of Commons to be a grave 

and solemn. question; and I solemnly 
believe that if the decision on the ques
tion be delayed for two years, so as 
to enable Parliament to make due in
quiries as to the means of establishing 
a better form of government in India, 
it will create in the minds of all the 
intelligent natives of India a feeling of 
confidence and hope, and that whatever 
may be done by them in the way of 
agitation will be rather for the purpose 
of offering information' in the most 
friendly and generous spirit, than of 
creating opposition to any Government 
legislation. Howevel', the question of 
delay is one which the House in all 
probability will be called upon to de
cide on another occasion. 

But passing from that SUbject, I 
now come to the principle upon which 
the right hon. Gentleman founded his 
Motion. The speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman was throughout that of an 
advocate of the Indian Government. as 
at present constituted; and, if Mr. 
Melville had said everything that could 
possibly be dragged into the case, he 
could not have made it more clearly 
appear than the right hon. Gentleman 
has done that the Government of India 
has been uniformly worthy of the COD
fidence of the country. My view of 
this matter, after a good deal of obser- I 

valion, is, that the Indian Government, 
composed of two branches, which the 
right hon. Gentleman does not propose 
to amalgamate into one, is a Govern
ment of secrecy and irresponsibility to 
a degree that should not be lolerated in 
a country like this, where we have a 
constitutional and Parliamentary Go
vernment. I have not the least idea 
in any observations which I may make 
either in this House or elsewhere of 
bringing a charge against .the East 
India Company-that is to say, against 
any individual member of the Board of 
Directors, as if they were anxious to 
misgovern India. I never bad any such 
suspicion. I believe that the twenty
four gentlemen who constitute the Board 
of Directors would act just about as 
well as any other twenty-f02r persoru; 

1-3 
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elected by the same process, acting under 
the same influences, and surrounded by 
the same difficulties-having to act 
with another and independent body
the Board of Control. Neither am I 
hostile to the Board of Control, because 
I think that the duty imposed upon it is 
greater than any such body can properly 
perform. The right hon. Gentleman, 
the enormous labours of whose office 
could not be accomplished by anyone 
man, coming into office in December, 
and having to propose a new Govern
ment for Imlia in the month of Mayor 
June, must have found it extremely 
difficult to make himself master of the 
question. But beyond this the House 
should bear in mind, that during the 
last thirty yea,J'S there has been a new 
President of the Board of Control every 
two years. Nay, in the course of last 
year there were no less than three 
Presidents of the Board of Control. 
Thus that Board seems framed in such 
a manner as to make it altogether 
impossible that anyone man should be 
able to conduct it in the way ill which 
it ought to be conducted. Beyond this, 
the President of that Board has to act in 
conjunction with the Court of Directors. 
Without saying anything which would 
impute blame to any party, it must be 

I obvious that two such bodies combined 
can never carry on the government of 
India wisely, and in accordance with 
those principles which have been found 
necessary in the government of this 
country. The right hon. Gentleman 
has been obliged to admit that the 
theory' of the old Government of India 
was one which could not be defended, 
and that everybody considers it. ridi
culous nnd childish. I am not at all 
certain that the one that is going to be 
established is in any degree better. It 
was in 1784 that this form of govern, 
ment was, established, amid the fight 
of factions: In 1813 it was continued 
for twenty years longer, during a time 
when the country was involved in des
perate hostilities with France. In 1833 
another Bill, continuing that form of 
governm62-t, passed tlrrough Parliament 

immediately after the hurribne which 
carried the Reform Bill. All these cir
cumstances rendered it difficult for the 
Government, however honestly disposed, 
to pass the best measure for the govern
ment of India. But all the difficulties 
which then existed appear to me wholly 
to have vanished. Never has any 
question come before Parliament more 
entirely free from a complication of that 
nature, or one which the House has the 
opportunity of more quietly and calmly 
considering, than the question now be
fore them. 

I should have been pleased if the 
right hon. Gentleman had given the 
House the testimony of some two or 
three persons on his own side of the 
question. But, as he has not done so, 
I will trouble the House by referring 
to some authorities in SUppOit of my 
own views. I will first refer to the 
work of Mr. Campbell, which has 
already been quoted by the right hon. 
Gentleman. It is a very interesting 
book, and gives a great deal of in
formation. That writer says-

• The division of authority between the 
Board of Control and the Court of Di
rectors, the large number of directors, and 
the peculiar system by which measures are 
originated in the Court, sent for approval 
to the Board, then back again to the Court, 
and so on, render all deliverances very slow 
and difficult; and· when a measure is dis
cussed in India, the announcement that it 
has been referred to the Court of Directors 
is often regarded as an indefinite postpone
ment. In fact, it is evident that (able and 
experienced as are many of the individual 
directors) twenty-four directors in one place, 
and a Board of Control in another, are not 
likely very speedily to unite in one opinion 
upon any doubtful point.' 

That, I think, is likely to be the opinion 
of any man on the Government of India. 
There is another authority to which I 
will refer, Mr. Kaye, who has also 
written a very good book. , It was 
actually distributed by the Court of 
Directors; I have therefore a right to 
consider it a fair representation of their 
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views of {.hat was done, especinlly as 
the Chairman of the Court has given 
me a copy of the book. Mr. Kaye, in 
referring to the double Government 
which existed in Bengal iD '773, makes 
use of these expressions. When I first 
read them, I thought they were a quota
tioD from my own speeches :-

'But enlightened as were the instruc
tions thus issued to the supervisors, the 
supervision was wholly inadequate to the 
requirements of the case. The double 
Government, as I have shown, did Dot 
work well. It was altogether a sham and 
an imposture. It was lOon to be de
molished at a blow. • • • The double 
Government had, by this time, fulfilled its 
mission. It had introduced an incredible 
amount of disorder and corruption iuto 
the State, and of poverty and wretchedness 
among the people; it had embarrassed our 
finances, and soiled our character, and was 
now to be openly recognised as a failure.' 

This is only as to Bengal. The follow
iog are the words he uses in respect to 
the double Government at home :-

• In respect of all transactions with 
foreign Powe...-U matters bearing upon 
questions of peace and war-the President 
of the Board of Control has authority to 
originate such measures as he and his 
colleagues in the Ministry may consider 
expedient. In IUch cases he acts pre
sumedly in concert with the Secret Com
mittee of the Court of Directors-a body 
composed of the chairman, deputy-ch.i .... 
man, and senior member of the Court. 
The Secret Committee sign the despatches 
which emanate from the Board, but they 
have no power to withhold or to alter 
tbem. They have not even the power to 
record their dissent. In fact, the functions 
of the Committee are only those which, to 
use the words of a distinguished member 
of the Court (the late Mr. Tucker), who 
deplored the mystery and the mockery of 
a system whicb obscures responsibility and 
deludes public opinion, could as well be 
perfonned .. by a secretary and a seal." , 

Further on he says-
• In judging of responsibility, we should 

remember that the whole foreign policy 
of the East India Company is regulated by 
the Board of Control; that in the solution 
of the most vital questions-questions of 
peace and war-affecting the finances of 
tbe COWltry, and, therefore, the means of 
internal improvement, the Court of Di
rectors have no more power than the 
mayor and aldermen of any t:Orporate 
">wn. India depends less on the will of 
the twenty-four than on one man's caprice 
-here to-day and gone to-morrow
knocked over by a, gust of Parliamentary 
uncertainty-the mistaken tactics of a 
leader, or negligence of a whippe .... in. The 
past history of India is a history of revenue 
wasted and domestic improvement ob
structed by, war.' 

This is very much what I complain or. 
I admit the right of the East India 
Company to complain of many things 
done by the Board of Control; and I 
am of opinion, that if the House left 
the two bodies to combat one another, 
they would at last come' to IUl accw-ate 
perception of what they both are. The' 
East India Company accused the Board 
of Control of making wars and squan
dering th~ revenue which the Company 
collected. But Mr. Kaye said that Mr. 
Tucker deplored the mystery and the 
mockery of a system which obscured re
sponsibility and deluded public opinion. 
It is because of this concealment, of this 
delusion pral:tised upon public opinion, 
of this evasion of pllblic responsibility 
and Parliamentary control, that you have 
a state of things in India whicb the hon. 
Member for Guildford (Mr. Mangles) 
has described, when he says thet the 
Company manages the revenues. c:ollt-cts 
the taxes, and gets frour 30.ooo,oool. to 
30,000,0001. a-~, and nobody knows 
how much more. Bllt, whatever it is, 
such is the system of foreign policy 
pursued by the Board of Control-that 
IS to say, by the gentlemen who drop 
down there for six or eight or twelve 
months, never beyond two years-that, 
whatever revenues are collected, they 
are squandered on unnecessary and ruin
ous wars, till the country is .-ought to 
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a state of embarrassment and threatened 
bankruptcy. That is th~ real point which 
the House will have to consider. 

With regard to some of the details 
of the Government plan. we should no 
doubt all agree: but this question of 
divided rp.sponsibility, of concealed re
sponsibility. and of no responsibility 
whatever, that is the real pith of the 
matter. The House should take care 
not to be diverted from that question. 
[Mr. Mangles: • Produce your own 
plan.'] An hon. Gentleman has asked 
me to produce my plan. I will not 
comply with that request, bnt will follow 
the example of a right hon. Gentleman, 
a great authority in this House. who 
once said, when similarly challenged, 
that he should produce his 'plan when 
he was called ·in. I believe that the 
plan before the House to·J;tight was 
concocted by the Board of Control and 
the hon. Member for Guildford and his 
Colleagues; I shall. therefore, confine 
myself at present to the discussion of 
that plan. Some persons are disposed 
very much (at least I am afraid so) to 
undervalue the particular point which 
I am endeavouring to bring before the 
House; and they seem to fimcy that it 
does not much matter what shall be the 
form of government in India, since the 
population of that country will always 
be in a condition of great impoverish
ment and much suftering; and that 
whatever is done must be done there, 
and that after all-after having con
quered 100.000,000 of people-it is not 
in our power to interfere for the improve
ment of their condition. Mr. Kaye, in 
his book, commences the first chapters 
with a very depreciating account of the 
character of the Mogul Princes, with a 
view to show that the condition of the 
people of India was at least as unfavour
able under them as under British rule. 
I will cite one or two cases from wit
nesses for whose testimony the right 
hon. Gentleman (Sir C. Wood) must 
have respect. Mr. Marshman is a gen
tleman who Is well known as possessing 
a considerable amount of information on 
Indian aft Irs, and has, I presume, come 

over on purpose to give his evidence on 
the subject. He was editor of a news.
paper which was generally considered 
throughout India to be the organ of the 
Government; in that newspaper, the 
Friend af India. bearing the date 1st 
April, 1853, the following statement 
appears:-

• No one has ever attempted ta contra
dict the fact that the condition of the 
Bengal peasantry is almost as wretched 
and degraded as it is possible to conceive 
-living in the most miserable hovels, 
scarcely fit for a dog.kennel, covered with 
tattered rags, and unable, in too many 
instances, to procure more than a single 
meal a-day for himself and family. The 
Bengal ryot knows notbing of the most 
ordinary comforts of life. We speak with
out exaggeration when we affirm, that if 
the real candition of those who raise the 
harvest, which yields between 3.000.oool. 
and 4.ooo,oool. a-year, was fully known, 
it would make the ears of one who heard 
thereof tingle: 

It has been said that in the Bengal 
Presidency the Datives are in a better 
condition than in the other Presidencies: 
and I recollect that when I served on 
the Cotton Committee, the evidence 
taken before it being confined to the 
Bombay and Madras Presidencies, it 
was then said that if evidence had been 
taken about the Bengal Presidency it 
would have appeared that the condition 
of the natives was better. But I believe 
that it is very much the same in all the 
Presidencies. I must say that it is my 
belief that if a country be found possess
ing a most fertile soil, and capable of 
bearing every variety of production. and 
that, notwithstanding. the people are 
in a state of extreme destitution and 
suffering, the chances are that there is 
some fundamental error in the govern
ment of that country. The people of 
India have been subjected by us, and 
how to govern them in an efficient and 
beneficial manner is one of the most 
important points for the consideration 

. of the House. From the Report of the 
Indian Cotton Committee it appears that 
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nearly f!!IeI'J witness-e.nd the witnesses 
were nearly all servants of the Company 
-gave evidence as to the state of des
titution in which the cultivators of the 
lOillived. They were in such an abject 
condition that they were obliged to give 
40 or 50 pel cent. to borrow money to 
enable them to put seed into the ground. 
1 can, if it were necessary. bring any 
amount of evidence to prove the miser
able condition of the cultivators, and 
that in many places they have been 
compelled to part with their personal 
ornaments. Gentlemen who have writ- . 
ten upon their condition bave drawn a 
frigbtful picture, and bave represented 
the persons employed to collect tbe 
revenue as coming upon tbe unbappy 
cultivators like locusts, and devouring 
everything. With regard to the con
sumption of sait. looking at the Frimd 
qf India, of April 14. U!53. it appears 
that it ia on the decline. In the year 
1849-50, the consllmption was 105.517 
tons; in 1850-51, 186.410 tons; and 
in 1851-t, 146.069 toni. Tbus, in the 
sbort period of three years, there bas 
been a decrease in the consumption 
amounting to 59.448 tons, which will in
volve a loss to the revenue of 416,136/.' 
Salt is one of tbose articles that people 
in India will use as much of as they can 
afford, and the diminution in the con
sumption appears to me to be a decided 
proof of the declining condition of the 
population, and tbat must affect ad
versely the revenue of the Indian G0-
vernment. Now there is another point 
to which the right boD. Gentleman bas 
lllightl)' alluded; it is connected with the 
admirustration of justice, and I will read 
from the FriMld qf Illdia a case illustra
tive of the efficiency of the police. The 
statement is so extraordinary that it· 
would be incredible but for tbe circum
.lance of its having appeared in such a 
respectable joumallo-

• The aJraiT itself is sufficiently uninter
esting. A native Zemindar had, or fancied 

, The FrWod of Indi.a wal incorrect in 
this statement: the real decline in the con-' 
aumption of salt was about I ',000 tons. 

be bad, sorne paper rights over certain 
lands occupied by a European planter, and, 
as • necessary consequence, sent a body of 
armed retainers to attack his Cactory. The 
European re.isted in the same fashion by 
calling out his retainers. Tbere was a 
pitched battle, and several persGns were 
wounded, if not slain; while the Darogab, 
the appointed guardian oC the peace, sat 
on the roof of a neighbouring hut and 
looked on with an interest, the keenness 
of which was probably not diminished by 
the Cact of his own immunity from the 
pains and perils of the conflict. There 
has been a judicial investigation, and some
body wiD probably be punished, if not by , 
actual sentence, by the necessary disburse- . 
ment of fees and douceurs, but the evil 
will not be thereby suppressed or even 
abated. The incident, triJIing as it may 
appear-41nd the ract that it is trifling is 
no slight evidence of a disorganised state 
of society-is an epitome in small type of 
our Bengal police history. . On all sides, 
and in every instance, we have the same 
picture-great offences, the police indif
ferent or inefficient, judicial investigations 
protracted till the sufferers regret that they 
did not patiently endure the injury, and 
somebody punished, but no visible abate
ment of the crime. The fact is. and it is 
beginning at last to be acknowledged 
everywhere, except perhaps at home, that 
Bengal does not need so much a "reform" 
or reorganisation of the police, as a police, 
a body of some kind, speciany organised 
for the preservation of order. Why the 
cltange is so long postponed, no one, not 
familiar with the al'CtJlltl of Leadenhan
street and Cannon-row, can readily ex
plain.' 

Mr. Marshman uses the expression, • the 
illcident, trifling as it may appear;' but 
1 will ask the House if they can conceive 
a state of society in a country under the 
Government of England where a scene 
of violence such as bas been described 
could be considered trifling' 

Tbe right hon. Gentleman bas, while 
admitting that tbe WIlDt of roads in 
some districts of India is a great evil, 
endeavoured to show that ~reat deal 
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has been done to remedy the deficiency, 
and that on some roads the mails travel 
a.. fast as ten miles an hour. Now, I 
believe that if the speed were taken at 
five miles an hour, it would be nearer 
the truth; and I will beg the House to 
excuse me if I read another extract from 
the Friend oj India of April 140 1853:-

'The Grand Trunk, bowever, is the 
only road upon which a good speed has 
been attained, remarks being attached to 
all of the remainder strongly indicative of 
the want of improved means of commu
nication. From Shergotty to Gyah, and 

'Gyah to Patna, for instance, the pace is 
four miles and a half an hour; but then 

... the road is cntcha and the slightest 
shower of rain iende:' it puddly and im
practicable for speedy transit." From Palna 
to Benares the official account is the same, 
but the rate increases at one stage to five 
miles and a half. The southern roads are, 
however in the worst condition, the mails 
travelling to Jellasore at three miles an 
hour, or less than a groom call walk; and 
eveu between Calcutta and Baraset the rate 
rises to only four miles and a half an hour, 
while everywhere we have such noti~es as 
.. road intersected by numerous unbndged 
rivers and nullahs," "road has not been 
repaired for these many years," .. road not 
repaired for years, " the " road in so bad a 
state and so much intersected by rivers 
and ~nllahs, that no great improvement in 
the speed of the mails can be effected." 
And yet the surplus Ferry Funds might, 
one would think, if economically admin
istered be sufficient to pay at least for the 
inaint~nce of the roads already in exist
ence. New roads, we fear, are hopeless 
until Parliament fixes a minimum, which 
must be expended on them; and even then 
it may ,be allowed to accnmulate, as the 
Parliamentary grant for education has done 
at Madras.' 

The right hon. Gentleman has referred 
to the subject of irrigation; and I hold 
in my hand an extract from the Report 
,of the Commission which inquired into 
the subject.. The Report states that-

• The loss of revenue by the famine of 
183~-33 ir.estimated at least at I,ooo,oool. 

sterling; the loss of properf"J' at a far 
greater amount; of life, at 200,000 or 
300,000; and of cattle, at 2~,OOO at ti;'e 
lowest. in Guntore alone, besIdes the rum 
of 70,000 houses. The famine of the 
Northern Circars in 1833, and that of the 
north-western provinces of India at a later 
period, prov .. with irresistible force that 
irrigation in this country is properly a 
question, not of profit, but of existence.' 

The right hon. Gentleman has also 
quoted from a Report by Colonel Cotton 
on the subject of the embankment of the 
Kistna. Now. the embankment of the 
Kistna has been recommended as far 
hack as the year 1792, and from that 
time has been repeatedly brought for
ward. The whole estimate for it is 
but 155,oool., and it was not until 
September, 1852, that the preliminary 
operations were commenced. I fin~ ti;'is 
officer stating with respect to the dlstnct 
of Rajamundry, that .if a particular im
provement that had been recommended 
above twenty years ago had b~n carried 
out, it would have saved the lives of up
wards of 100,000 persons who perished 
in the famine of 1837. I say that such 
facts as these are a justification of 
stronger language than any in which I 
have indulged in reference to the negle~t 
of the Indian Government whether m 
this House or out of it. The right hon. 
Gentleman candidly informs us that this 
very embankment has been recently 
stopped by order of the Madras Gove:;:;
ment, because the money was wan~.:-::--. 
for other purposes-the Burmese war, ~ 
no doubt. In the year 1849 it was re
ported that Colonel Cotton wrote. a 
despatch to the Madras Government, m 
which, after mentioning facts connected 
With the famines, he insisted, in strong 
and indiguant language, that the .im
provements should go on. I beheve 
that there was an allusion in the letter 
to the awkward look these things would 
have pending the discussions on the 
Gov~mment of India, and I understand 
that it was agreed that the ongi!,al 
letter which countermanded the un
prov;ments, should be withdrawn, and 
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that then t1!e remonstrance from Colonel 
Cotton should also be withdrawn. A 
gentleman who has been in the Com
pany's service, and who has for some 
time been engaged in improvements, 
chiefly in irrigation, writes in a private 
letter as follows:-

'From my late investigations on this 
subject, I Ceel convinced that the state oC 
our communications is the most important 
subject which calls Cor consideration. I 
reckon that India now pays, Cor want oC 
cheap transit, a sum equal to the whole oC 
the taxes; so that by reducing its cost to 
a tenth. which might easily be done, we 
should as good as abolish all taxes. I 
trust the Committees in England are going 
on well, in spite oC the unbecoming efforts 
which have been made to circumscribe and 
quash their proceedings. Woe be to India, 
indeed, if this opportunity is lost I Much 
will depend upon you-

(the letter was not addressed to my
self)-

and others now ill England, who know 
India, and have a single eye to its welfare. 
It behoves you to do your utmost to im
prove this most critical time, and may God 
in his mercy overrule all the efforts of man 
for its good I What abominations, villa
nies, and idiotcies there still are in our 
system I Is there no hope, no possibility, 
of infusing a little fresh blood from some 
purer source into these bodies? 

(the ruling authorities). 
It is quite clear that no radical improve

ment can take place till some influences 
can be applied to stimulate our rulers to 
more healthy, wholesome action; health 
can never be looked for in a body con
stituted as the Court oC Directors now is ; 
nothing but torpid disease can be expected 
as matters now stand.' 

With respect to the administration oC 
justice, 1 shall not go at any length 
into that subject. because I hope it will 
be taken up by some other Gentleman 
much more competent than myself. aud 
I trust that a sufficient answer will be 
given to what has been stated by the 

right hon. Gentleman. However, as 
far as I am able to understand. there 
appears to be throughout the whole of 
India, on the part of the European 
population, an absolute terror of coming 
under the Company's Courts for any 
object whatever. Within the last fort
night 1 have had a conversation with a 
gentleman who has seen a long period 
of service in India, and he declared it 
was hopeless to expect that English
men would ever invest their property in 
India under any circumstances which 
placed their interests at the disposal of . 
those courts of justice. That is one 
reason why there appears no increase 
in the number of Europeans or Eng
lishmen who settle in the interior of 
India for the purpose of investing their 
capital there. The right hon. Gentle
man endeavoured to make an excuse on 
the ground that the Law Commission • 
had done nothing. I was not in the 
House when the right hon. Member 
for Edinburgh (Mr. Macaulay) brought 
forward the Bill of 1833, but I under
stand it was stated that the Law Com
mission was to do wonders; yet now 
we have the evidence of the righthon. 
Gentleman the President of the Board 
of Control, that the Report of the Law 
Commission has ever since been going 
hackwards and forwards, like an UD

settled spirit, between this country and 
India. Mr. Cameron; in his evidence, 
said (I suppose it is slumbering some
where on the shelves in the East India 
House) that the Court of Directors ae- . 
tually sneered at the propositions of 
their officers for enactments of any kind, 
and that it was evidently their object to 
gradually extinguish the Commission 
altogether. Yet the evidence of Mr. 
Cameron went to show the. ~traor
dinaT}' complication and confusion of 
the law and law administration over all 
the British dominions in India. The 
right hon. Gentleman the President of 

. the Board oC Control also referred to 
the statistics laid before the public; but 
I want to know why Colonel. Sykes' 
statistical tables ar.e not before the 
House. They are at the I~ia House; 
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but a journ~ to Leadenhall-street seems 
t(l be as long as one to India, and one 
can as soon get a communication by 
the overland mail as any information 
from the India House. What did Ca
lonel Sykes say, with respect to a sub
ject referred to by the right hon. Gen
tleman, who had given the House to 
suppose that a great deal had been 
done in respect to improvements in 
India? Colonel Sykes stated that in 
fifteen years, from 1838 to 1852, the 
average expenditure throughout the 
whole of India on public works, in
cluding roads, bridges, tanks, and ca
nals, was 299,7321. The north-west 
appeared to be the pet district; and in 
1851 the total expenditure was 334,oool., 
of which the north-west district had 
240,0001. In 1852 the estimate was 
693,0001., of which the north-west dis-

. trict was to have 492,0001., leaving only 
94.0001. in 1851, and 201,0001. in 1852, 
for public works of all kinds in the 
three Presidencies of Bengal, Madras, 
and Bombay, with a population of 
70,000,000 souls. The right hon. Gen
tleman then referred to the exports from 
this country, and the increase of trade 
with India; and a kindred subject to 
that was the mode in which Englishmen 
settle- in India. What I want to show 
is, that the reason why so little is done 
with India by Englishmen is, that there 
does not exist in that country the same 
security for their investments as in al
most every other country in the world . 

. I recollect receiving from Mr. Mackay, 
who was sent out by the Manchester 
Chamber of Commerce, a letter ex
pressing his amazement on finding that 
in the interior of India an Englishman 
was hardly known, unless he now and 
then made his appearance as a tax- col
lector. The following Return shows in 
what small numbers Europeans resort 
to India:-

• British-born subjects in India not in the 
service of the <l!!een or the Company :

Bengal •. •• •• 6,749 
Madras 1.661 
Bombay J .596 

CI' 10,006 

• In the interior of the counfry, engaged 
in agriculture or manufa~res:_ 

Bengal 273 
Madras 37 
Bombay _z 

317' 
I cannot believe. if the United States 
had been the possessors of India. but 
that where there are tens of Europeans 
now in that country there would have 
been. not hundreds, but thousands of 
the people of America. The right hon. 
Gentleman spoke of the exports to 
India. and wanted to show how large 
they were. Certainly they have in
creased very much. because they started 
from nothing at all. Before the open
ing of the trade, the Court of Pro
prietors. by resolution, declared that it 
was quite a delusion to suppose it pos
sible to increase the trade with India. 
In 1850 the total exports to India 
from Great Britain and Ireland were 
8,024.0001., of which cotton goods 
alone amounted to 5,220,oool., leaving 
2.804.0001. for the total exports from 
Great Britain and Ireland upon all 
other branches of industry other than 
cotton. Now. let the House make a 
comparison with another country, one 
with which a moderately fair compa
rison might be made. Brazil has a 
population of 7.500.000 souls, half of 
whom are reckoned to be slaves. yet 
the consumption of British goods is 
greater in Brazil. in proportion to the 
population. than in India-the former 
country, with a population of 7.500,000, 
taking British goods to the amount of 
2.500,000/. H India took but half the 
quantity of our exports that Brazil did 
in proportion to her population, she 
would take more than five times what 
she now takes. Yet Brazil is a country 
upon which we have imposed the pay
ment of exorbitant duties, which we 
have almost debarred from trading with 
us by an absurd monopoly in sugar, 
while India is a country entirely under 
our own government, and which. we 
are told, is enjoying the greatest pos
sible blessings under the present ad-
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miniitrati~. compared with what it 
enjoyed under its former rulers. Our 
exports to India in 1814 were 826.0001. ; 
in 1832 they were 3.600.oool.; in 1843 
they were 6.500.oool.; and in 1850 
they were 8.000.oool. India consumeS 
our exports at the rate of lB. 3d. per 
head; whilst in South America, in· 
cluding the whole of the slave popu
lation. the consumption per head is 
!!S. 8d. These are facts which the right 
hon. Baronet is bound to pay serious 
attention to. For myself. representing. 
as I do. one of our great seats of manu
facturing industry. I feel myself doubly 
called upon to lose no opportunity of 
bringing such facts before the House. 
satisfied as I am that there is no Member 
of this House so obtuse as not to com
prehend how materially the great manu
facturing interests of this country are 
concerned in the question-what shall 
be the future Government of India ? 

Another subject requiring close at· 
tention on the fart of Parliament is the 
employment 0 the natives of India in 
the service of the Government. The 
right bon. :Member for Edinburgh (Mr. 
Macaulay), in proposing the Indian Bill 
of 1833. bad dwelt on one of its clauses. 
wbich provided that neither colour. nor 
caste. nOl religion. nor place of birth. 
should be a bar to the employment of 
persons by the Government; wbereas. 
as matter of fact. from that time to 
tbis, no person in India bas been so 
employed. wbo might not bave been 
equally employed before that clause 
was enacted; and, from the statement 
of the right bon. Gentleman the Pre
sident of the Board of Control. that it 
is proposed to keep up the covenanted 
service system. it is clear that tbis most 
objectionable and most offensive state 
of things is to continue. Mr. Cameron. 
a gentleman thoroughly versed in tbe 
subject. as fourtb member of Council 
in India, President of the Indian Law 
Commission. and of the Council of 
Education for Bengal-what does be 
say on this point? He says-

• Tbe statute of 1833 made the natives 

of India eligible to all offices under the 
Company. But during tbe twenty years 
that have since elapsed. not one of tbe 
native. bas been appointed to any office 
except sucb as they WIre eligible to before 
the statute. It is not. bowever. of this 
omission that I sbould feel justified in 
complaining. if the Company bad shown 
any disposition to make the natives fit. by 
the bighest European education. for ad
mission to their covenanted service. Tbeir 
disposition. as far as it can be 'devised. is 
of the opposite kind. 

• When four students (added Mr. Ca
meron) were sent to London from tbe 
Medical College of Calcutta, nnder the 
sanction of Lord Hardinge. in Council. to 
complete 'their professional education. the 
Court of Directors expressed their dis
satisfaction; and wben a plan for estab
lishing a University at Calcutta. whicb 
had been prepared by the Council of 
Education. ' was recommended to their 
adoption by Lord Hardinge. in Council. 
they answered that the project was pre
mature. As to the Law Commission. I am 
afraid tbat the Court of Directors bave 
been accustomed to think of it only with 

, the intention of procuring its abolition: 

Under the Act of 1833 the natives of 
India were declared to be eligible to 
any office under the Company. No 
native has. in the twenty years whicb 
have since elapsed. been appointed to 
any office in pursuance of that clause 
which be might not bave beld before 
the Bill passed. or bad it nevlt' passed 
at all. Tbere migbt not. perhaps, have 
been so much reason to complain of 
this circumstance. had the Government 
of India meanwhile shown a disposition 
to qualify the natives for tbe covenanted 
service; but the fact is that the Govern
ment has. on the contrary, manifested 
a disposition of a totally opposite cha
racter. Tbe: House must be very cau
tious not to adopt the glossed and 
burnished statement of the right bon. 
Gentleman as exhibiting the real state 
of things in India; for it is essential, in 
the bighest degree. that in the present 
critical juncture of things.Jhe wbole 
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truth should be known. The right 
hon. Baronet, towards the close of his 
speech, has gone into the subject of 
education, and not so much into that 
of ecclesiastical es1iblishments in India, 
but somewhat into that of religion. 
Now, with reference to education, so 
far as can be ·gatheredfrom the Re
turns before the House-l have sought 
to obtain Returns of a more specific 
character, but to no purpose, having 
recel'ied the usual answer in these mat
ters, that there was no time for preparing 
them-but from the Returns we have 
before us I find that while the Govern
ment has overthrown almost entirely 
that native education which had sub· 
sisted throughout the countl"}' so uni
versally that a· schoolmaster was as 
regular a feature in every village as the 
, potail' or head man, it has done next 
to nothing to supply the deficiency 
which has been created, or to substitute 
a better system. Out of a population 
of 100,000,000 natives, we instruct but 
25,000 children; out of a gross revenue 
of 29,ooo,oool. sterling, extracted from 
that population, we spend but 66,0001. 
in their education. In India, let it be 
borne in mind, the people are not in 
the.· position with regard to ·providing 
for their own education which the 
people of this country enjoy, and the 
education which they have provided 
themselves with, the Government has 
taken from them, supplying no adequate 
system in its place. The people of 
India are in a state of poverty, and of 
decay, unexampled in the annals of the 
country under their native rulers. From 
their poverty the Government wrings a 
gross revenue of more than 29,000,0001. 
sterling, and out of that 29,000,0001., 
return to them 66,0001. per annum for 
the purposes of education I 

What is our ecclesiastical establish
ment in Indio.? Three bishops· and a 
proportionate number of clergy, costing 
no less than 101,0001. a-year for the 
sole use of between 50,000 and 60,000 
Europeans, nearly one-half of whom, 
moreover-taking the army--are Roman 
Catholics. c> I might add, that in India, 

the Government showed th~ same dis
crimination of which the noble Member 
for the City of London (Lord J. Russell) 
seemed to approve so much the other 
night, for, although they give to one 
Protestant bishop 4,0001. a-year, with 
1.2001. a-year more for expenses and a 
ship at his disposal. and to two other 
Protestant bishops between 2,cool. and 
3.000l. a-year. they give to the Roman 
Catholic bishop a paltry sum of about 
2501. a-year. The East India Company 
are not, perhaps. herein SO much to 
blame. seeing that they do but follow 
the example of what is going on in this 
country. 

There is another question-perhaps 
the most important of all-the question 
of Indian finance. which, somehow or 
other. the right hon. Baronet has got 
over in so very lame a manner, in so 
particularly confused a style. that. had 
I not known something of the matter 
previously. I should have learnt very 
little from the right hon. Baronet's 
statement. A former Director of the 
East India Company has on this subject 
issued a book-of course, in defence of 
the Company. Here are two or three 
facts extracted from this book :-From 
1835 to 18SI-sixteen years-the entire 
net taxation of India has produced 
340.756.0001.; the expenditure on the 
Government in the same period having 
been 341.676,000l.-an amount some
what in excess of the revenue. During 
these sixteen years there has been also 
expended on public works of all kinds 
5.000.000l., and there has been paid. in 
dividends. to the proprietors of East 
India stock, 10.080,0001.; making a 
total expenditure of 3S6,756,oool. In 
the same period the Company has 
contracted loans to the extent of 
16.000,0001.; every farthing of which 
has gone to improvements. the stated 
extent of which I believe to have been 
greatly maguified, and to pay the ami
able ladies and gentlemen whose votes 
return to Leadenhall-street those im
maculate Directors whom the Govern
ment seems so desirous of cherishing. 
All expenditure for improvements of 
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f every kind~ and all dividends to stock
~ holders, have been paid from loans 
, contracted during the last sixteen years; 
I. &0 that the whole revenue has been 
, expended, leaving nothing for improve-

ments and nothing for the Company's 
dividends. This seems to me a formid
able, an alarming state of things. 

The right hon. Gentleman spoke of 
the Indian debt coming upon the people 
of this country, expressing the opinion 
that if the Government of India were 
tmnsferred to the Crown-which assu-

~redly it ought to be-the debt ought so 
to be transferred. The debt is not in 
the present Budget, indeed, but it will 
certainly come before the House. I 
have already referred to a memorable 
speech of the late Sir Robert Peel on 
this subject, in 1843, just after he had 
come into office, and when, finding the 
country left by the Whigs with an 
Exchequer peculiarly discouraging to 
a Chancellor of the Exchequer, he was 
about to propose that temporary in
come·tax which has since become per
manent. He said, after referring to the 
affairs of Canada and China-

• For the purpose of bringing before the 
House a full and complete view of our 
financial position, as I promised to do, 
I feel it to be my duty to refer to a 
subject which has of late occupied little 
attention in the House, but which I think 
might, with advantage to the public, have 
attracted more of their regard-I refer to 
the state of Indian finance, a subject 
which formerly used to be thought not 
unworthy of the consideration of this 
House. I am quite aware that there may 
appear to be no direct and immediate 
connexion between the finances of India 
and those of this country; but that would 
be a superficial view of our relations with 
India which should omit the consideration 
of this subject. Depend upon it, if the 
credit of India should become disordered, 
if some great exertion should become 
necessary, then the credit of England 
must be brought forward to its support, 
and the collateral and indirect effect of 
disorders in Indian finances would be felt 

extensively in this country. Sir, I am 
sorry to say that Indian finance offers no 
consolation for the state of finance in this 
country. I hold in my hand an account 
of the finances of IjJdia, which I have 
every reason to believe is a correct one. 
It is made up one month later than our 
own accounts-to the 5th of May. It 
states the gross revenue of India, with the 
charges on it; the interest of the debt: 
the surplus revenue, and the charges paid 
on it in England; and there are two 
columns which contain the net surplus 
and the net deficit. In the year ending 
May, 1836, there was a' surplus of 
J ,5 20,0001. from the Indian revenue. 
In the year ending the 5th of May; 
1837_ there was a surplus of 1,100,0001., 
which was reduced rapidly in the year 
ending May, 1838, to one of 620,0001. 
In the year ending the 5th of May, 1839_ 
the surplus fell to 29,0001.; in the year 
ending the 5th of May, 1840, the balance 
of the account changed, and so fa~ from 
there being any surplus, the deficit on the 
Indian revenue was 2,414,0001. I am 
afraid I cannot calculate the deficit for 
the year ending May, 1841, though it 
depends at present partly on estimate, at 
much less than '1,334,0001. The House, 
then, will bear in mind, that in fulfilment 
of the duty I have undertaken, I present 
to them the deficit in this country for the 
current year to the amount of 2,350,0001., 
with a certain prospect of a deficit for 
the next year to the amount of at least 
3,470,0001., independently of the increase 
to be expected on account of China and 
Affghanistan, and that in India, that great 
portion of our Empire, I show a deticit on 
the two last years which will probably not 
be less than 4,700,oool.'-[3 Honsard, 
lxi. 428-9.] 

Now, this deficit has in the period since 
1842 been growing every year, with the 
exception of two years, when, from ac
cidental and precarious circumstances, 
a surplus of between 300,0001. and 
400,0001. was made out. The course 
of deficit has now, however, been re
sumed, and there is probably no one in 
this House or in the count,rY but the 
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right hon. President of the Board of 
Control. who does not perceive that 
the Burmese war will materially ag
gravate the amount of that deficit. 
Where is this t~ end? When the 
Board of Control was first established, 
the debt was 8;000,0001.; in 1825 
it was 25,000,0001.; in 1829 it was 
.~4,ooo.000/.; in 1836. 37,000,0001.; 
in 184.~, 36,000.0001.; in 1849, 
44,000,0001.; in 1853, 47,000,0001.; 
and now, including the bond debt at 
home and the debt- in India, it is 
about 51,000.0001. The military ex
pendihue of India has increased since 
the last Charter Act from 8,000,0001. 
a-year to more tllan 13.000,0001. a-year, 
and now forms no less than 56 per 
cent. of the whole expenditure. I 
believe that if the Indian Government 
would endeavour to imprQve the con
dition of the people by attending to 
economic principles. by establishing 
better means of communication, by 
promoting irrigation. and by affording 
facilities for education, the Indian 
population would at once be convinced 
that there was a feeling of sympathy 
entertained towards them on the part of 
their rulers and conquerors, and the 
idea-which I believe prevails very 

, extensively-that we held India more 
with· the object of extorting taxation 
than of benefiting the people, would 
speedily be removed. 

When I come to consider the amount 
of the revenue, and its pressure upon 
the population, I think I can show a 
state of things existing in India which 
cannot be paralleled in any other country 
in the world. The evidence of Mr. 
Davies and Mr.- Stewart, collectors in 
Guzerat, shows that in that district the 
actual taxation varies from 60 to 90 per 
cent. upon the gross produce of the 
soil. Mr. Campbell calculates the gross 
revenue of India at about 37,000,0001. ; 
and Mr. Kaye, a recent authority, who, 
I presume, wrote his book at the India 
House, states that the gross revenue 
was 29,000,0001. The land revenue is 
11,000,0001. or 13,000.0001.; and al
though 11(1 Government took, or in-

tended to take, all the rent. it is not 
half enough for them, and they are 
obliged to take as much more from 
other sources in order to enable them 
to maintain their establishments. I 
mention this fact to show the enor
mous expense of the Indian Govern
ment, and the impossibility of avoiding 
a great and dangerous financial crisis 
unless some alteration is made in the 
present system. Mr. Campbell, speak
ing of the Indian revenues under the 
Mogul Princes, says-

, The value of food, labour, &c. seems 
to have been much the same as now
that is, infinitely cheaper thau in Europe; 
and, certainly, in comparison to the price 
of labour and all articles of consumption, 
the revenue of the Moguls must have 
been more effective than that of any 
modem State-I mean that it enabled 
them to command more men and luxuries, 
and to have a greater surplus.' 

I would ask the House to intagine that 
all steam engines, and all applications 
of mechanical power, were banished 
from this country; that we were utterly 
dependent upon mere manual labour. 
What would you think if the Chancellor . 
of the Exchequer, under such circum
stances. endeavoured to levy the same 
taxation which is now borne by the 
country? From one end of India to 
the other, with very trilling exceptions, 
there is no such thing as a steam en
gine; but this poor popUlation, without 
a steam engine. without anything like 
first-rate tools, are called upon to bear, 
I will venture to say, the very heaviest 
taxation under which any people ever 
suffered with the same means of paying 
it. Yet the whole of this money, raised 
from so poor a population, which would 
in India buy four times as much labour, 
and four times as much of the pro
ductions of the country, as it would 
obtain in England, is not enough to 
keep up the establishments of the 
Government; for during the last six
teen years the Indian Government has 
borrowed 16.000,0001. to pay the divi
dends to the proprietors in England. 
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~ The opitfm question has been alluded of our Indian possessions, than if he had 
to by the right hon. Gentleman (Sir C. added a province or a kingdom to them? 
Wood). I must say I do not know any The plan proposed by the President 
one connected with China, or at all of the Board of Control appears to me 
acquainted with the subject, who is not very closely to revmble that 'Which 
of opinion that the opium revenue is exists at present. The result, so far as 
very near its termination. Even the regards the real question, about which 
favourite authority of the President of the public are most interested, is this, 
the Board of Control, Mr. Marshman, that the twenty-four gentlemen who are 
declared his opinion that India was on directors of the East India Company 
the verge of a great financial crisis. are, by a process of self-immolation, to 
Whether the present Chinese Govern- be reduced to fifteen. I think this re-
ment retains its power. or the insurgents ducHon will be one of the most affecting 
be successful amI a new dynasty be scenes in the history of the Government 
established. the scruple against the of India. As the East India Company 
importation of opium into China from keep a writer to record their history. 
India having once been removed, the I hope they also keep an artist to give 
transition to the growth of the drug in us an historical painting of this great 
China is very easy, and there can event. There we shall see the hon. 
scarcely be a doubt that opium will Member for Guildford (Mr. Mangles), 
soon be as extensively cultivated in that the hon. Member for Honiton (Sir J. 
country as ever it was in India. This W. Hogg). one of the hon. Members 
might very soon produce a loss of for the City of London. and the other 
3,000.0001. of revenue to the East India directors. meeting together, and looking 
Company. There has already been an much like shipwrecked men in a boat 
annual deficit in the revenues of the casting lots who should be thrown 
East India ~ompany for the last fifteen overboard. To the fifteen directors 
years; they have. to bear the cost of a who are to remain, three others are to 
Burmese War; and the annexation of be added, and the result will be that. 
new territory will only bring upon them instead of having twenty-four gentlemen 
an increased charge. for Pegu will pro- sitting in Leadenhall-street, to manage 
bably never repay its expenses. and the affairs in India, there will be 
yet they have the prospect of losing eighteen. The present constituency is 
3.000,oool. of their revenue within a so bad that nothing the President of 
very few years. Now. what would the the Board of Control can do can make 
Chancellor of the Exchequer say if the it worse; but as that right hon. Gentle-
President of the Board of Control came man finds it impossible to make it better. 
to that House and proposed to raise he lets the constituency remain as it 
a loan upon the credit of this country was. The right hon. Baronet pfoposes 
for the purpose of maintaining our that the Crown should appoint six 
territory lD India? Would it not be members of the Board who have been 
better at once to ascertain whether the at least ten years in India, so that there 
principles and policy on which we have may at all events be that number of 
hitherto proceeded have not been faulty? gentlemen at the Board fit for the 
Should we not rather endeavour to re- responsihle office in which they are 
duce our expenditure. to employ cheaper placed. But this is an admission that 
labour. to lDcrease the means of com- the remaining twelve members of the 
munication in India, which would enable Board are not fit for their office. They 
us to dispense with a portion of our have two ingredients-the one whole
troops. and to make it a rule that the some. the other poisonous; but there 
Governor-General should have more are two drops of poison to one of 
honour when he came home. for not wholesome nutriment. The right hon. 
having extended by an acre the territory Gentleman mixes them to'3ether, and 
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then wants Parliament and the country 
to believe that he has proposed a great 
measure. 

As regards the right hon. Gentleman's 
speech, I must S'\}' that I have never 
heard Fq great a one-I mean as to 
length-where the result, so far as the 
real thing about which people wish to 
know, was so little. The twelve gentle. 
men appointed by the present constitu
ency are degraded already by the right 
hon. Gentleman's declaration. that they 
are not elected in a satisfactory manner, 
and that they are not fit persons for the 
government of India. They are, in fact. 
bankers and brewers, and men of all 
sorts, in the City of London. who find 
it their interest to get into the Court of 
Directors-no matter by what channel 
-because it adds to the. business of 
their bank. or whatever else may be the 
undertaking in which they are engaged; 
but who have no special qualification 
for the government of India. If the 
Government thinks it right to have 
six good directors, let them abolish the 
twelve bad ones. Then it appeal'S that 
the Secret Department is to be retained. 
Speaking of this. Mr. Kaye, quoting 
the authority of Mr. Tucker, a distin
~guished director, said it was no more 
than a secretary and a seal. Next 
comes a most extraordinary proposition. 
Hitherto the directors have undergone 
all the hardship of governing India for 
3001. a-year; but the right hon. Gentle
man now proposes to raise their wages 
by 41. per week each. I must say, that 
if this body is to be salaried at all. and 
is not to have the profit of the patronage 
enjoyed by the present GovernJllent. 
nothing can be worse economy than 
this. with a view to obtaining a body 
which ~ shall command the respect. and 
have the amount of influence, requisite 
for conducting the Government of India. 
Sixteen of the directors. receiving 5001. 
a'year each-why, they would have to 
pay their clerks much more I-and the 
chairman and the deputy-chairman 
J .0001. a-year each. The whole of the 
right hon. Gentleman's scheme seems 
to bear \he marks of-l am almost 

afraid to say what; but h" seems to 
have tried to please every one in 
framing his great proposition, and at 
last has landed the House in a sort of 
half measure, which neither the East 
India Company nor India wants. If I 
had made a speech such as the right hon. 
Gentleman has delivered, and believed 
what I said, I would leave the Indian 
Government as it is; but if I thought it 
necessary to alter the Government. I 
would do so on principle essentially. 
The right hon. Gentleman is afraid of 
bringing the Government of India under 
the authority of the Crown. What. I 
should like to know, would have been 
done if India had been conquered by 
the troops of the Crown? We should 
then never haye sent some thirty men 
into a bye-street of London to distribute 
patronage and govern a great country. 
The Government of India would then 
have been made a department of the 
Government. with a Council and a 
Minister of State. But it appears that 
the old system of hocus-pocus is still to 
be carried on. 

This is no questioQ. of Manchester 
against Essex--of town against country 
--of Church against Nonconformity. It 
is a question in which we all have an 
interest, and in which our children may 
be more deeply interested than we are 
ourselves. Should anything go wrong 
with the finances. we must bear the 
burden; or should the people of India 
by our treatment be goaded into insur
rection, we must reconquer the country. 
or be ignominiously driven out of it. I 
will not be a party to a state of things 
which might lead to the writing of a 
narrative like this on the history of our 
relations with that empire. Let the 
House utterly disregard the predictions 
of mischief likely to result from such a 
change in the Government of India as 
that which I advocate. When the trade 
was thrown open. and the Company was 
deprived of the monopoly of carrying, 
they said the Chinese would poison the 
tea. There is nothing too outrageous 
or ridiculous for the Company to say in 
order to prevent the Legislature from 
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plaring affai~s on a more honest footing. 
I object to the Bill. because-as the 
right hon. Gentleman admitted-it 
maintains a double Government. In 
the unstatesmanlike course which the 
right hon. Gentleman is pursuing. he 
will. no doubt, be especially backed by 
the noble Lord the Member for London. 
I only wish that some of the younger 
blood in the Cabinet migbt have had 
their way upon this question. Nothing' 
can induce me to believe, after the 
evidence which is before the public, 
that this measure has the approbation 
of an united Cabinet. It is not possible 
that thirteen sensible gentlemen, who 
have any pretensions to form a Cabinet, 
could agree to a measure of this nature. 
I am more anxious than I can express 
that Parliament should legislate rightly 
in this matter. Let us act so at this 
juncture that it may be said of tiS here
after-that whatever crimes England 
originally committed in conquering 
India, she at least made the best of 
her position by governing the country 
as wisely as possible, and left the re
cords and traces of a humane and liberal 
sway. 

I recollect having heard the noble 
Lord the Member for Tiverton (Viscount 
Palmerston) deliver in this House one 
of the best speeches I ever listened to. 

I On that occasion the noble Lord gloried 
in the proud name of England, and. 

~ pointing to the security with which .an 

1 
'-

Englishman might travel abroad, he 
triumphed in the idea that his country_ 
men might exclaim, in the spirit of the 
ancient Roman, Cifli. Romanus sum. 
Let us not resemble the Romans merely 
in our national privileges and personal 
security. The Romans were great con
querors, but where they conquered, they 
governed wisely. The. nations they 
conquered were impressed so indelibly 
with the intellectual character of their 
masters. that, after fourteen centuries of 
decadence, the traces of civilization are 
still distinguishable. Why should not 
we act a similar part in India? There 
never was a more docile people, never 
a more tractable nation. The. oppor~ 
tunity is present, and the power is not 
wanting. Let us abandon the policy of 
aggression, and confine ourselves to a 
territory ten times the size of France, 
with a population four times as numer
ous as that of the United Kingdom. 
Surely that is enough to satisfy the 
most gluttonous appetite for glory and 
supremacy. Educate the people of 
India. govern them wisely, and gradually 
the distinctions of caste will disappear, 
and they will look upon us rather as 
benefactors than as conquerors. And if 
we desire to see Christianity, in some 
fOlm. professed in that country. we shall 
sooner attain our object by settiug the 
example of a high-toned Christian mo
rality. than by any other means we <;an 
employ. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS, JUNE 24, 1858. 

From Hansard. 

[After the suppression of the Indian mutiny, Lord Palmerston's Government deternline~ 
I to introduce a Bill the object of which was to place the possessions of the East Indij 

Company under the direct authority of the Crown. This Bill was introduced by 
Lord Palmerston on February 12. But the Government feU a few days afterwards. 
on the Conspiracy Bill, and Lord Palmerston's Bill was withdrawn. On March 26 
the new Government introduced their own Bill, which was known as the India Bill 
No.2. The chief peculiarity of this Bill was that five members in the proposed 
council of eighteen should be chosen by the constituencies of the following cities :
London, Manchester, Liverpool, Glasgow, and Belfast. The scheme was unpopular, 
and Lord Russell proposed that it should be withdrawn, and that resolutions should be 
passed in a Committee of the whole House, the acceptance of which might prove a 
guide to the proceedings of the Government. The suggestion was accepted by 
Mr. Disraeli, and in consequence India Bill NO.3 was brought in, and read a second 
ti~e on June 24.] 

I DO not rise for the purpose of oppos; 
ing the second reading of this Bill-on 
the contrary. if any hon. Member thinks 
proper to divide the House upon it, 1 
shall vote with the noble Lord. I must 
sa},. however. that there are many clauses 
in the Bill to which I entertain serious 
objections. Some of them will. I hope. 
be amended as the Bill passes through 
Committee; but if that is not the case. 
I can only hope that. as the Bill, of .853 
is abandoned in 1858. within the next 
five years the House of Commons will 
take some further steps with regard to 
this question. with the view of simplify
ing the Government of India as carded 
on in England. 1 wish to take this 
opportunity of making some observa
tions upon the general question of 
Indian government. which it might have 
been oA< of place to have made during 

the discussion of the various Resolutions 
which have been agreed to by the House. 

I think it must have struck every 
hon. Member that. while two Govern
ments have proposed great changes with 
regard to the government of India. no 
good case has really been made oU,t for 
such changes in the speeches of the 
noble Lord and the right hon.Gentleman 
by whom the two India Bills have been 
introduced. That opinion. I know. will 
meet with a response from two or three 
hon. Gentlemen on this (the Opposition) 
side of the House. It occurred to me 
when the noble Lord at the head of the 
late Government (Viscount Palmerston) 
introduced his Bill-and I made the ob
servation when the present Chancellor 
of the Exchequer brought forward his' 
measure-that if the House knew no 
more of the question than they learned 
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from tbe s~es of the Ministers, they tbe Board of Control bas said to the 
could not fonn any clear notion why discredit of the East India Company to 
it wns proposed to overthrow the East be perfectly true. There was also a 

! India Company. The hon. Member for general impression that tbe expenditure 
Guildford lMr. Mangles) bas expressed of the East India Government was ex
a similar opinion several times during cessive; and tbat it had heen proved 
the progress of these discussions. The before more than one Committee that 
right hon. MemberforCarlisle(Sir James the taxes imposed upon the people of 
Grabam) bas also said that the East India were onerous to tbe last degree. 
India Company wns being dealt with in Tbese subjects were discussed in 1853. 
a manner in which animals intended for at which time. in my opinion. the cbange 
sacrifice were treated in Eastern coun- now proposed ought to have been 
tries and in ancient times.-they were etTected. Subsequently the calamitous 
decked with garlands when they were events of 1857 and 1858 occurred; and 
led out for immolntion. That is true; the nation came at once to the con. 
hut it does not therefore follow that the clusion-a conclusion wbich I think no 
House is not quile right in the course disinterested person could resist-tbat 
it is taking. It must Ioe clear that the it was impossible thnt India and its vast 
moment the llouse of Commons met population could any longer be retained 
this Session there was only one course under the form of government which 
which the then Government could adopt has existed, up to this period. If. then. 
with refel'C1lce to this question. A f<'11I- a change was inevitable. the question 
ing existed throu~houl the country-I was how it should be acconlplished and 
believe 1 may say It was universal-that what should be done. I think it is quile 
for a long time past the government of clear that the course the noble Lord has 
India had not been a good government; pursued is right-namely. that of in
that grave errors -if not grievo\\s crimes sisling that during this present Session. 
-had heen committed in tltnt country. and without delny. the foundation of 
J think the conscience of the nation had all reform in the government of India 
been touched on this question, and it should be commenced at borne. because 
came by a leap. as it were-by an irre- we cannot take a single step in the 
pressible instinct -to the conclusion direction of any real and pl!rmanent 
Ihat Ihe East India Company must be improvement in the Indian Government 
abolished. and that another and. as the until we have reformed what I may call 
nation hoped. a better government the basis of that Government by changes 
should be established for that country. to be etlected in this country. 
There was a general impression. arising \Vhat. thell. is the change which is 
from past discussion in l'arlirunent. Ihat proposed. and which ought 10 be mllde? 
Ihe industry of Ihe people of India bad For my own part. in considering Ihese 
been grievously neglected; that thert: questions. I cannot altogether approve 
was great reason for complaint with reo the Bill now before the House. What 
spect to the administration of justice; we wnnt with regard to the government 
~nd that with regard to the wnrs entered of India is that which in common Con-
IIIto by the Indian Government. Ihere versation is called • a little more day-
was much of which the people of Eng- light.' We want more simplicity Ilnd 
land had reason to be ashamed. more responsibility. I objected to the 

It has been said by some that these scheme originally proposed by the Chan- , 

l 
faults are to be aliributed to the Board cellor of Ihe Exchequer because it did 
of Conlrol; but 1 have never defended not provide these requisites; that scheme 
Ihe Board of Control. I believe every- so closely resembled the system we were 
Ihing the East India Company has said about to overthrow that I could not 
of the Board of Control-to its dis- bring myself to regard it favourably. 
credit; alld I believe that everything In considering the subject bef~ Parlia-

, ----- -,----
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ment met, I asked myself this question:
• Suppose there had never been an East 
India Company or any such corporation, 
-suppose India had been conquered by 

, the forces of the Crown, commanded by 
generals acting under the authority of 
the Crown,-how should we then have 
proposed to govern distant dominions 
of vast extent, and with a population 
that could scarcely be counted l' I 
believe such a system of government as 
has hitherto existed would never have 
been established; and if such a system 
had not existed I am convinced that no 
Minister would have proposed the plan 
now submitted to the House. 

I think the government would have 
been placed in tlie hands of a Secretary 
of State, with his secretaries, clerks, and 
staffs of officers, or of a small Board, so 
small as to prevent responsibility from 
being diffused and divided, if not actually 
destroyed. I suspect that the only rea
son why the Country or Parliament can 
be disposed to approve the large Council 
now proposed is, that they have seen 
something like a Council heretofore, 
formerly of twenty-four, and subse
quently of eighteen members, and I 
believe there is something like timidity 
on the part of the House, and probably 
on the, part of the Government, which 
hinders them from making so great a 
change as I have suggested to the 
simple plan which would probably have 
existed had no such body as the East 
India Company ever been established. 
I am willing to admit candidly that if 
the government of India at home should 
be so greatly simplified it will be neces
sary that very important changes &hould 
be made in the government in India. I 
agree with the noble Lord (Lord Stauley) 
that the representatives of the Crown 
in India must have power as well as 
responsibility; -that they should be en-

. abled to deal with emergencies, and to 
settle the hundred or the thousand ques
,tions that must arise among 100,000,000 
of people, without sending 10,000 miles 
to this country to ask questions which 
ought to be settled at once by some 
competef..t authority on the spot. 

There are two modes ot governing 
India, and the hon. Member for Leo
minster (Mr. Willoughby), who has been 
a very distinguished servant of the East 
India Company, has publicly expressed 
his views upon this question. I have 
been very much struck with a note 
attached to the published report of his 
speech, referring to the multifarious 
duties discharged by the Directors of 
the East India Company. That note 
states that-

• A despatch may be received, contain
ing 60, or 100, or 200 cases; and the 
despatch, in itself voluminous, is rendered 
more so by collections attached to it; con
taining copies of all former correspondence 
on the subject or subjects, and of all letters 
written thereon by various local officers, 
and all papers relating thereto. There has 
not long since been in the Revenue De
partment a despatch with 16.263 pages of 
collections. In 1845 there was one in the 
same Department with 46,000 pages, and 
it was stated that Mr. Canning, some years 
since in the House of Commons, mentioned 
a military despatch to which were attached 
13,51I pageS of collections.' 

The hon. Gentleman' did not say in, 
his speech that anybody at the India 
House ever read all these things. It 
was quite clear that if the Directors 
were to pretend to go through a waggon
load of documents coming to Leaden
hall·street every year it must be only a 
pretence, and if they want to persuade 
the House that they gh'e attention to 
only one-tenth part of these papers they 
must think the House more credulous 
than it is in matters of this kind. That 
is one mode of governing India. It is 
the mode which has been adopted and 
the mode which has failed. If we are 
to have the details settled here, I am 
perfectly certain we can have no good 
government in India., 1 have alluded on 
a former occasion to a matter which 
occurred in a Committee upstairs. A 
gentleman who was examined stated that 
he had undertaken to brew a wholesome 
beer, and quite as good as that exported 
for the supply of the troops, somewhere 

.. ------------------------------------------------------. 
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in the Presitlency of Madras. for one
sixth of the price paid by Government 
for that exported to India from England; 
that the experiment was completely suc
cessful; that the memorandum or record 
with regard to it was sent home. no 
doubt forming part of the thousands 
of pages to which reference has been 
made; and that it was buried in the 
heap in which it came. because for years 
nothing was heard of a pl'Oposition 
which woul,\ have saved the Govern
ment Il very large amount annually and 
opened a new industry to the population 
and capital of India. I belie\'e this 
system of government is one of delay 
and disappointment-one, actul\lly. of 
impossibility-one which can by no 
means form a complete theory of go
vernment as held by any persons in the 
House; and that the other. the simpler 
system. which I wish the House to 
undertake. would be one of action. pro
gress. and results. with regard to India. 
such as we have never yet seen and never 
can see until there is a complete simpli
fication of the Indian Government in 
this country. 

I come now to the question-and it 
is for this question that I have wished 
principally to address the House-if at 
any time we obtain. the simplicity which 
I contend for with regard to the govern
ment at home. what changes will it be 
desirable to make in the government in 
India? And I would make one obser
vation at thiS point. that iri all the state· 
ments and arguments which I hope to 
use. I beg the House to believe that I 
lise them with the greatest possible 
deference. with the feeling that this is 
a question upon which no man is at 
all entitled to dogmatize. that it is a 
vast question which we all look at as 
one we are scarcely capable of handling 
and determining. I submit my views 
to the House because I have considered 
the subject more or less for many years. 
and 1 believe 1 am actuated by the sim
ple and honest desire of contributing 
something to the information and know
ledge of Parliament with regard to its 
duty upon this great question. 

What is it we have to complain of in 
India? What is it that the people of 
India. if they spoke by my mouth. have 
to complam of? They would tell the 
House lhat. as a rule. throughout al
most all the Presidencies. and through
out those Presidencies most which have 
been longest under British rule. the 
cultivators of the soil. the great body 
of the population of India. are in a 
condition of great impoverishment. of 
great dejeclion. and of great suffering. 
I have. on former occasions. quoted to 
the House the reporl of a Committee 
which I obtained ten years ago. upon 
which sat several members of the Court 
of Directors; and they all agreed to 
report as much as I have now stated to 
the House-the Report being confined 
chiefly to the Presidencies of Bombay 
and Madras. If I were now submitting 
the case of the population of India I 
would say that the taxes of India are 
more onel'Ous and oppressive than the 
taxes of any other country in the world. 
I think I could demonstrate that pro
posilion to the House. I would show 
that industry is neglected by the Go- , 
vernment to a greater extent probably 
than is the case in any other £ountry 
in the world which has been for any 
length of time under what is termed 
a civililed and Christian I:overnment. 
I should be able to show from the 
notes and memoranda of eminent men 
in India. of the Governor of Bengal. 
Mr. Halliday. for example. that there is 
not and never has been in any country 
pretending to be civilized. a condition 
of things to be compared with that 
which exists under the folice adminis
tration of the province 0 Bengal. With 
regard to the courts of justice I may 
say the same thing. I could quote 
passages fmm books written in favour 
of the Company with all the bias which 
the strongest friends of the Company 
can have. in which the writers declare 
tbat. precisely in proportion as English 
courts of justice have extended. have 
perjury and all the evils which perjury 
introduces into the administration of 
justice prevailed throughout 4he Pre,. 
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sidencies of India. With regard to 
public works, if I were speaking for 
the Natives of India, I would' state this 
fact, that in a single English county 
there are more roads-more travelable 
roads-than are to be found in the 
whole of India; and I would say also 
that the single city of Manchester, in 
the supply of its inhabitants with the 
single article of water, has spent a 
larger sum of money than the East 
India Company has spent in the four
teen years from 1834 to 1848 in public 
works of every kind throughout the 
whole of its vast dominions. I would 
say that the real activity of the Indian 
Government has been an activity of con
quest and annexation-of conquest and 
annexation which after a time has led 
to a fearful catastrophe which has en
forced on the House an attention to 
the question of India. which but for 
.that catastrophe I fear the House would 
not have given it. 

If there were another charge to be 
made against the past Government of 
India, it would be with regard to the 
state of its finances. Where was there 
a bad Government whose finances were 
in . good order? Where was there a 
really good Government whose finances 
were in bad order? Is there a better 
test in the long run of the condition of 
a people ·and the merits of a Govern
ment than the state of the finances? 
And yet not in our own time, but going 
back through all the pages of Mill or 
of any other History.of India we find 
the normal condition of the finances of 
India has been that of deficit and bank
ruptcy. I maintain that if that be so. 
the Government is a bad Government. 
It has cost more to govern India than 
the Government has been able to ex
tract from the population of India. The 
Government has not been scrupulous 
as to the amount of taxes or the mode 
in which they have been levied; but 
still. to carry on the government of 
India according to the system which 
has heretofore prevailed, more has been 
required than the Government has been 
able to (,oXtract by any system of taxa-

tion known to them from the popu
lation over which they have ruled. It 
has cost more than 30,000,0001. a·year 
to govern India, and the gross revenue 
being somewhere about 30.000,0001 •• 
and there being a deficit. the deficit 
has had to be made up by loans. The 
Government has obtained all they could 
from the population; it is not enough. 
and they have had to borrow from the 
population and from Europeans at a 
high rate of interest to make up the 
sum which has been found to be neces
sary. They have a debt of 60,000,0001. ; 
and it is continual! y increasing; they 
always have a loan open; and while 
their debt is increasing their credit has 
been falling. because they have not 
treated their creditors very honourably 
on one or two occasions, and chiefly. 
of course. on account of the calamities 
which have recently happened in India. 
There is one point with regard to taxa
tion which I wish to explain to the 
House. and I hope that, in the reforms 
to which the noble Lord is looking 
forward, it will not be overlooked. I 
hive said that the gross revenue is 
30,000.0001. Exclusive of the opium 
revenue, which is not, strictly speaking. 
and hardly at all, a tax upon the people, 
I set down the taxation of the country at 
something like 25,000,0001. Hon. Gen· 
tlemen must not compare 25,000,0001. 
of taxation in India with 60.000,0001. 
of taxation in England. They must 
bear in mind that in India they could 
have twelve days' labour of a man for 
the same sum in silver or gold which 
.they have to pay for one day's labour of 
a man in England; that if, for example, 
this 25,000,0001. were expended in pur
chasing labour, that sum would pur
chase twelve times as much in India 
as in England-that is to say, that the 
25,000,0001. would purchase as many 
days' labour in India as .~oo,ooo,oool. 
would purchase in England. [An Hon. 
Member: • How much is the labour 
worth 1'] That is precisely what I am 
earning to. If the labour of a man is 
only worth 2d. a-day. they could not 
expect as much revenue from him as if 
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it were 3 •• a'day. That is just the point 
to which I wish the hon. Gentleman 
would tum his attention. We have in 
England a population which, for the 
sake of argument, I will caU30,oOO,000. 
We have in India a population of 
150,000,000. Therefore. the population 
of India is five times as great as the 
population of England. We raise in 
India, reckoning by the value of labour. 
taxation equivalent to 300,000.0001., 
which is five times the English revenue. 
Some one may probably say. therefore, 
that the taxation in India and in Eng
land appears to be about the same. and 
no great injury is done. But it must 
be borne in mind that in England we 
have an incalculable power of steam, of 
machinery. of modes of transit, roads. 
canals, railways. and everything which 
capital and human invention call bring 
to help. the industry of the people; 
while in India there is nothing of the 
kind. In India there is scarcely a decent 
road. the rivers are not bridged, there 
are comparatively 110 steam engines, 
and none of those aids to industry that 
meet us at every step in Great Britain 
and Ireland. Suppose steam engines. 
machinery, and modes of transit abo
lished in England, how much revenue 
would the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
obtain from the people of England? 
Instead of 60,000,0001. a-year. would 
he get 10,ooo,oool.? _ 1 doubt it· very 
much. If the Hou~e will follow out 
the argument. they will come to the 
conclusion that the taxes of the people 
of India are oppressive to the last de
gree, and that the Covernment which 
has thus taxed them can be tolerated 
no longer, anel must be put an end to 
at once and for ever. I wish to say 
something about the manner in which 
these great expenses are incurred. The 
extravagance of the East Inclia Govern-

i ment is notorious to aU. I believe 
there never was any other service under 
the sun paid at so high a rate as the 
exclusive Civil Service of the East India 
Company. Clergynien and missionaries 
can be got to go out to India for a 
moderate sum-private soldiers and 

officers of the army gO out for a mode
rate remuneration-merchants are con
tent to live in the cities of India for a 
percentage or profit not greatly exceed
ing the ordinary profits of commerce. 
But the Civil Service, because it is 
bound up with those who were raised 
by it and who dispense the patronage 
of India, receive a rate of payment 
which would be incredible if we did 
not know it to be true, and which. 
knowing it to be true. we must admit 
to be monstrous. The East India Go
vernment scatters salaries about at Bom
b.ay. Calcutta. Madras. Agra. Lahore. 
and half a dozen other cities. which 
are up to the mark of those of the 
Prime Minister and Secretaries of State 
in this country.' These salaries are 
framed upon the theory that India is a 
mine of inexhaustible wealth. although 
no one has found it to be so but the 
members of the Civil Service of the 
East India Company. . The policy of 
the Government is at the bottom of the 
constant deficit. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer has twice recently de
clared that expenditure depends upon 
policy. That is as true in India as in 
England; and it is the policy that has 
been pursued there which renders the 
revenue liable to this constantly re
curring deficit. 

I have come to the conclusion, which 
many hon. Members. probably share 
with me, that the edifice we have reared 
in India is too vast. There are few 
men now. and least of all those con- . 
nected with the East India Company. 
who. looking back 'to the policy that 
has been pursued, will not be willing to 
admit that it has not been judicious but 
hazardous-that territories have been 
annexed that had better have been left 
independent, and that wars have been 
undertaken which were as needless as 
they were altogether unjustifiable. The 
immense empire that has been con
quered is too vast for management, its 
base is in decay, and during the last 
twelve months it has appeared to be 
tottering to its fall. Who or what 
is the instrument-the Ca~inet, the 
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Government. or the person-by whom 
this evil policy is carried on? 

The greatest officer in India is the 
Governor·General. He is the ruler of 
about one-fifth-certainly more than 
one-sixth - of the human race. The 
Emperors of France and Russia are 
but the governors of provinces com
pared with the power. the dignity. and 
the high estate of the Governor·General 
of India. Now, over this officer, almost 
no real control is exercised. If I were 
to appeal to the two hon. Gentlemen 
who have frequently addressed the 
House during these debates (Colonel 
Sykes and Mr. Willoughby), they would 
probably admit that the Governor-Ge
neral of India is. an officer of such high 
position that scarcely any control can 
be exercised over him either· in India 
or in England. Take the case of the 
Marquess of Dalhousie for example. I 
am not about to make an attack upon 
him, for the occasion is too solemn for 
personal controversies. But the annexa
tion of Sattara, of the Punjab, of Nag
pore, and of Oude occurred under his 
rule. I will not go into the case of 
Sattara; but one of its Princes, and 
one of the most magnanimous Princes 
that India ever produced, suffered and 
died most unjustly in exile, either 
through the mistakes or the crimes of 
the Government of India. This, how
ever, was not done under the Govern
ment of Lord Dalhousie. As to the 
annexation of Nagpore, the House has 
never heard anytning about it to this 
hour. There has been no message from 
the Crown or statement of the Govern
ment relative to that annexation. Hon. 
Members have indeed heard from India 
that· the dresses and wardrobes of the 
ladies of its Court have been exposed 
to sale, like a 'bankrupt's ~tock, in the 
haberdashers' shops of Calcutta-a thing 
likely to incense and horrify the people 
of India who witnessed it. 

Take, again, the case of the Burmese 
war. The Governor-General entered 
into it, and annexed the province of 
Pegu, and to this day there has been no 
treaty w8h the King of Burmah. If 

that case had been brought hefore the 
House, it is impossible that the war 
with Burmah could have been·entered 
upon. I do not believe' that there is 
one man in England who, knowing the 
facts, would say that this war was just 
or necessary in any sense. The Gover
nor-General has an army of 300,000 
men under his command; he is a long 
way from home; he is highly connected 
with the governing classes at home; 
there are certain reasons that make war 
palatable to large classes in India; and 
he is so powerful that he enters into 
these great military operations almost 
uncontrolled by the opinion of the Par
liament and people.of England. He 
may commit any amount of blunders or 
crimes against the moral law, and he 
will still come home loaded with digni- ! 

ties and in the enjoyment of pensions. ! 
Does it not become the power and 
character of this House to examine 
narrowly the origin of the misfortunes 
and disgraces of the grave catastrophe 
which has just occurred? The place of 
the Governor-General is too high-his 
power is too great-and I believe that 
this particular office and officer are very 
much responsible-of course under the 
Government at home-for the disasters 
that have taken place. 

Only think of a Go\'ernor-General of 
India writing to an Indian Prince, the 
ruler over many millions of men in the 
heart of India, • Remember you are but 
as the dust under my feet.' Passages 
like these are left out of despatches, 
when laid on the table of the House of 
Commons :-it would not do for the 
Parliament or the Crown, or the people 
of England to know that their officer 
addressed language like this to a Native 
Prince. The fact is that a Governor_ 
General of India, unless he be such a 
man as is not found more than once 
in a century, is very liable to have his 
head turned, and to form ambitious 
views. which are mainly to be gratified 
by successful wars. and the annexation 
of province after province during the 
period of his rule. The' Services' are 
always ready to help him in these plans. 
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I am not S1lre that the President of the 
Board of Control could not give evidence 
on this subject, for I have heard some
thing of what happened when the noble 
Lord was in India. When the Burmese 
war broke out, the noble Lord could no 
doubt tell the House that, without in
quiring into the quarrel or its causes, 
the press of India, which was devoted 
to the 'Services.' and the 'Services' 
themselves, united in universal appro
bation of the course taken by the 
Governor-General. Justice to Pegu and 
Burmah and the taxes to be raised for 
the support of the war were forgotten, 
and nothing but visions of more terri
tory and more patronage floated before 
the eyes of the official English in India. 
I contend that the power of the Gover
nor·General is too great and the office 
too high to be held by the subject of 
any power whatsoever, and especially by 
any subject of the Queen of England. 

I should propose, if I were in a posi
tion to offer a scheme in the shape of a 
Bill to the House, as an indispensable 
preliminary to the wise government of 
India in future, such as would be credit
able to Parliament and advantageous to 
the people of India. that the office of 
Governor-General should be abolished. 
Perhaps some hon. Gentlemen may think 

I this a very unreasonablt! proposition. 
Many people thought it unreasonable in 
1853 when it was proposed to abolish 
the East India Company; but now 
Parliament and the country believe it 
to be highly reasonable and proper; 
and I am not sure that I could not 
bring before the House reasons to con
vince them that the abolition of the 
office of Governor-General is one of 
the most sensible and one of the most 
Conservative proposals ever brought 
forward in connection with the Govern
ment of India. I believe the duties of 
the Governor-General are far greater 
than any human being can adequately 
fulfil. He has a power omnipotent to 
crush anything that is good. H he so 
wishes, he can overbear and overrule 
whatever is proposed for the welfare of 
India. while, as to doing anything that 

is good, I could show that with regard 
to the vast countries over which he 
rules, he is really almost po~erless to 
effect anything that those countries re
quire. The hon. Gentleman.behind me 
t Colonel Sykes) has told us there are 
twenty nations in India, and that there 
are twenty languages. Has it ever hap
pened before that anyone man governed 
twenty nations, speaking twenty different 
languages, and bound them together in 
one great and compact empire? [An 
hon. Member here made an observa
tion.] My hon. Friend mentions a great 
Parthian monarch. No doubt there 
have been men strong in arm and in 
head, and of stem resolution, who have 
kept great enlpires together during their 
lives; but as soon as they went the 
way of all flesh, and descended, like the 
meanest of their subjects, to the tomb, 
the provinces they had ruled were 
divided into several States, and their 
great empires vanished. I might ask 
the noble Lord below me (Lord John 
Russell) and the noble Lord the Mem
ber for Tiverton (the noble Lord the 
Member for King's Lynn has not as 
yet experience on this point), whether, 
when they came to appoint a Governor
General of India. they did not find it 
one of the most serious' and difficult 
duties they could De called on to per
form? I do not know at this moment, 
and I never have known, a man COUl

petent to govern India; and·if any man 
says he is competent, he sets himself up 
at a much higher value than those who 
are acquainted with him are likely' to 
set him. Let the House look at the 
making of the laws for twenty nations 
speaking twenty languages. Look at 
the regulations of the police for twenty 
natious speaking twenty languages. 
Look at the question of public works 
as it affects twenty nations speaking 
twenty languages; where there is no 
municipal power and no combinations 
of any kind, such as facilitate the con
struction of public works in this country. 
Inevitably all those duties that devolve 
on every good government must tie 
neglected by the Governor-(ifneral of 
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India, however wise, capable, and honest 
he may be in the performance of his 
duties, because the duties laid upon 
him are such as no man now living or 
who ever lived can or could properly 
sustain.' . 

It may be asked what I would sub
stitute for the Governor-Generalship of 
India. Now, I do not propose to abolish 
the office of Governor-General of India 
this Session. I am not proposing any 
clause in the Bill, and if I were to pro
pose one to carry out the idea I have 
expressed, I might be answered by the 
argument, that a great part of the popu-
1ation of India is in a state of anarchy, 
and that it would be most inconvenient, 
if not dangerous,. to abolish the office of 
Governor-General at such a time. I do 
not mean to propose such a thing now; 
but I take this opportunity of stating 
my views, in the hope that when we 
come to 1863, we may perhaps be able 
to consider the question more in the 
light in which I am endeavouring to 
present it to the House. I would propose 
that, instead of having a Governor
General and an Indian empire, we should 
have neither the one nor the other. I 
would propose that we should have 
Presidencies, and not an Empire. If I 
were a Minister-which the House will 
admit is a bold figUre of .speech-and 
if the House were to agree with me
which is also an essential point-I would 
propose to have at least five Presidencies 
in India, and I would have the govern
ments of those Presidencies perfectly 
equal in rank and in salary. The 
capitals of those Presidencies would 
probably be Calcutta, Madras, Bombay, 
Agra, and Lahore. I will take the 
Presidency of Madras as an illustra
tion. Madras has a population of some 
20,000,000. We all know its position 
on the map, and that it has the ad
vantage of being more compact, geo
graphically speaking, than the other 
Presidencies. It has a Governor and a 
Council. I would give to it a Governor 
and a Council' still, but would confine all 
their duties to the Presidency of Madras, 
and I wC1('lld treat it just as if Madras was 

the only portion of India cOlfnected with 
this country. I would have its finance, 
its taxation, its justice, and its police 
departments, as well as its public works 
and military departments, precisely the 
same as if it were a State having no 
connection with any other part of India, 
and recognized only as a dependency of 
this. country. I would propose that the 
GQvemment of every Presidency should 
correspond with the Secretary for India 
in England, and that there should be 
telegraphic communications between all 
the Presidenc:es in India, as I hope be
fore long to see a telegraphic communi
cation between the office of the noble 
Lord (Lord Stanley) and every Presi
dency over which he presides. I shall 
no doubt be told that there are insuper
able difficulties in the way of such an 
arrangement, and I shall be sure to hear 
of the military difficulty. Now, I do 
not profess to be an authority on mili
tary affairs, but I know that military 
men often make great mistakes. I 
would have the army divided, each 
Presidency having its own army, just 
as now, care being taken to have them 
kept distinct; and I see no danger of 
any confusion or misunderstanding,when 
an emergency arose, in having them all 
brought together to carry out the views 
of the Government. There is one ques
tion which it is important to bear in 
mind, and that is with regard to the 
Councils in India. I think every Go
vernor of a Presidency should have an 
assistant Council, but difterently con
stituted from what they now are. I 
would have an open Council. The 
noble Lord the Member for London 
used some expressions the other night 
which I interpreted to mean that it was 
necessary to maintain in all its exclusive
ness the system of the Civil Service in 
India. In that I entirely differ from 
the noble Lord. [Lord J. Russell here 
indicated dissent.] The noble Lord 
corrects me in that statement, and there
fore I must have been mistaken. What 
we want is to make the Governments 
of the Presidencies governments for the 
people of the Presidencies; not govern-
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ments for the civil servants of the Crown, and' an h~f.<R~. ;'fS,~iu 
. but for the non-official mercantile classes throw into con I)., , ,.., T 'V 

from England who settle there, and for Now, ppose (5Me'l'iior-Glneral 
the ao.ooo,OOO or 30,000,000 of Natives gone, tll reside~P'I ~1A..hf?, t 
in each Presidency. Governors I ih ~i\\{"'and dl , 

I should propose to do that which and their Co the 
has been done with great advantage in manner I have in t, IS it not 
Ceylon. I have received a letter from reasonable to suppose that the delay 
an officer who has been in the service which has hitherto been one of the 
of the East India Company. and who greatest curses of your Indian Govern
told me a fact which has gratified me ment would be almost altogether 
very much. He says- avoided? Instead of a Governor-Ge-

• At a public dinner at Colombo, in 18.15. ne al living in Calcutta, or at Simla, 
to the Governor. Sir Wilmot Horton, at never travelling over the whole of the 

country, and knowing very little about 
which I was present, the best speech of the it, and that little only through other 

, evening was made by a native nobleman official eyes, is it not reasonable to 
of Candy, and a member of Council. It suppose that the action of the Govern
was remarkable for its appropriate expres- ment would be more direct in all its 
sion, its sound sense, and the deliberation 
and ease that marked the utterance of his duties and in every department of its 

service than has been the case under 
feelings. There was no repetition or use- the system which has existed until now? 
less phraseology or flattery, and it was Your administration of the law, marked 
admitted by all who heard him to be the by so much disgrace, could never have 
soundest and neatest speech of the night.' lasted so long as it has done if the 
This was in Ceylon. It is not, of course, Governors of your Presidencies had 

, always the best man who can make the been independent Governors. So with 
best speech; but if what I have read regard to matters of police, education, 
could be said of a native of Ceylon, it public works, and everything that can 
could be said of thousands in India. stimulate industry, and so with regard 
We need not go beyond the walls of to your system of taxation. You would 
this House to find a head bronzed by have in every Presidency a constant 
an Indian sun equal to the ablest heads rivalry for good. The' Governor of 
of those who adorn its benches. And Madras, when his term .of office expired, 
in every part of India we all know that would be delighted to show that the 
it would be an insult to the people of people of that Presidency were con
India to say that, it is not the same. tented, that the whole Presidency was 
There are thousands of persons in India advancing in civilization, that roads and 
who are competent to take any position all manner of useful public works were 
to which the Government may choose extending, that industry was becoming 
to advance them. If the Governor of more and more a habit of the people, 
each Presidency were to have in his and that the exports and imports were 
Council some of the officials of his constantly increasing. The Governors 
Government, some of the nou-official of Bombay and the rest of the Presi
Europeans resident in the Presidency, dencies would be animated by the same 
and two or three at least of the intelli- spirit, and so you would have all over 
gent Natives of the Presidency in whom India, as I have said, a rivalry for 
the people would have some confidence, good; you would have placed a check 
you would have begun that which will on that malignant. spirit of ambition 
be of inestimable value hereafter-you which has worked so much evil-you 
would have begun to unite the govern- would have no Governor so great that 
ment with the governed; and unless you could not control him, none who 
you do that, no government will be safe. might make war when he r-pleased; 



28 SPEECHES OF JOHN BRIGHT. JUNE 24< 

war and annexation would be greatly 
checked. if not entirely prevented; and 
I do in my conscience believe you 

'would have laid the foundation for a 
better and more permanent form of 
government for l India than has ever 
obtained since i came under the rule 
of England. 

But how long does England propose 
to govern India? Nobody answers that 
question. and nobody can answer it. 
Be it 50. or 100. or 500 years. does any 
man with the smallest glimmering of 
common sense believe that so great 
a country. with its twenty different 
nations and its twenty languages. can 
ever be bound up and consolidated into 
one compact and enduring empire? 
I believe such -a thing to be utterly 
impossible. We must fail in the attempt 
if ever we make it. and we are bound 
to look into the future with reference 
to that point. The Presidency of Ma
dras. for instance. having its own Go
vernment. would in fifty years become 
one compact State. and every part of 
the Presidency would look to the city 
of Madras as its capital. and to the 
Government of Madras as its ruling 
power. If that were to go on for a cen
tury or more. there would be five or six 
Presidencies of India built up into so 
many compact States; and if at any 
future period the sovereignty of Eng
land should be withdrawn. we should 
leave so many Presidencies built up and 
firmly compacted together. each able to 
support its own independence and its 
own Government; and we should be 
able to say we had not left the country 
a frey to that anarchy and discord 
whIch I believe to be inevitable if we 
insist on holding those vast territories 
with the idea of building them up into 
one great empire. But I am obliged to 
admit that mere machinery is not suf
ficient in this case. either with respect 
to my own scheme or to that of the 
noble lord (Lord Stanley). We want 
something else than mere clerks. sta
tionery. despatches. and so forth. We 
want what I shall designate as a new 
feeling ill England. and an entirely new 

policy in India. We must in"future have 
India governed. not for a handful of 
Englishmen. not for that Civil Service 
whose praises are so constantly sounded 
in this House. You may govern India. 
if you like. for the good of England. 
but the good of England must come 
through the channels of the good of 
India. There are but two modes of 
gaining anything by our connection 
with India. The one is by plundering 
the people of India, and the other by 
trading with them. I prefer to do it by 
trading with them. But in order that 
England may become rich by trading 
with India. India itself must become 
rich. and India can only become rich 
through the honest administration of 
justice and through entire security of 
life and property. 

Now. as to this new policy. I will 
tell the House what I think the Prime 
Minister should do. He ought. I think. 
always to choose for his President of 
the Board of Control or his Secretary 
of State for India. a man who cannot 
be excelled by any other man in his 
Cabinet. or in his party. for capacity. 
for honesty. for attention to his duties. 
and for knowledge adapted to the parti
cular office to which he is appointed. 
If any Prime Minister appoint an in
efficient man to such an office. he will 
be a traitor to the Throne of England. 
That officer. appointed for the qualities 
I have just indicated. should. with equal 
scrupulousness and conscientiousness. 
make the appointments. whether of the 
Governor-General. or (should that office 
be abolished) of the Governors of the 
Presidencies of India. Those appoint
ments should not be rewards for old 
men simply because such men have 
done good service when in their prime. 
nor should they be rewards for mere 
party service. but they should be 
appointments given nnder a feeling that 
interests of the very highest moment. 
connected with this country. depend on 
those great offices in India being pro
perly fIlled. The same principles should 
run throughout the whole system of 
government; for. unless there be a very 
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high degr~e of virtue. in all these 
appointments, and unless our great ob
ject be to govern India well and to 
exalt the name of England in the eyes 
of the whole Native population, all 
that we have recourse to in the way 
of machinery will be of very little use 
indeed. 

I admit that this is a great work; 
I admit, also, that the further I go into 
the consideration of this question, the 
more I feel that it is too large for me 
to grapple with, and that every step 
we take in it should be taken as if 
we were men walking in the dark. We 
have, however, certain great principles 
to guide us, and by their light we may 
make steps in advance, if not fast, at 
any rate sure. But we start from an 
unfortunate position. We start from 
a platform of conquest by force of arms 
extending over a hundred years. There 
is nothing in the world worse than the 
sort of foundation from which we start. 
The greatest genius who has shed lustre 
on the literature of this country has 
said, • There is no sure foundation set 
on blood';' and it may be our unhappy 
fate, in regard to India, to demonstrate 
the truth of that saying. We are always 
subjugators, and we must be vieweel 
with hatred and suspicion. I say we 
must look at the thing as it is, if we are 
to see our exact position, what '\lur duty 
is, and what chance' there is of our 
retaining India and of governing it for 
the advantage of its people. Our diffi
culties have been enormously increased 
by the revolt. The people of India have 
only seen England in its worst form 
in that country. They have seen it in 
its military power, Its exclusive Civil 
Service, and in the supremacy of a 
handful of foreigners. When Natives of 
India come to this country, they are 
delighted with England and with Eng
lishmen. They find themselves treated 
with a kindness, a consideration, a re
spect, to which they were wholly 
strangers in their own country; and 
they cannot understand how it is that 
men who are so just, so attentive to. 
them here, sometimes, indeed too often. 

appear to them in a different character 
in India. I remember that the. Hon. 
Frederic Shore, who wrote some thirty 
years since, stated, in his able and 
instructive book, that even in his time 
the conduct. of the English in India 
towards the Natives was less agreeable, 
less kindly, less just than it had been in 
former yeat's; and in 1853, before the 
Committee presided over by the hon. 
Member for Huntingdon (Mr.T.Baring), 
evidence was given that the feeling 
between the rulers, and the ruled in 
India was becoming every year less like 
what could be desired. It was only the 
other day there appeared in a letter of 
The Times' correspondent an anecdote 
which illustrates what I am saying, and 
which I feel it necessary to read to the 
House. Mr. Russell, of The Times,says:-

• I went off to breakfast in a small 
mosque, which has been tumed into a 
salle a manger by some officers stationed 
here, and I confess I should ha ve eaten 
with more satisfaction had J not seen, as I 
entered the enclosure of the mosque, a 
native badly wounded on a charpoy, by 
which was sitting a woman in deep 
aflliction. The explanation given of this 
scene was, that" -- [the \lame of the, 

.Englishman was left blank] had bee~ 
licking two of his bearers (or servants), 
and had nearly murdered them." This 
was on,e of the servants, and, without 

, knowing or caring to know the causes ',of 
such chastisement, I cannot but express 
my disgust at the severity-to call it by 
no harsher name-of some of our fellqw
countrymen towards their domestics.' r 

The reading of that paragraph gave 
me extreme pain. People may fancy 
that this does not matter much; but I 
say it matters very muell. Under , any 
system of government. you will have 
Englishmen sc.J.ttered all over India, 
and conduct like that I have just de
scribed, in any district, must create ill 
feeling towards England, to your rule, 
to your supremacy; and when that 
feeling has become sufficiently eX:tensive, 
any little accident may give fire to the 
train, and you may have ~lamities. 

. ______ . ____________________ ~------J 
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right 01 adoption which bas prer.aiIed 
for cmhIries in that country. It was 

.. ooIy the otha day that I had laid before 
me the case 01 :a Nalift Prince .. ho bas 
beea most faithful to EDgIaDd during 
these latta- trials.. When he c:ame to 
the throDe at teD reus of lOge he was 

· made to sign a document. by which he 
agreed that if he had DO c:hilcben his 

· territories mould he at the disposal of 
the British GoftlDJllalt. or what was 
aIled the paramount power. He has 
beea married; he has had ODe SOIl and 

· two or three daughters; bot within the 
last few weeks his only SOIl bas died.. 
There is grief in the palac:e. and there 
is coostematioG IUIIOIIg the people. for 
the fact of this agrumeDt entered inlo 
by the hoy of teD years old is ,..eIl 
benna to aD the inhabitants of the 
country. Repre;entations haft already 

· heal made to this country in the hope . 
that the Gcwemment will c:anc:d that 
.... ~t. and allow the people of 
that State to know that the right of 
adoption would DOt he taken from their 
Prince iD case he should have DO other 
&OIL Let the Gon:mment do that. and 
there is DOt a c:or.- of India into ,..hich 
that intelligeDce would DOt peoetrate 
with the rapidity of lightning. ADd 
would DOt that calm the anxieties of 
many of those independent PriDces and 
Rajahs who aIe only afraid that .. haa 
these troubles aIe over. the Engfuh 
Goftmment will recommence that sys
tem of annesation ont of ,..hich I 
beline aD these trouble; have arisen ? 

I would tell them also iD that Prucla
malion. that while the people of Eng
bnd hold that their cnrn. the Christian 
religioo. is troe and the best for m:m
kiDd. yet that it is coosistent with that 
religioo that they who profess it should 
hold iaYio!.able the rights of conscience 
and the rights of religiOD in others. I 
would show. that ,..haleYer Yiolent. orer
zealous. aDd fanatical men may· have 
said in this country. the Parliament of 
Eng\aDd. the Uinisters of the Queen. 
anci the Quetn herself. aIe resolnd that 
upoo this point DO kind of wrong should 
he door to the millioos who profess 

the ftligioos held to he true in IDdia. 
I would do another thing. I would es
tablish a Court of Appeal. the Judges or 
which should he Judges of the highest 
chancter in India,. for the settlemeot of 
those many dispates ,..hich hawe arisen 
behrem the GoftDUDeDt of India and 
its sabjecls, some Natiwe and some 
Europeaa. I would DOt suffer these 
qaestioos to come upoo the ftoor of this 
House. I ,..ould DOt forbid them by 
statute, bat I would establish a Court 
which should render it 1IIIJIeCI5I5:aJ for 
allY ID3D in India to cross the oceaa to 
sed. for that jnstic:e which he would 
then he able to get iD his 0W'Il c:oautry 
without conuption or secret hargaiD. 
Then I would .::any ont the proposition 
which the DObie Lord has made to
Bight. and ,..hich the right hOlL Gentle
man the Chanc:dlor of the Escheqner 
made when he iDtrodoad his Bill. that 
a CoIlllDis5ioa should he issued to in
quire into the questioo of tiDance. I 
,..ould hawe other c::ommissious, one for 
each PnSdeDc:y. aDd I would tell the 
people of India that there should he a 
searching iDquiry into their grievaDc:es. 
aDd that it was the inten:st and the will 
of the Queea of EDgIaDd that those 
grieqnces should he rednssed. 

No ... perhaps I may he told that I 
am proposing str.mge things. quite out 
of the ordinary routine of govemmenL 
I admit it. We aIe in a position that 
aec:eso;itates something ont of the ordi
nary rontine. There' are positions aDd 
times in the history of every conntry. as 
in the liftS of indiriduals. wbaa conrage 
and action are absolnte salntion; and 
now the Crowu of En"oland. acting by 
the advice of the respon;ib!e MinisUfi, 
must. iD my opinion. have RCOUrSe to 
a great aDd nnusual measure in order 
to allay the amcieties which pTer.lil 
throughout the ... bole of India. The 
people of India do not like os, but they 
sea cdr know where to tum if we leit 
them. They are sberp literally without 
a sbepherd. They are people whom 
you hawe sabdned, aDd who haYe the 
highest and strOllge,t claims upoo you 
-daims ,..hich yon c:annotJorgt't-
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claims which, if you do' not act upon, 
you may rely upon it that, if there be a 
judgment for nations-as I believe there 
is-as for individuals, our children in 
no distant generation must pay the 
penalty which we have purchased by 
neglecting our duty to the populations 
of India. 

I have now stated my views and 
opinions on this ·question, not at all in 
a manner, I feel, equal to the question 
itself. I have felt the difficulty in 
thinking of it; I feel the difficulty in 
speaking of it-for there is far more in 
it and about it than any man, however 
much he may be accustomed to think 
upon political questions, and to discuss 
them, can comprise at all within the 
compass of a speech of ordinary length. 
I have described the measures which I 
would at once adopt for the purpose of 
soothing the agitation which now dis
turbs and menaces every part of India, 
and of inviting the submission of those 
who are now in arms against you. 
Now I believe-I speak in the most 
perfect honesty-I believe that the an
nouncement of these measures would 
avail more in restoring tranquillil y than 
the presence of an additional army, and 
I believe that their full and honest 
adoption would enable you to retain 
your power in India. I have sketched 
the form of government which I would 

• establish in India and at home, with 
the view of securing perfect responsi
bility and an enlightened administra
tion. I admit that these things can 
only be obtained in degree, but I am 
convinced that a Government such as 
that which I have sketched would be 
free from most of the errors and the 
vices that have marked and marred 
your past career in India. I have 
given much study to this great and 
solemn question. I entreat the House 
to study it not only now, during the 
passing of this Bill, but after the 
Session is over, and till we meet again 
next year, when in all probability there 
must be further legislation upon this 
great subject; for I believe that upon 
this question depends very much, for 
good or for evil, the future of this 
country of which we are citizens, and 

·which we all regard and love so much. 
You have had enough of military repu
tation on Eastern fields; you have 
gathered large harvests of that com
modity, be it valuable or be it worth
less. I invite you to something 
better, and higher, and holier than 
that; I invite you to a glory not 
'fanned by conquest's crimson \ving: 
but based upon the solid and lasting 
benefits which I believe the Parliament 
of England can, if it will, confer upon 
the countless populations of India. 
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From Hansard • 

. A despatch of Lord Ellenborough, the President of the Board of Control, to Lord 
Canlling, the Governor-General of India, had been laid before the two Houses. This 

. document severely censured the Governor-General's policy in dealing with the 
, talookdars of Oude. Immediate advantage was taken of this document by the 

!, Opposition, and on the loth of May Mr. Cardwell gave notice in the Commons of 
a motiOll condemnatory of Lord Ellenborough's despatch. Lord Ellenborough 
retired from the Government. On May 14, however, Mr. Cardwell brought 
forward his motion in the House of Commons, but, after a lengthened debate, 
consented to withdraw it •. at the earnest entreaty of many from his own side of 
the House.] 

I AM afraid I shall hardly be able to 
take part in this discussion in a manner 
\beComing the magnitude of the question 
!'Defore us. and in any degree in accord
mee with the long anxiety which I 
'lave felt in regard to Indian affairs, 
but I happen to have been unfortunately 
md accidentally a good deal mixed up 
.vith these matters, and my name has 
:requentl y been mentioned in the course 
,)f debate, not only in this but in the 
,Jther House of Parliament, and I am 
lDwilling, therefore, to vote without 
2xpressing my opinion upon the matter 
,.lnder discussion. First, I may be 111-
:owed to explain that I think almost 
!verything that has been said and 
:magined with regard to the part that I 
'lave had in bringing on this discussion 
'las been altogether erroneous, and has 
no foundation whatever. There was no 
nrangement between the hon. Gentle
man the Secretary of the Board of 
,Control and myself with regard to the 
question that I thought it my duty to 

put to him on the subject of Lord 
Canning's Proclamation. I had spoken 
two or three weeks before the date of 
that question to the hon. Gentleman, 
because I had been informed by a re
spected friend of mine, Mr. Dickinson. 
the hon. secretary of the India Reform 
Society, who has very great information 
on Indian affairs, that he had received 
communications to the effect that some 
Proclamation of this character was in 
preparation and was about to be issued. 
I spoke to the hon. Member with regard 
to that report; and he told me that he 
had received no communication which 
enabled him to give me any information 
on the subject. I then intimated to 
him that in case there was anything 
of the kind I should certainly put a 
question to the Govemment respecting 
it. This was three weeks before the 
date of my question. Well, I read the 
Proclamation in The Times newspaper, 
the same day that every one else read 
it; and I came down to the Hase. naj: 

3 



SPEECHES OF JOHN BRIGHT. MAY 20, 

having seen the hon. Gentleman in the 
meantime. I met my hon. Friend the 
Member for Stockport (Mr. J. B. Smith) 
in Westminster Hall, and he told me 
that having read the despatch, and 
knowing my intention with regard to 
it, he, having met the hon. Gentleman 
(Mr. Baillie) that evening, said 'to him 
he had no doubt that when I came 
down to the House I should put ~ 
question respecting it. When I came 
down I put a question and received an 
answer; both question and 'answer are 
before the House and the country. But 
I confess I did not anticipate that we 
should lose a week from the discussion 
of the Indian Resolutions on account of 
the question which I then asked the 
hon Gentleman the Secretary to the 
Board of Control. 

Now, Sir, with respect to the question 
before the House, I should have been 
content to let it end when the hon. and 
learned Gentleman the Solicitor-General 
sat down. I think, Sir, the House 
might have come to a vote when the 
Solicitor-General finished his speech. I 
could not but compare that speech with 
the speech of the right hon. Gentleman 
who moved the Resolution now before 
the House. -1 thought the right hon. 
Gentleman raked together a great many 
small things to make up a great case. It 
appeared to me that he spoke as if his 
manner indicated that he was not per
fectly satisfied with the course he was 
pursuing. I think he failed to stimulate 
himself with the idea that he was per
formillg a great public duty; for if he 
had been impressed with that idea I 
think his subject would have enabled 
him to deliver a more lively and im
pressive speech than that which he has 
made. Bnt, Sir, I believe that every 
one will admit that the speech of the 
Solicitor-General was characterised by 
the closest logic and the most complete 
and exhaustive argument. There is 
scarcely a Gentleman with whom I have 
spoken with regard to that speech who 
does not admit that the hon. and learned 
Gentleman has seemed to have taken up 
the wl&le question, and to have given a 

( . 
complete answer to all serions charges 
brought against the Government. 

This Motion is an important one in 
two aspects. First of all as respects 
the interests of parties at home-which 
some p~ople, probably, think the more 
important of the interests concerned; 
and, secondly, as respects the effect 
~hich will be produced in India when 
~his discussion, with the vote at which 
we arrive, reaches that country and is 
read there. The princes, the rajahs, and 
intelligent landholders. whether ·under 
the English Government or independent, 
will know very little about what we 
understand by party; and any cabal or 
political conspiracy here will have no 
influence on them. They know little of 
the persons who conduct and take a part 
in the debate in this House; and the 
'loud cheers' which they will read of in 
our discussions will be almost nothing 
to them. The question to them will be, 
What is the opinion of the Parliament of 
England as to the policy announced to 
India in the Proclamation? 

Now, Sir, I complain or the right 
hon. Gentleman, and I think the House 
has reason to complain, that in his 
Resolution he endeavours to evade the 
real point of discussion. The noble 
Lord who has just sat down (Viscount i 
Goderich) says he will not meet this 
matter in any such indirect manner as 
that proposed by the Amendment of 
the hon. Member for Swansea (Mr. 
Dillwyn); but what can be less direct 
than the issue offered by the Resolution 
of the right hon. Gentleman the Mem
ber for Oxford? This is proved by the 
fact that, throughout the course of this 
discussion, every serious argument and 
every serious expression has had refer
ence to the character of the Proclama
tion, and not to those little matters 
which are mixed up in this Resolution. 
Nobody, I believe, defends the Procla
mation in the light in which it is viewed 
by the Government, and censured by 
the Government. All that has been 
done is an endeavour to show that it is 
not rightly understood by those who 
censure it as announcing a policy of ~ 



11858• INDIA. Ill. 35 

. confiscation. 'In fact. in endeavouring to 
'defend it. hon. Members insist that it 
does not mean something which it says 
it does mean, and which if any of us 
understand the English language it 
assuredly does mean. The right hon. 
Gentleman asks us to do that which I 
think is an absolute impossibility. He 
wants us to. condemn the censure, and 
wishes at the same time-and I give him 
credit for this-that we should pro
,nounce no approval of the thing cen
sured.. I do not think the right hon. 
Gentleman, though unfortunately he has 
been led into this movement, wishes the 
House to pronounce an opinion in 
favour of confiscation. I do not believe 
that any Member of this House asks us 
to come to. a conclusion in such a way 
as that our decision shall be an approval 
of that which the Government has con
demned in the despatch. But if we 
affirm the Resolution of the right hon. 
Gentleman, how is it possible fOi' the 
people of India to understand our deci
sion in any other sense than as an ap
proval or the pDlicy Df Lord Canning's 
PrDclamatiDn? With regard to. the 
publication of the GDvernment des
patch. it is nDt a little remarkable how 
men turn round and object to. what theJ 
for:nerly were so loud in demanding. 
On this side of the House it has been 
the CDmmDnest thing to hear hDn. 
Gentlemen say that all this secrecy on 
the part of the Foreign Office and the 
Board Df CDntrol is a cause of the 
greatest mischief. Assume for a mDment 
that the publicatiDn of this despatch was 
injudicious-after all, it was no high 
crime and misdemeanour. We Dn this 
side of the HDuse, and hon. Gentlemen 
below the gangway, ollght to look with 
kindness on this failing, which, if a 
failing, leans to virtue's side. Then, Sir, 

I with regard to the language of the des
patch, I do not know of any Govern
ment or Minister who would not be open 
to censure if we chose to take up every 
l"ord in a despatch. A man of firmer 

I texture, of stronger impulse, and more 
indignant feelings wi\l, on certain occa
sions, write in stronger terms than ,other 

men-and I confess I like those men 
best who write and speak so that you can 
really understand them. Now I say that 
the proposition before the House is a 
disingenuous one. It attempts to lead 
the House intI) a very unfortunate 
dilemma. lthink that no judicial mind, 
-:-seeing that the result of a. decision in 
favour of this Resolution will be the' 
establishment of the policy of the Pro
clamation';'will fail' to be convinced 
that we ought not to arrive at such a 
decision without great hesitation, 'and 
that we cannot do so without producing 
a very injurious effect on the minds of the 
people of India. ' 

We now come to what all parties admit 
to be the real question - the Proclama-
1ion and the, policy of confiscation 
announced in it. There are certain 
matters which I understand all sides o~ 
the House to be agreed on. They agree 
with the Government and the East India, 
Company that the people of Oude an~ 
enemies but that they are not rebels. 
[Cries of 'Yes, yesl'-'No, nol'] I 
thought the supporters of the ResolutioDt 
of the right hon. Gentleman the Memher 
for 'Oxford told us that if the Govem~ 
ment had written a judicious despatch, 
like that of the East India ,Company, 
they would have applauded and not 
censured it. Well, the East India Di-, 
rectors-and they are likely to know, fOJ; 
they were connected with the com .. 
mission of the Act that brought thilO 
disturbance in Oude upon,us -say that 
the people of Oude are not rebels; that 
they are not to be treated as rebels, but 
as enemies. If so, the Government have 
a right to treat them according to those 
rules which are observed by nations 
which are at war with each other. wm 
the House accept that proposition? 
[, No, no 1'-' Yes, yes I'] Well, ifhon. 
Gentlemen on this side will not accept it. 
I hope the noble Lord the Member for, 
the West Riding (Viscount Goderich): 
will not include t hem amongst those who. 
are in favour of clemency. I am quite 
sure the people of 'England will accept 
that definition-that civilised Europe will 
accept it;, aI!d that history-,istory, 

3-2 
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which will record our proeeedings this 
night, and our vote on this Resolution
will accept it. Sir, I do not see how any 
one claiming to be an Ellglishman or a 
Christian can by any possibility escape 
from condemning the policy of this Pro
clamation. 

I now come-and on that point I will 
be as brief as possible-to the question. 
What is the meaning of confiscating the 
proprietary rights in the soil? We have 
heard from a noble Lord in • another 
place,' and it has been stated in the 
course of the debate here, that this 
sentence of confiscation refers only to 
certain unpleasant persons who are 
called talookdars, who are barons and 
robber . chiefs and oppt:essors of the 
people. This is by no means the first 
time that. after a great wrong has been 
committed. the wrong-doer has at
tempted to injure by calumny those 
npon whom the wrong has been in
flicted. Lord Shaftesbury. who is a sort 
of leader in this great war, has told the 
world that this Proclamation refers only 
to 600 persons in the kingdom of Oude. 

The kingdom of Oude has about five 
millions of people, or one-sixth of the 
population of the United Kingdom. 
Applied to the United Kingdom in the 
same rate of the population it would 
apply to 3.600 persons. Now. in both 
Houses of Parliament there are proba
bly 700 landed proprietors. It would, 
therefore, be an edict of confiscation to 
the landed proprietors of the United 
Kingdom equal to five times all the 
landed proprietors in both Houses of 
Parliament. An hon. Gentleman says 
I am all wrong in my figures. I shall 
be glad to hear his figures afterwards. 
But that is not the fact; but if it were 
the fact, it would amount not to a 
political, but to an entire social revolu
tion in this country. And surely, when 
you live in a country where you have, 
as in Scotland. a great province under 
one Member of the House of Lords. and 
seventy or eighty miles of territory 
under another. and where you have 
Dukes of Bedford and Dukes of Devon
shire,'~ in England-surely, I say, we 

ought to he a little careful. at any rate, 
that we do not overturn, without just 
cause, the proprietary rights of the 
great talookdars and landowners in 
India. It is a known fact, which any
body may ascertain by referring to 
books which have been written, and to 
witnesses who cannot be mistaken, that 
this edict would apply to more than 
40,000 landowners in the kingdom of 
Oude. And what is it that is meant 
by these proprietary rights? We mnst 
see what is the general course of the 
policy of our government in India. If 
you sweep away all proprietary rights in 
the kingdom of Oude you will have this 
result-that there will be nobody con
nected with the land but the Govern
ment of India and the humble cultivator 
who tills the soil. And you will have 
this further result, that the whole pro
duce of the land of Oude and of the 
industry of its people will be divided 
into two most unequal portions; the 
lal ger share will go to the Govern
ment in the shape of tax, and the 
smaller share, which will be a handful 
of rice per day. will go to the cultivator 
of the soil. Now, this is the Indian 
system. It is the grand theory of the 
civilians. under whose advice, I very 
much fear, Lord Canning has unfortu
nately acted; and you will find in many 
parts of India, especially in the Presi
dency of Madras, that the population 
consists entirely of the class of cultiva
tors, and that the Government stands 
over them with a screw which is per
petually turned. leaving the handful of 
rice per day to the ryot or the cultiva
tor, and pouring a1l the rest of the pro
duce of the soil into the Exchequer of 
the East India Company. Now, I be
lieve that this Proclamation sanctions 
this policy; and I believe further that 
the Resolution which the right hon. 
Gentleman asks the House to adopt. 
sanctions this Proclamation;' that it 
wi1l be 50 read in India. and that what
ever may be the influence, unfortunate as 
I believe it will be, of the Proclamation 
itself, when it is known throughout ' 
.India t\)at this-the highest court of 
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_ appeal-has pronounced in favour of 
Lord Canning's policy, it will be one of 
the most unfortunate declarations that 
ever went forth from the Parliament 
of this country to the people of that 
empire. 

Let me then for one minute-and it 
shall be but for cne minute-ask the 
attention of the House to our pecuniary 
dealings with Outle. A friend of mine 
bas extracted from a book on this sub-

. ject two or three facts which I should 
like to state to the House, as we are 

- now considering the policy of England 
towards that afflicted country. It is 
stated that, under the government of 

. Warren Hastings, to the arrival of 
Lord Cornwallis in 1786, the East India 
Company obtained from the kingdom of 
Oude, and therefore from the Exchequer 
of the people of Ouele, the sum of 
9,252,0001.; under Lord Cornwallis, 
4,290,0001.; under Lord Teignmouth, 
1,280,0001.; under Lord Wellesley, 
10,358,0001. This includes, I ought to 
observe, the Doab, taken in 1801 in lieu 
of subsidy, the annual revenue of that 
district beingl,352,oooI. Coming down 
to the year Ill!.. there was a loan of a 
million; in 1815 a loan of a million; 
in 1825 a loan of a million; in 1826 a 
loan of a million; in 1829 a loan of 
625,0001.; and in 1838 a loan of 
1.700,0001. Some of these sums, the 
House will observe, are loans, and in one 
case the loan was repaid by a portion of 
terrilDry which the Company, in a very 
few years, under an excuse which I 
should not like to justify, re-annexed to 
themselves, and therefore the debt was 
virtually never repaid. The whole of 
these sums comes to 31,500,0001.; in 
addition to which Oude has paid vast 
sums in salaries, pensions, and emolu
ments of every kind to servants of the 
Company engaged in the service of the 
Government of Oude. 

I am not going further into detail 
with regard to that matter; but I say 
'that the history of our connection with 
the country, whosejnterests we are now 
discussing, is of a nature that ought to 
make us pause before we consent to any 

measure that shall fill up the cup of 
injury which we have offered to the lips 
of that people. Mter this, two years 
ago, we deposed the Sovereign of Oude. 
Everything that he had was seized
much of it was sold. Indignities were 
offered to his family. Their ruin was 
accomplished, though they were the 
governors of that kingdom. Some hon. 
Gentleman, speaking on this side of the 
House, has tried to persuade the House 
that this confiscation policy only intends 
that we should receive the taxes of Oude. 
But that is altogether a delusion. That 
is a statement so absurd that I am 
astonished that anyone, even of those 
that support the Resolution, should offer 
it to the House. In 1856, when you 
dethroned the King of Oude, you 
stepped into his place, and became the 
recIpients of all the legitimate national 
taxes of the kingdom of Oude; and 
now, having seized the 500,0001. a-year, 
the revenue of that country, after a 
solemn treaty which contained a clause 
that if there were a surplus of revenue 
it should be paid to the credit of the 
kingdom of Oude; after having applied 
that surplus, contrary to the clause of 
that treaty, to the general purposes of 
India; you now step in and you descend 
below the King, to every talookdar, to 
every landowner, large or small, to 
every man who has proprietary rights 
in the soil, to every man, the smallest 
and humblest capitalist who cultivates 
the soil-to every one of these you say 
in language that cannot be mistaken
• Come down from the independence 
and dignity you have held. As we have 
done in other provinces of India we 
shall do here. Two-thirds of you have 
Dot been mixed up in this war; but in 
this general confiscation the innocent 
must suffer with the guilty, for such is 
the misfortune of war, and such is the 
~nalty which we shall inflict upon you.' 
Sir, if this Proclamation be not a Pro
clamation of unheard-of severity, how 
comes it that so many persons have 
protested a"oainst it? Does any man 
believe that the noble Lord the Member 
for the West Riding (Viscount G4Jderich) 
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understands this Proclamation better 
than the high military authorities who 
have so long known India? Does he 
suppose that the House of Commons 
will take his authority upon a matter of 
this kind in preference to the authority 
of the whole united press of India 1-
[. Oh loh ! 'J Well, I dare say that 
hon. Members who cry • Oh!' have not 
read the newspapers of India upon the 
subject. Some of them uphold it be
cause they say that at one fell swoop it 
has done that which it took us twenty 
years to do in other districts of India, 
-and destroys 'every man who could 
influence the people against the British 
Government. Others say that it is a 
Proclamation of such a character that 
it must cause' war to the knife' against 
the English, and that the Governor
General who issued -such a Proclamation 
should have been prepared with a new 
army at his back that he might have 
power to enforce it. 

The learned Gentleman the Attorney
Geneml for Ireland referred in his 
speech the other night to what had 
been said by the hon. and learned Mem
ber for Devonport (Sir E. Perry) on the 
occasion of a question that I had put 
some two or three weeks ago. Now I 
call the House to witness whether when 
I put the question which brought out 
this despatch, and when the right hon. 
Gentleman the Chancellor of the Ex
chequer rose in his place and gave the 
answer that with respect to the policy 
of confiscation-for that is the only 
thing there is any dispute about in the 
Proclamation - the Government dis
avowed it in every sense-I call the 
House to witness whether every Gentle
man present in this part of the House 
did not cheer that sentiment. Of course, 
every man cheered it. They would not 
have been men; they would not have 
beeu Englishmen; they would not have 
been legislators; they would have been 
men who had never heard of what was 
just and right, if every instinct within 
them, at the instant they heard the 
declaration of the Government, did not 
compel~~em to' an entausiastic assent. 

, 
And it was only when the fatal influ
ence of party, and the arts which party 
knows how to employ, were put in 
motion, that hon. Gentlemen began to 
discover that, there was something 
serious and something dangerous in this 
memorable despatch. Now, 1 would 
ask the House thiS' question-are we 
prepared to sanction the policy of that 
despatch? 

1 am very sorry that I have not 
done what only occurred to me after 
this debate commenced, and after the 
Amendment was proposed, or I should 
have proposed another Amendment to 
the House that went expressly upon 
that point, because-and I speak it 
without the smallest reference to the 
influence which it may have on any 
party in this House-l think it of the 
very highest consequence that, whatever ' 
decision we come to, it should be liable 
to no misinterpretation when it arrives 
in India. Then, Sir, we have been 
treated to a good deal of eloquence 
upon the manner of the despatch; and 
with regard to that I must say a word 
or two. The noble Lord the Member 
for London, who sits below me, has, 
I think, fallen into the error of most of 
the speakers in favour of the Resolution; 
that is, of treating some of the outside 
circumstances of the case as if they were 
the case itself. I do not think, however, 
that he stated there was a word in the I 

despatch which was not true, although 
he did express what I thought was 
rather an immoral sentiment for so 
eminent a statesman. The noble Lord 
told us that after a crime had been com, 
mitted, men in office were never to let 
it be known or suspected that they 
thought it was a clime. [Lord John 
Russell: • The hon. Gentleman is mis
taken; I never said anything of the 
kind.'] I did not hear it myself, but 1 
read it, and many of my friends came to 
the same conclusion. [. Oh I oh I'] Well, 
I understand. then, that he did not say 
it; but what he did say was, that there 
was a great deal of sarcasm and in
vective in the desp~tch, and he read 
a passage to show that such was _ the 

l~ __ ~ ________ ~ ____________ ~I 
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I case. But ~e fact is that a great deal last men who would knowingly do any
depends upon the reading. I could take thing that was inhuman or unjust, and 

. a despatch of the noble Lord himself that is my opinion now. I think he is 
and read it in a manner that would per- to be commiserated, as any other man 
fectly astonish him. He said, if I am would have been who happened to be 
not mistaken, that if the House were to in India at such a time as this; and 
approve of that despatch as a proper I think we are bound also to take a 
despatch, then Lord Canning was not lenient view even of such errors as we 
tit to occupy the meanest political or may think he has committed. If I had 
.official situation. Indian despatches gone to India, or into any service under 
have, to my mind. never been very the State, I should expect that there 
gentle. I recollect having read in Mill'. would be a general disposition to give 
Hutory of BrilUb India. and in other me fair play in the exercise of my office, 
histories also. despatches that have and that no strained construction to my 
been sent from the President of the injury would be put upon anything 
Board of Control, the Secret Com- which I did. Well, that is the view 
mittee. and the Court of Directors, over which I entertain with regard to Lord 
and over again; and I have thought Canning. I have never uttered a syl
that they were written in a tone rather lable against him in public, although 
more authoritative and rather more I think that some of his acts have been· 
dictatorial than I should have been dis- open to great objection; and I am not 
posed to write. or than I should have about to say anything against him now. 
been pleased to receive. It arose from I would not support a Resolution which 
this-that in old times the magnates was intended to damage Lord Canning; 
sitting in Leadenhall-street were writing, and I think the hon. Member for Swan
not to Lord Canning and men of that sea (Mr. Dillwyn) has not done wrong 
altitude. but to merchants and agents in offering to the House the Amendment 
whom they had sent out, who were he has placed before us. But it is just 
entirely dependent upon them, and to possible that Lord Canning is in the 
whom they could say just what they midst of circumstances which have ren-

t· liked; and for 100 years past. as far ali dered it very difficult, perhaps impos
I I have seen, their despatches have had sible. for him to exercise his own calm 
! a character for severity. and that which judgment on the great question which 
f" men caU • dictatorial,' which I think forms the subject of this Proclamation. 
I might be very well dispensed with. But I see in that Proclamation not so much 
i that is a matter which should certainly an emanation from the humane and just 
. be taken into consideration. when a mind of Lord Canning, as the offspring 

large portion of this House are disposed of that mixture of red tape and ancient 
. not only to censure Lord Ellenborough, tradition which is the foundation of the 

but to overturn the Government, be- policy of the old civilian Council of 
cause a despatch is not written precisely Calcutta. But, Sir, if it were a question 
!n those gentle terms which some hon. of hurting Lord Canning's feelings and 
Gentlemen think to be right when denouncing this Proclamation, I could 
inditing a letter to a Governor-General have no hesitation ali to the choice 
of India. which I should make. A man's private 

There is one other point which I and personal feelings are not a matter 
must notice. and that is the supposed of imponance for the Iiouse when com
elTect of this despatch upon the feelings pared with the vast and permanent in
of Lord Canning. I am not so intimate terests involved in the dangerous policy 
,with Lord Canning as many Members which we are now discussing. And I 
of this House, but I have had the do not think the right hon. Gentleman 
pleasure of his acquaintance, and have (Mr. C:udwell), the noble Lord the 
always believed that he was one of the Member for the West Riding ~iscount 
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GQderich) •. and, the noble Lord the 
Member for London. have any right to 
throw themselves into something like a 
contortion of agony with regard to the 
manner of this despatch; because. as 
was stated to the House the other night 
by the learned Attorney-General for 
Ireland, they did not tell us much about 
the feelings of another public servant. 
acting on behalf of the Crown at a still 
greater distance from England. when 
last year they gave a vote on the China 
question which pronounced a most em
phatic condemnation on the conduct of 
Sir John Bowring. Now. I like fair 
play. I would treat Lord Canning as I 
would treat Sir John Bowring; and I 
would treat Sir John Bowring as I 
would treat Lord Canning. Do not let 
us have in the service of the State low
caste men who may be trampled upon 
at pleasure, and high-caste men whom 
nobody dare criticise. 

I said. when I began. that this Re
solution is important in reference to 
something else besides India; that it is 
important with reference to the position 
of parties in this House. I would ask 
the attention of the House for a few 
moments to that branch of the subject. 
I am afraid-and I hope I am not slan
dering anybody in saying it-that there 
is quite a. much zeal for what is called 
• place' as there is for the good of India 
in the proposition brought before us. 
If that despatch had been published 
three months ago, when we were all 
sitting on that side of the House, it is 
very probable that many Gentlemen 
who now speak against it would have 
thought it a noble despatch, containing 
noble sentiments, expressed in noble 
language. But now, Sir, there has been 
for the last two months a growing 
irritation observable, particularly in this 
part of the House. There has been a 
feeling which no ingenuity has been 
able to disguise-a fear that if the pre
sent Government should. by some means 
or other, remain in office over the Ses
sion, no small difficulty would be found 
in displacing it-lest, like the tree, 
which. (When first planted, may be 

easily pulled up, it shourd by-and-bye 
strike its roots downwards and its 
branches outwards, ~d after a year or 
two no man would be able to get it out 
of the ground. Hon. Gentlemen oppo-. 
site know that I differ very widely from 
them on many public questions, and 
probably at some not distant day they 
may find it out in some act of severe 
hostility; but I put it to the House 
whether, out of doors, the reputation of 
the present Government is not • ...;JI many 
respects. better than the last? 1'10.1< ..... 
for instance, the Gentlemen who come 
up from the country on various deputa
tions to the Ministers-the judgment of 
these deputations, without an exception, 
is in favour of the manner in which 
they have been received by the present 
Ministers, and of the way in which their 
suggestions and requests have been 
treated. Now. this may be no great 
matter. and I do not say that it is; but 
I make the observation for the benefit 
of the Gentlemen who sit on these 
benches, because it is just possible that 
they may some time have to receive 
deputations again; Then take their con
duct in this House. • Oh, yes: hon. 
Gentlemen may say, • but they are a 
weak Government; they have not a 
majority, and they are obliged to be 
very civil.' But what I maintain is, 
that every Ministry ought to be very 
civil, and what I am prepared to assert 
is-and I ask every man on this side I 
of the House if he does not agree with 
me, for I have heard dozens of them 
say it out of the House-that when the 
late Government were in office civility 
was a thing unknown. 

Take another point-for it is worthy. 
of consideration by Gentlemen on this 
side of the House, and I ask hon. Gen
tlemen who sit below the gangway es
pecially to. consider it-look at the 
heritage of trouble with regard to our 
foreigu policy which the existing Go
vernment found on their accession to 
office. Three months of what was go
ing on upon the Conspiracy Bill would 
have landed you on the very verge of 
a war, if not in a war, with France, 
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19 . and that danger has been avoided cer-
1.1 tainly by no concession which is inju
~'I rious to the honour of England. Take 
m: the question which has agitated the 
~i Pl1blic mind with regard to Naples. I 
~II am not going into any details; but so 
m', far as a Government could act. this 
~1 Government appears to have acted with 
111 judgment. I think the noble Lord be
m low me (Lord J. Russell) admitted that 
uj himself. I did not say that the noble 

~~ :h:~o~:!r~~t~~j~c:~n~!v~h~~ w?t~ 
f' I me as a witness to what I am stating. II With regard. then. to these questions. 
~ seeing the dilemma into which the 
! foreign affairs of the countty were 
I brought under the last Administration. 
, I think it is but fair. just. and generous 
Ii. that Members on this side of the House. 
t,~ at least. should take no course which 
r;tl wears the colour of faction. for the 
i'l purpose of throwing the present Go
,; . vernment out of office. Whenever I 
ll! join in a vote to put Gentlemen oppo
,j - site out of office. it shall be for some
d, thing that the country will clearly un
J - derstand-something that shall offer a 
d chance of good to some portion of the 
,I; I British empire-something that shall 

offer a chance of advancing distinctly 
the great -principles for which we-if 

,I we are a party at all on this side of the 
I : House-profess to care. 

But there is another reason. Not 
r· 'only is it feared tbat hon. Gentlemen 

. opposite will get firm in their seats. 
IJ' but it is also feared that some hon. 
,:' Gentlemen near me will get less firm 

in their alliance with the right hon. 
,,' Gentlemen on this side. I have heard 
'1.- of mutinous meetings and discussions. 
/' and of language of the most unpardon-
1, able charactel' uttered. as Gentlemen 
h.l now say. in the heat of debate. But 
'J there was something more going on. 
P'I which was traced to a meeting of in
~: dependent Members recently helU in 
,'1 Committee-room No. II ; and if a stop 
.: ' ~ere not put to it, the powerful ranks 
~, on these benches might be broken up: 

which, if united. it was believed. would 
storm the Treasury benches and r"place 

the late Government in~mer.' I believe 
it was intended that a desperate effort 
should be made to change the state of 
things here before Whitsuntide. That 
was a resolution which had been come 
to long before imy one knew anything 
about Lord Ellenborough's despatch. 
And the present seems to be a con
venient opportunity. inasmuch as it has 
this in its favour. that it appears to 
be defending an absent servant of the 
Crown; that it appears to be teaching 
a lesson to the Government who have 
acted injudiciously in publishing a des
patch; altogether it has that about it 
which makes it an excellent pretext on 
which hon. Gentlemen may ride into 
office. Now. I do not speak to Whigs 
in office or to those Gentlemen who 
have been in office and expect to be in 
office again; but 1 should like to say 
what I believe to be true to those Gen
tlemen who call themselves independent 
Members. who come here with no per
sonal object to serve, not seeking place. 
patronage, or favour. but with an honest 
desire. as far as they are able. to serve 
their country as Members of the House 
of Commons. If this Resolution be 
carried, it is supposed that the old Go
vernment. or something very like it. 
will come back again. Now. there was 
great discontent with that old Govern
ment before it went out; yet no pledge 
whatever has been given that its conduct 
will be better or different; no new 
measures have been promised. no new 
policy has been avowed. no new mcn, 
that I have seen. have been held forth 
to the public very distinctly as likely 
to take high office in the State. There 
have been some things which I should 
think Members of this House must 
have felt pain at witnessing. There 
are newspapers in the interest of this 
ex-Treasury bench which have, in the 
most unblushing manner. published 
articles emanating from the pen of 
somebody who knew exactly what was 
wanted to be done. In the case of a 
gentleman. for example. who was en
gaged in Committee-room No. Il-~ I 
gentleman whom I need not ~nti~.:J 



because the House knows all the CIr
cumstances of this case, but a gentle
man who took a most prominent part 
in the proceedings in that Committee
room-and no one is probably more 
indignant at what has .been done than 
himself-those newspapers have posi
tively fixed upon and designated him 
for a certain office, if the present Go- . 
vernment go out and another comes 
in; another gentleman who seconded a 
Resolution on that occasion is also held 
up for an office; but they do not state 
exactly what his precise position is to 
be; and the glittering bauble of some 
place in the in-coming Government is 
hung up before many hon. Gentlemen 
who sit around me.. It is not said, 
, It is for you,' and' It is for you;' but 
it is hung up dangling before them all, 
and every man is expected to covet that 
glittering bauble. 

But this is not all. These are not the 
only arts which are employed. Members 
of this House sitting below the gang
way, who have been here for years-
Gentlemen of the most independent 
character-receive flattering and beau
tifully engraved cards to great parties 
at splendid mansions; and not later 
than Friday last, of all times, those 
invitations were scattered, if not with a 
more liberal, no doubt with a much 
more discriminating hand than they 
ever were before. [An hon. Member: 
'Absurd !'] Of course it is very ab
surd; there is no doubt about that, and 
that is precisely why I am explaining it 
to the House. Why, Sir, if those cards 
of invitation contained a note with 
them, giving the exact history of what 
was realIy meant, it would say to hon. 
Gentlemen, 'Sir, we have measured 
your head, and we have gauged your 
soul, and we know or believe'-for I 
believe they do not know-' we believe 
that your- principles which you came 
into Parliament to support-your cha
racter in the House-your self-respect 
will go for nothing if you have a miser
able temptation like this held up before 
you.' Sir, if we could see them taking 
a coun l which is said to be taken Ly 
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the celeotated horse-tamer, who appeals, 
as I am told, to the nobler and more 
intelligent instincts of the animal which 
he tames, then I should not complain. 
But they appeal to instincts which every 
honourable mind repudiates, and to as
pirations which no hon. Gentleman on 
this side of the House can for a moment 
admit. 

Well, then, if they succeed, what sort 
of a Government shall we have? I am 
as anxious for a Liberal Government as 
any man in this House, but I cannot 
believe that, in the present position of 
things on this side of the House, a 
Liberal and solid Government can be 
formed. Vlfe are told, and the whole 
country has been in a state of expecta
tion and wonder upon it, that two 
eminent statesmen have actually dined 
together; and I am very glad to hear 
that men engaged in the strife of poli
tics can dine together without personal 
hostility. I say nothing of the viands 
that were eaten. I say nothing of the 
beverage that was in the 'loving cup' 
that went round. One of our oldest 
and greatest poets has told us that-

• Nepenthe is a drink of soverayne grace.' 

He says that it was devised by the gods 
to subdue contention, and subject the 
passions; but that it was given only to 
the aged and the wise, who were pre
pared by it to take their places with 
ancient heroes in a higher sphere. But 
that could not have been the contents 
of the' loving cup' in this instance, for 
these -aged. statesmen are still deter
mined to cling to this world, and to 
mix, as heretofore, with all the. vigour 
and the fire of youth in the turmoil and 
contention of public life. But does the 
fact of this dinner poil1t to reconcilia
tion, and to a firm and liberal adminis
tration? I believe that any such Go
vernment would be the worst of all 
coalitions. I believe that it would be 
built upon insincerity, and I suspect it 
would be of no advantage to the coun
try. Therefore I am not anxious to see 
such a Government attempted. 

I ask the House, then, are they pre-



INDIA. Ill • 

• pared to overthrow the existing Govern. 
ment on the question which the right 
hon. Gentleman has brought before us 
-a question which he has put in sl1ch 
ambiguous terms? Are they willing 
in overthrowing that Government to 
avow the policy of this Proclamation 
for India? Are they willing to throw 
the country into all the turmoil of a 
general election-a general election at 
a moment when the people are but just 

-'slowly recovering from the effects of the 
most tremendous commercial panic that 
this country ever passed through? Are 
they willing to delay all legislation for 
India till next year, and all legislation 
on the subject of Parliamentary reform 
till the year after that? Are they willing, 
above all, to take the responsibility 
which will attach to them if they avow 
the policy contained in this Proclama
tion? 

I confess, Sir, I am terrified for the 
future of India when I look at the in
discriminate slaughter which is now 
going on there. I have seen -6. letter, 
written, I believe, by a missionary, lately 
inserted in a most respectable weekly 
newspaper published in London, in 
which the writer estimates that 10,000 

. men have.been put to death by hanging 
alone. I ask you, whether you approve 
of having in India such expressions as 
these, which I have taken this day from 
a Calcutta newspaper, and which un
doubtedly you will be held to approve 
if you do anything which can be charged 
with a confirmation of the tenor of this 
Proclamation. Here is an extract from 
The Englishman, which, speaking of the 
men of the disarmed r~giments, who 
amount to some 20,000 or 30,000, or 
even 40,000 men, says :-

• There is no necessity to bring every 
Sepoy to a court·martial, and convict him 
of mutinous intentions before putting him 
down as guilty. We do not advocate ex
treme or harsh measures. nor are we of 
'those who would drench the land with 

' .. blood; but we have no hesitation in 
. saying, that, were the Government to 

order the execution of all these Sepoys, 

they would be legally and morally justified 
in doing so. There would be no in
justice done.' 

No injustice would be done! I ask the 
House to consider that these men have 
committed no offence; their military 
functions were suspended because it was 
thought they were likely to be tempted 
to commit an offen.ce, and therefore 
their arms were taken'from them; and 
now an Englishman-one of your own 
countrymen-writing in a newspaper 
published in Calcutta, utters sentiments 
so atrocious as those which I have just 
read to the House. I believe the whole 
of India is now trembling under the 
action of volcanic fires; and we shall 
be guilty of the greatest recklessness, 
and I will say of great crime against 
the Monarchy of England, if we do 
anything by which we shall own this 
Proclamation. I am asked on this 
question to overturn Her Majesty's Go
vernment. The policy adopted by the 
Government on this subject is the policy 
that was cheered by hon. Members. on 
this side when it was first announced. 
It is a policy of mercy and conciliation. 
False-may I not say?-or blundering 
leaders of this party would induce us, 
contrary to all our associations and all 
our principles, to support an opposite 
policy. I am willing to avow that I am 
in favour of justice and conciliation
of the law of justice and of kindness. 
Justice and mercy are the supreme at
tributes of the perfection which we call 
Deity, but all men everywhere compre
hend them; there is no speech 1I0r 
language in which their voice is not 
heard, and they cannot be vainly exer
cised with regard to the docile and in
telligent millions of India. You have 
had the choice. You have tried the 
sword. It has broken: it now rests 
broken in yOl1r grasp: and you stand 
humbled and rebuked. You stand 
humbled and rebuked before the eyes of 
civilised Europe. You may have an
other chance. You may, by possibility, 
have another opportunity of governing 
India. If yO\l have, I beseeciJayou to 
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make the best lise of it. Do not let 
liS pllrsue such a policy as many men 
in India, and some in England, have 
advocated, but which hereafter you 
will have to regret, which can end only, 

• 
as I believe, in something approaching 
to the ruin of this country, and which 
must, if it be persisted in, involve our 
name and nation in everlasting dis· 
grace. 

~~.----------------------------------------~ 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS, AUGUST I, 1859. 

From Hansard. 

[On August 1 Sir Charles Wood made his financial statement on India to the Haase of 
Common.. One of his proposals was that the Government should be empowered to 
raise 5,ooo,oool. in the United Kingdom in order to meet the demands of the present 
year. The Loan Bill passed through both Houses.] 

I RAVE so often addressed the House 
upon the question of India that I feel 
some hesitation in asking a portion of 
the time of the Committee this evening. 
But notwithstanding an observation of 
the right hon. Gentleman the Secretary 
for India that he does not see anything 
gloomy in the future of India, I confess 
that to my view the question assumes 
yearly a greater magnitude, and I may 

, say a greater peril. I think, therefore, 
lhat having given some attention to 
this subject in years past, I may be per

, mitted to bring my share, be its value 
more or less, to the attempt which we 
are now making to confront this great 

. evil. When we recollect how insufficient 
are the statements which he has from 
India, the right hon. Gentleman has 
given us as clear an accollnt of the 
finances of India as it was possible for 
him to do, and looking at them in the 
most favourable point of view we come 
to this conclusion:-We have what we 
have had for twenty years, only more 
rapidly accumulating, deficit on deficit 
IlI1d debt on debt. 

The right hon. Gentleman told the 
Committee that when he left the Go

I vemment of India, I think in 1855, 

everything was in a most satisfactory 
condition. Well, it did happen in tliat 
year, perhaps by some of that kind of 
management which I have observed 
occasionally in Indian finance, that the 
deficit was brought down to n sum not 
exceeding 150,0001. [Sir C. Wood: I 
• There was a surplus of 400,0001.'] 
The deficit, I believe, before the mutiny 
was 143,0001. But, if the right hon. 
Gentleman will allow me to take the 
three years. preceding the mutiny, I 
think that will give a much fairer idea 
of the real st~te of the case, and it is 
not the least. use shutting Ollr eyes to 
the real state of the case, because some 
day or other it will find us out, or we 
shall find it Ollt. The real state of the 
case in the three years preceding the 
mutiny, 1855, 1856, and 1857, ending 
the 30th of April; is a deficit of 
2,823,0001., being an average not very 
far short of 1,000,0001. a-year. That is 
the state of things immediately after the 
right hon. Gentleman left office. I do 
not in the least find fault with him. He 
did not make the deficit, but I merely 
state this to show that things are not 
at the moment in that favourable state 
which the right hon. Gentlem. would 
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induce the Committee to believe. Keep
ing our attention to that period. there 
is an!lther point of view, which is also 
very important. It appears to me that 
any Government must be an excessively 
bad Government which ~annot defray 
its cxpenses out of the taxes which it 
levies on its people. We know, and 
every one has for years known, that in 
India there is a source of revenue, not 
from taxes levied on the people, but 
from opium, and which is very like the 
revenue derived by the Peruvian Go
vernment from guano. H we tum to 
those three years and see what relation 
the expenditure of the Government had 
to taxes levied on the people of India, 
we shall find, though we may hear that 
the taxes are not· so much as we im
agine, or that the people are ext)'emely 
poor, or that the Government is very 
extravagant-we shall find that the sum 
levied for the sale of opium and transit 
was no less than lo,50o,oool., and if we 
add that to the 2,800,oool., we get a 
sum of 13,300.0001., which is the exact 
sum which the Government of India 
cost in those three years over and above 
what was raised from the people by 
actual taxation. I say that this is a state 
of things which ought to cause alarm, 
because we know, and we find it stated 
in the last despatches, that the income 
derived from opium is of a precarious 
character, and from the variation of cli
mate in India, or from a variation of 
policy in the Chinese Government, that 
revenue may suddenly either be very 
much impaired or be cut off altogether. 

. The right hon. Gentleman brings us 
to the condition in which we are now, 
and it may be stated in the fewest 
possible words to be this,-that the 
debt of India has been constantly rising, 
and that it amounts now to 100.000,0001. 
sterling. [. No, no 1') The right hon. 
Gentleman said 95,000,0001., but .he 
said, there would be 5.000,0001. next 
year. and I will undertake to say that 
it is fair to argue on the basis that the 
debt of India at this moment is about 
100,000,000/., that there is a deficit of 
u,ooo~. this year, and that. there 

II I 
may be expected to be a deficit of I 
10,000,00=1. next year. It is not to be i 

wondered at that it should be difficult I 
to borrow money on Indian account. f 

I am not surprised at the hon. Mem- , 
ber for Kendal (Mr. Glyn) being so 
lively in the House to· night, and other 
hon. Gentlemen connected with the 
City, who, I understand, have been 
impressing on the Secretary of State 
the fact that money cannot be had in 
the City for the purpose for which he 
wants it. I do not wonder that it is· 
difficult to .raise money on Indian 
account. I should think it extraordinary 
if it could be bon'owed without a high 
rate of interest. That it can be bor
rowed at all can only arise from the 
fact that England, whatever disasters 
she gets into, generally contrives, by 
the blood of her soldiers or by the 
taxation of her people, to scramble 
through her difficulties, and to maintain 
before the world, though by enormous 
sacrifices, a character for good faith 
which is scarcely held by any other 
country in the world. With regard to 
the question of an Imperial guarantee, 
I take an opposite view from the noble 
Lord (Lord Stanley) on that particular 
point, though I agree with what he said 
as to certain expenses thrown on the 
Indian Government. 

Last year I referred to the enormous 
expense of the Affghan war-about 
15,ooo,oool.-the whole of which ought 
to have been thrown on the taxation of 
the people of England, because it was a 
war commanded by the English Cabinet, 
for objects supposed to be English, but 
which, in my opinion, were of no advan
tage either to England or India. It was 
most unjust that this enormous burden 
should have been thrown upon the 
finances of the Indian Government. But 
I do mit oppose an Imperial guarantee 
because I particularly sympathize with 
the English taxpayers in this matter. 
I think the English taxpayers have 
generally neglected all the affairs of 
India. and might be left to pay for it. 
But there was no justice in imposing on 
the unfortunate millions of India the 
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• burden of a policy with which they had 

nothing to do, and which could not 
bring anyone of them a single handful 
of rice more-it did bring them rather 
less than more-than they would have 
eaten without it. But I object to an 
Imperial guarantee on this ground,-if 
we let the Services of India. after ex· 
hausting the resources of India, put 
their hands into the pockets of the 
English people. the people of England 
having no control over the Indian ex
penditure, it is impossible to say to 
what lengths of unimagined extrava· 
gance they would go; and in endea
vouring to save India may we not go 

, far towards ruining England? 
But look at this question of Indian 

finance from another point of view. 
The noble Lord (Lord Stanley) and the 
right hon. Gentleman the Secretary for 
India have both referred to the enormous 
"mount of the whole taxation of India 
taken by the Military Service. I believe 
it has been shown that at this moment 
almost, if not altogether, the whole of 
the net revenue of India is being ab· 
sorbed by the Military Service of that 
empire; that not a farthing is left out 
of the whole net revenue of India to 
pay the expenses of the civil government 
or the public creditor. If we leave out 
the opium duty, perhaps we shall see 
how far the Military Service bears on 
the taxation of India; we shall see that 
more than its net amount is absorbed 
by the Military Service. That is a state 
of things that has never existed in any 
other country or among any other 
people, for any considerable period, 
without bringing that country to anarchy 
and ruin. We have been told by the 
Governor-General that the great bulk 
of the revenue of India is not elastic; 
that with regard to the land-tax there 
has been for a long period no increase 
in it; that, on the contrary, that large 
source of income has decreased. He 
tells us, further, that the army cannot, 
at present, be largely reduced with safety. 
If so, what is the end to which we must 
come?' Either the Government of India 
must come to an end, or England itself 

. . 

must become tributary to India. Seeing 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
has within the last fortnight asked 
70,000,0001. of the English taxpayer for 
the expenses of the English Govern
ment, to ask nine or ten millions more 
for the Government of India would cer. 
tainly cause great dissatisfaction in this 
country. The picture is, to my mind, 
an alarming one, notwithstanding the 
cheerful view taken of it by the Secretary 
for India; and it has filled many besides 
myself with dismay. 

Now, looking round for modes of 
escape from this position, I believe they 
exist, if we had the courage to adopt 
them. An hon. Friend has asked me. 
• Is there nobody to tell the House of 
Commons the truth on this matter?' 
I might ask why he has not done it 
himself. I suppose he is afraid of being 
thought rash; but his advice is, that 
the Government should re-establish the 
independence of the Punjab, recall the 
Ameers of Scinde, restore the Govern
ment of the King of Oude, giving to it 
the dependency of N agpore. I confess, 
whether it be rash or not, that I think 
it would be wise to restore the Govern
ment of the Punjab and to give inde
pendence to that pro"ince which is 
called Scinde, because as no revenue 
is received from that part of the' country 
in excess of the' expense which its re- ' 
tention causes to this country, we should 
endeavour to bring our dominions il\ 
India within a reasonable and manag~ 
able compass. No policy can be more 
lunatic than the policy of annexation 
we have pursued of late years in India. 
and the calamity we are now meeting 
is the natural and inevitable consequence 
of the folly we have committed. It is 
not easy for great generals and states
men who have been made earls and 
marquesses and had bronze statues put 
up in their honour in our public squares 
-it is not easy for the statesmen who 
have done all this to tUlU round and 
reverse it all; they have not the moral 
courage to do it; it might be an act of 
peril; it might appear a descent from 
the summit of empire and bll .ongly 
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construed throughout the world. But 
as a question of finance and good go
vernment we should, a few years hence, 
admit that itwas a sound policy. But 
I will not pursue this subject, for I may 
fairly take it for granted that the House 
of Commons and the Government of 
England are not likely to take such a 
course till we are reduced to some 
extremity even greater than that which 
now meets us. 

But there is another course that may 
fairly be recommended. It is to take 
India as it is, the empire with all your 
annexations as it stands, and to see if 
it is not possible to do something better 
with it than you have done before, and 
to give it 3 chance in future years of 
redeeming not only the character of 
the Government but its. ·financial and 
legislative position. The noble Lord 
(Lord Stanley) says there cannot be 
any great diminution in the expenditure 
for the Civil Service of India; but I do 
not in the least agree wi th the Secretary 
for India when he says that the gentle
men of the Civil Service in that country 
are not overpaid. Every one knows 
that they are overpaid; except some 
very high-salaried bishops of whom we 
have heard, no men are so grossly over
paid as the officials of the Civil Service 
in India. The proof of this may be 
found everywhere. Look at the Island 
of Ceylon; there the duties are as ar
duous and the climate as unfavourable 
as in India; yet the Government does 
not pay its officials there mOle than 
one-haU or two-thirds of the salaries 
they are paid in India. There are in 
India itseU many hundreds of -Euro
peans, the officers of the Indian army, 
all the Indian clergy, ane! missionaries; 
there are also English merchants, carry
ing on their business at rates of profit 
not much exceeding the profits made in 
this country. But the Civil Service of 
the Indian Government, like everything 
privileged and exclusive, is a pampered 
body; and, notwithstanding it has plO
duced some few able men who have 
worthily done their duty, I do not think 
the Ci~H Service of India deserves the 

loud praise we have so fr~uentIy heard 
awarded to it by speakers in this House. 
Now if you could reduce the expense-of 
the Civil Service by any considerable 
amount, the best thing you could do 
with the money would be to increase 
the establishment by sending a greater 
number of competent persons as magis
trates, collectors, and officials into the i 
distant provinces, and thereby double 
the facilities for good government in 
those districts. If you could reduce 
the income of the Civil Service one 
haU, you could for the same money 
have a more efficient Service throughout 
India than at present. You might not 
save money, but you wonld get a more 
complete Service for it. 

But the military question the House 
of Commons will certainly have to take 
in hand; though Secretaries for India 
are afraid to grapple with it. I am not 
astonished that they feel some hesitation 
in doing so, for from every one con
nected with the Military Service they 
would hear the strongest objections to 
reducing the number of the troops. But 
let me ask the Committee to consider 
what it has just heard. Before the 
Revolt the European troops in India 
numbered 45,000 and the Native troops 
250,000; now the 45,000 European 
troops are 110,000, and the 250,000 
Native soldiers are raised to 300,000. 
What was it that we heard during the 
Indian mutiny; what was the cause of 
all the letters that appeared in the news.
papers? Every man said that the great 
evil was having a Native anny far larger 
than was required. That has been the 
source of peril, and that was the real 
cause of the mutiny. Now we have 
even a larger portion of this most pe
rilous element than we had before. The 
authorities of India do not appear to 
have learnt anything from the mutiny, 
or they have learnt that all that was 
said in this House and in this country 
was nntrue, because they have 50,000 
more Native troops than they had be
fore the mutiny. Therefore, the mode 
of argument appears to be this :-A 
Native army was the cause of the 
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mutiny. the J.use of all our perils. and 
now it is necessary to have more of it; 
alid. as that is the perilous element, of 
course 45.oclo troops are not sufficient 
to keep them in check; therefore, you 
have at present 110,000; and certain 
officers who were examined, and the 
Commissioners who reported, recom-

, mended that you should always have 
,at least 80.000 Europeans there. If 
we are only to have one body of troops 

i to watch another. it seems to me there 

I 
can be no hope of any diminution of 
our military force, nor any real reduc> 

I tion in our expenditure. Why is it that 

f 

you require all this army? Let me ask 
the Committee to look at the matter as 
sensible men of business. The Revolt, 

I which has been such a terrible affair, 
has been suppressed. It was suppressed 

I mainly by the 45.000 men in India, and 
not by the 110,000 you have succeeded 

i in placing there at a later period. More 
I than that, there is not at the present 
'moment any alarming amount of dis-

satisfaction in India, or at least the 
dissatisfied are dispirited, and have lost 
all hope of resisting the power of Eng. 
land. and must for a long period. I 
think, remain wholly dispirited. At 

,the same time, you have disarmed the 
people over a vast province. Th.ere 
are millions of people in India, a great 
number of whom were previously in 
possession of arms, who do not now 
possess a single weapon. I have seen 
in the last accounts, only a day or two 
since, a statement that not less than 
10400 forts in the kingdom of Oude 
alone have been destroyed, and we 
know that many more have been de
stroyed in other parts. There is at 
this moment no power for combined 
organized armed resistance against you, 
except that which is in the Native army, 
which the Indian Government has been 
building up of late to a greater extent 
<han ever. 

The Doble Lord (Lord Stanley) spoke 
of one point-the great importance of 
.yhich I admit - the want of conlidence 
md sympathy that must have arisen 
uetween the two races in consequence 

of the transactions of the last two 'years. 
The shock of revolt must have created 
great suspicion and hatred and fear, 
and there is nothing out of which panic 
grows so easily as out of those con
ditions, I believe that is the case in 
India, and perhaps there are indications 
of something of the kind at home. 
There is a panic, therefore, and neither 
the Governor-General nor the Civil Ser
vice nor militaI}' officers can make up 
their minds that they are safe, recol
lecting the transactions of the past two 
years, in having a less military force 
than we now have in India. But if you 
ask those gentlemen they will never say 
they have enough. There are admirals 
here, as we know, who are perfectly 
wild about ships, with whom arithmetic 
on such a question goes for nothing. 
They would show you in the clearest 
possible manner that you have not ships 
enough. So also, although I am glad 
to find not to the same extent, as to 
troops. Some one said the other night, 
in answer to an hon. Gentleman, about 
an increased force of a particular kind, 
• There is nothing like leather: and it 
is so. I say naval officers and military 
officers are not the men to ,,"hom the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer should de
pute the great and solemn duty of de
termining what amount shall be ex
pended for milital)' purposes. There 
is not a countl)' in the world that would 
not have been bankrupt long since. and 
plunged into irretrievable ruin, if the 
milital)' authorities had been allowed 
to determine the amount of militaI}' 
force to be kept up. and the amount of 
revenue to be devoted to that purpose., 

I have another objection to this great 
army, and I now come to the question 
of policy, which. I am SOfl)' to say for 
India, has not been touched upon. J 
do not think this is a question to be 
merely settled by a vel)' clever manner 
of giving the figures of the case. Those 
figures depend upon the course you in
tend to pursue. upon the policy which 
the Government intends to adopt. in 
,that countl)'. With this great army 
two things are certain-we ~ have 

4 
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DO reform of any kind in the Govern
ment of India, nor an improved conduct 
on the part of the English in India 
towards the Natives of India. With a 
power like this-IIo,OOO English troops, 
with an English regiment within an 
hour's reach of each civil servant, you 
will find that the supremacy of the con
quering race will be displayed in the 
most offensive manner. 

Everybody connected with India
the hon. Member for Devonport (Sir 
Erskine Perry), the hon. Member for 
Aberdeen (Colonel Sykes)-all who are 
connected with India, know well that 
when the English were feeble in India, 
when they had not a great army in the 
field or a great revenue to support it, 
every Englishman treated the Natives 
by whom he was surroUD(~ea rather with 
the feeling that he was an intruder in 
the country, and that it was Dot only 
proper but absolutely Decessary tq deal 
in a conciliatory and just manner with 
the great body of the Natives of India; 
but precisely as our power increased 
the conduct of our countrymen changed, 
and I find in the excellent book of Mr. 
Shore that thirty years ago he describes 
this as the very source of the growing 
ill feeling between the races in India. 
n has grown from that time to this, 
until we have an irritation and animo· 
sity which in our time, it may be, we 
shall see very little removed, and which' 
may perhaps never be wholly allayed. 
A Government, then, with this vast 
army, must always be in a difficulty. 
Lord Canning-Lord anybody else
cannot tum his attention to anything 
but this wearing, exasperating question 
of how money is to be got for the next 
quarter to pay this army. He cannot 
tum his attention in any way to reforms, 
and I am convinced that this House 
must insist upon the Government re
ducing its army, whatever be the risk. 
A large army will render it impossible 
for you to hold the country, for you 
will have a constantly increasing debt, 
and anarchy must inevitably overwhelm 
r.0u in the end. A small army, a m~ 
derate; conciliatory, and just Govern-

ment, with the finances in t a prosperous 
condition :-and I know not but that 
this country may possess for genera
tions and centuries a share: and a large 
share, in the government of those vast 
territories which it has conquered. 

As to measures of reduction, I admit 
that it is of little use attempting them 
unless they are accompanied by other 
changes. Here 1 have a charge to bring 
against the Indian Government. I did 
hope when the noble Lord spoke t~night 
that he would have told us something 
which I am sure he· must have known; 
that there is no such thing as a real Go
vernment in India at all; that there is no 
responsibility either to a public opinion 
there, or to a public opinion at home; 
and that therefore we cannot expect a 
better policy or happier results. Let hon. 
Gentlemen imagine a Government like 
that in India, over which the payers of 
the taxes have not the slightest control; 
for the great body of the people in 
India have, as we all know, no control 
in any way ,over the Government. 
Neither is there any independent Eng
lish opinion that has any control over 
the Government, the only opinions be
ing those of the Government itself, or 
those of the Military and Civil Ser
vices, and chiefly of the latter. They are 
not the payers of taxes; they are the 
spenders and the enjoyers of the taxes, 
and therefore the Government in India 
is in the most unfortunate position 
possible for the fulfilment of the great 
duties that must devolve upon every 
wise and just Government. The Civil 
Service, being privileged, is arrogant, ':" 
and I had almost said tyrannous, as I 
anyone may see who reads the In
dian papers, which mainly represent 
the opinion of that Service and the 
Military Service, which, as everywhere 
else where it is not checked by the re
solution of the taxpayers and civilians, 
is clamorous and insatiable for greater 
expenditure. The Governor-General 
himself,-and I do not make any at
tack upon Lord Canning, although I 
could conceh'e a Governor·General 
more suited to his great and difficult 
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position,-he is .. c:reature of these 
very Services. 

I now ask the noble Lord to re
member a c:ase which happened during 
the time he held office, and if the Com
mittee will allow me, for the sake of 
illustration, to refer to it, I do not think 
it will be any waste of time. Hon. 
Gentlemen will rec:ollect that during 
the last year, my hon. Friend the 
Member for Stockport (Mr. J. B. 
Smith), who has paid great attention 
to Indian subjects, put a question to 
the noble Lord relating to the annexa
tion of a small territory c:alled Dhar. 

.. What has been the c:ourse of events in 
relation to that case? The news of the 

, annexation reached this country on the 
20th of March last year. Upon the 23rd 

r the question was put in this House, 
when the hon. Member for Inverness I (Mr. Baillie), then Under-Secretary, re-

I
' plied, that the Government had just 
. been informed of it by the Governor

I' General, and that he was solely reo 
f sponsihle for the act, the Government 
~ here having had no previous commu
I nic:ation upon it. Upon the 11th of 

June the noble Lord (Lord Stanley) 
announced to the House, in answer to 
a question; that he had disallowed the 
annexation of Dhar. The despatch 
disallowing it has since been laid upon 
the table. It is dated June 23, and it 
asks for information from the Governor
General. In India they assumed this 
unfortunate Rajah to be guilty of mis· 
demeanour, because his troops had reo 
volted, and the noble Lord in his 
despatch said, as I think very sensibly, 
• H we c:annot keep our own troops, 
what argument is it for overturning the 
independence of the territory of Dhar, 
seeing that the Rajah himself has been 
faithful towards us, but his troops have 
rebelled l' The noble Lord asked for 
further infonnation. In the preceding 
April the Ranee, the mother or step
mother of the Rajah, a mere boy of 
thirteen, sent two memorials to the 
Governor-General, one by post, and the 

ther through the local British officer, 
:remonstrating against the annex~tion. 
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The noble Lord opposite (Lord 
Stanley) did an excellent thing. He 
did honour to himself by appointing 
a man of a new sort as Governor of 
Madras. I have not much acquaint
ance with Sir C. Trevelyan, but I be
lieve him to be a very intelligent man 
and very earnest for the good of India. 
But he finds that at Madras he is like a 
man who is manacled, as all the Gover
nors are. He is able to do almost no
thing. But he has a spirit above being 
the passive instrument for doing nothing 
in the hands of the Governor·General, 
and he has been disposed to make 
several changes which have looked ex
ceedingly heterodox to those who are 
connected' with the old Government of 
India, and which have shocked the 
nerves of the fifteen old gentlemen who 
meet in Leadenha1l-street, and their 
brethren in India. I find that among 
the change!; endeavoured to be effected 
by Sir C. Trevelyan, the following are 
enumerated :-He has' endeavoured to 
conciliate the Natives by abolishing 
certain ceremonial distinctions which 
were supposed to degrade them when 
visiting the Government House; he has 
shown that personal courtesy to them 
which appears to be too much neglecte<J. 

"in India; he has conspicuously reward
ed those who have rendered services to 
the State; he has made one of the Na
tives his aide-de-camp; he has endea
voured to improve the land tenure, to 
effect a settlement of the Enam, and 
to abolish the impress of cattle and 
carts. He has also abolished three
fourths, or perhaps more, of the paper 
work of the public servants. He also 
began the great task of judicial reform, 
than which none is more urgently press
ing. But what is said of Sir C. Tre· 
velyan for instituting these reforms? 
He ",has raised a hornets' nest about 
him. Those who surround the Gover
nor-General at Calcutta say •• We might 
as well have the Governors of the Pre
sidencies independent, if they are to do 
as they like without consulting the Go· 
vernor·General as has been .done in 
past Gmes.' The Friend of India is a 

journal Dot particularly 'scrupulous in 
supporting the Calcutta Government, 
but it has a horror of any Government 
of India except that of the Governor
General and the few individuals who 
surround him. A writer in the Friend 
of India says:-

• Sir C. Trevelyan relies doubtless on 
Lord Stanley, and we do not dream of 
denying that the Secretary of State has 
provocation enough to excuse the unusual 
course he seems obliged to pursue. To 
send a reform to Calcutta is, at present, 
simply to lay it aside. It win probably 
not even be answered for two years, cer
tainly not carried in five. Even when 
sanctioned, it will have to pass through a 
crucible through which no plan can escape 
entire. That weary waiting for Calcntta, 
of which all men, from Lord Stanley to 
the people of Singapore, now bitterly com
plain, may well tempt the Secretary to 
carry on his plans by the first mode offered 
to his hand.' 

Here are only a dozen lines from a long 
article, and there are other articles in 
the same paper to the same purport. I 
think, then, that I am justified in con
demning any Secretary for India who 
contents himself with giving US the 
figures necessary to show the state of 
the finances, which any clerk in the 
office could have done, and abstains 
from going into the questions of the 
government of India and that policy 
upon which alone you can base .any, 
solid hope of an improveme:tin '·the 
condition of that country. ...)# 

There is another point I woul • ";"en
tion. The Governor-General of Indi:" 
goes out knowing little or nothing of 
India. I know exactly whal he does 
when he is appointed. He shuts him
self up to study the first volumes of Mr. 
Mill's Hislory of I"dia, and he reads 
through this lahoriou.s wor~ wit~out 
nearly so much effect In makmg hIm a 
good Governor-General as a man mi!:.ht , 
ignorantly suppose. He ,goes to In~1I1. 
a country of ,twenty nahons. speakmg 
twenty languages. He knows n?ne of 
those nations. and he has not a ghmmer 
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of the grammar and pronunciation or 
meaning of those languages. He is 
surrounded by half·a·dozen or a dozen 
gentlemen who have been from fifteen 
to forty years in that country, and who 
have scrambled from the moderate but 
sure allowance with which they began 
in the Service to the positions they now 
occupy. He knows nothing of the 
country or the people, and they are 
really unknown to the Government of 
India. To this hour the present Gover
nor·General has not travelled through 
'tny considerable portion of the territory 
of India. If he did, he would have to 
pay an increased insurance upon his 
life for travelling through a country in 
which there are very few roads and no 
bridges at all. Observe the position, 
then, in which the Governor-General is 
placed. He is surrounded by an official 
circle, he breathes an' official air, and 
everything is dim or dark beyond it. 
You lay duties upon him which are 

. utterly beyond the mental or bodily 

r
' strength of any man who ever existed, 

and which he cannot therefore ade
~ quatel y perform. 

r Turning from the Governor-General 
to the Civil Service, see how short the 

r period is in which your servants ill that 
, country. remain in any particular office. 

I. You are constantly criticising the bad 
customs of the United States, where 

I every postmaster and many other officers 
lose their situations, and where others 
are appointed whenever a new President 
is elected. You never make blunders 
like the United States, and you will 
therefore be surprised at a statement 
given in evidence by Mr. Underhill, the 
Secretary of the Baptist Missionary 
Society. He says that in certain dis
tricts in Bengal there are three or four 
Englishmen to 1,000,000 inhabitants, 

'and that the magistrates are perpetu
,ally moving about. I have here the 
names of several gentlemen cited. Mr. 
Henry Lushington went to India in 
ISH, and remained till 184" During 
these twenty-one years he filled twenty
one different offices; he went to Europe 
<twice, being absent from India not less 

than four and a quarter years. Upon an 
average, therefore, he held his twenty
one .offices not more than nine months 
each. Mr. J. P. Grant was Governor 
of Bengal. That was so good a place 
that he remained stlltionary in it. But 
he went to India in 1828 and remained 
there until 1841. In those thirteen 
years he held twenty-four different situ
ations, being an average of less than 
six months for each. Mr. Charles 
Grant-and I may say that Grant is 
a name which for three or four genera
fions has been found everywhere in 
India,-he was in India from 1829 to 
1842, and in those thirteen years he 
filled seventeen offices, being an average 
of only eight months for each office. 
Mr. Halliday, Governor of Bengal, went 
to India in 1825. and remained until 
1843. In those eighteen years he held 
twenty· one offices, and he did not be
come stationary until he was accredited 
to the lucrative and great office of Go
vernor of Bengal. 

I think these facts show that there is 
. something in the arrangements of the 

Indian Government which makes it no 
Government at all, except for the pur
pose of raising money and spending 
taxes. It is no Government for watching 
over the people and conferring upon 
them those blessings which we try to 
silence our consciences by believing the 
British Government is established in 
India to promote. What can a Go
vernor-General do with such a Council, 
and with servants who are ever changing 
in all the departments? I am not 
stating my own opinion, but what is 
proved by the blue-books. Mr. Halliday 
stated that the police of Bengal were 
more feared than the thieves and dacoits .. 
But bow is this Government, so occu
pied and so embarrassed, to be expected 
to put the police on a satisfactory foot
ing? With regard to justice, I might 
appeal to any gentleman who has been 
in India whether, for the most part, 
the Judges in the Company's Courts are 
not without training, and if they are 
without training, whether they will not 
probably be without law. The ~ay is 
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something of which we can have no 
conception, even with our experience of 
the Court of Chancery in this country. 
Perjury and wrong are universal where
ever the Courts of the Company's Ser
vice have been established in India. Of 
their taxation we hear enough to-night., 
It is clumsy and unscientific. In their 
finance there is such confusion that the 

, Government proposes to send out some
body. not to raise revenue. not to spend 
it. but somebody who will be able to 
tell you how it is raised and spent. for, 
that is what you want to know. They 
have no system of book-keeping what
ever. The Secretary of State gives us 
a statement of revenue and expenditure 
up to the. 30th of April. 1858. sixteen 
months back. and even for the year pre
ceding he can only furni~h what he calls 
an 'estimate.' Would any other Legis
lative Assembly in the whole world. 
except this, tolerate such a state of 
things? I did try myself several years 
ago to gct a statement of the accounts 
up to a later period; but I found it was 
of no ,use. They ought to be brought 
up to a later period; the thing is quite 
within the range of possibility; it is 
simply not done because there is no 
proper system of book·keeping. and no 

lone responsible for not doing it. 

I You have no Government in India; 
you have no financial statement; you 

I ha\'e no system of book·keeping; no 
.. responsibility; and everything goes to 

confusion and ruin because there is 
such a Government, or no Government. 
and the English House of Commons 
has not taken the pains to reform these 

i things. The Secretary of State 10-night 
points to the increase in the English 
trade. In that trade I am myself inter
ested. and I am delighted to see that 
increase; but it should be borne ill 
mind that just now it is not a natural 
increase. and therefore not certain to be 
permanent. If you are spending so 
many millions in railroads and in carry
ing on war-that is, 33,000,0001. for 
your armaments in India instead of 
13,ooo,oool.-is not that likely to make 
a gr~t difference in your power to 

import more largely frou:. this counfty 
Do not we know that when the G 
vemment of the day was pouring Englis G 
treasure into the Crimea the trade wit 
the Levant was most materially in 
creased? And. therefore, I say it . 
be a delusion 'for the right hon. Gentl 
man to expect that the extraordina 
increase which has taken place withi 
the last three years will go on in futur 
in the same proportion. 

Now. the point which I wish to' brin 
before the Committee and the Govern- , 
ment is this, because it is on this that I " 
rely mainly-I think I may say almost' 
entirely-for any improvement in the I 

future of India. It would be impertinent 
to take up the time of the Committee 
by merely cavilling at what other people I 

have said, and pointing out their errors 
and blunders, if I had no hope of being 
able to suggest any improvement in the 
existing !;tate of things. I believe a 
great improvement may be made, and , 
by a gradual progress that will dislocate 
nothing. I dare say it may disappoint 
some individuals. but where it will dis
appoint one man in India it will please 
a. thousand. What you want is to de
centralize your Government. I hold it 
to be manifestly impossible to govern 
150,000.000 of persons, composing 
twenty dift'erent nations, speaking as 
many different languages, by a man 
who knows nothing of India. assisted 
by half-a-dozen councillors belonging 
to a privileged order. many of whom 
have had very little experience in India, 
except within narrow limits, and whose 
experience never involved the consider:
ation and settlement of great questions 
of statesmanship. If you could have an 
independent Government in India for 
every 30,000,000 of its people, I do not 
hesitate to say, though we are so many 
thousand miles away, that there aI1l I 

Englishmen who, settling down among 
those 20.000,000 of people. would be 
able to conduct the Government of that 
particular province on conditions wholly 
different and immeasurably better than 
anything in the way of administration 
which we have ever seen in India. 
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If I, were" Secretary of State for ment, , and who had lived some years in 
India,-but as I am not, I will recom· Ceylon, what was the state of the 
mend the right hon. Gentleman to do Council? He said it was composed of 
that which I would do myself, or I 'sixteen members, of whom six were 
would not hold his office for one month; non-official and independent, and the 
because, to hold office and come before Governor had always a majority, He 
the House Session after Session with a added that at the present moment in 
gloomy statement, and with 'no kind' of that Council there was one gentleman, 
case to show that you are doing any- a pure Cingalese by birth and blood, 
thing for India. or that you are justified another a Brahmin, another a half-caste, 
in holding possession of it, at all, is whose father was, a Dutchman and 
nothing but to receive a salary and to whose mother was a Native, and three 
hold a dignity without any adequate 'others who were either English mer
notion of the high responsibility attach- chants or planters. The Council has 
ing to them. I am not blaming the not much prestige, and, therefore it is 
right han. Gentleman ill particular; he not easy to induce merchants. in the 
is only doing what all his predecessors interior to be members and to under
before him have done. There has been take its moderate duties; but the result 
no real improvement since I have sat in is that this Cingalese, this Brahmin, 
Parliament in the government of India, this half-caste, and these three English
and I believe the Bill of last year is not men, although they cannot out-vote Sir 
aile whit better for purposes of admin- H. Ward, the Goven1or, are able to 
i,tration than any that has gone before. discuss questions of public interest in 
But I would suggest to the right han. the eye and the ear of the public, and 
Gentleman, whether it would not be a ,to tell what the independent population 
good thing to bring in a Bill to extend want, and so to form a representation 
and define the powers of the Governors of public opinion in the Council, which 
of the various Presidencies in India? I will undertake to say, although so 
I do not ask the right han. Gentleman inefficient, is yet of high importance in 
to tum out the fifteen gentlemen who the satisfactory government of that 
assist him in Leadenhall-street to vege- island. Why is it that we can have 
tate on their pensions, but I ask him to nothing like this in the Councils of 
go to India and to take the Presidency Madras or Bombay? It would be an 
of Madras for an instance. Let arrange- easy thing to do, and I believe that an 
ments be made by which that Presidency Act of Parliament which would do it 
shall be in a position to correspond di- would lay the foundation of the greatest 
rectly with him in this country, and let reform that has yet taken place in 
every one connected with that Govern- India. At present all the Governors 
ment of Madras feel that, with regard are in fetters; and I see that blame has 
to the interests and the people of that been imputed to Sir Charles Trevelyan 
Presidency, they will be responsible for for endeavouring to break through those 
their protection. At present there is no fetters. No doubt an attempt will .be 
sort of tie between the governors and made to have him recalled, but I hope 
the governed. Why is it that we should that the right hon. Gentleman, while he 
not do for Madras what has been done moderates the ardour of the Governor 
for the Island of Ceylon? I am, not so .far as to prevent a rebellion among 
about to set up the Council of Ceylon the civilians, will support him honestly 
as a model institution-it is far from and faithfully in all those changes w\lich 
that; but I will tell you what it is, and ,the right han. Gentleman knows as ",ell 
you will see that it would not be a diffi. as I do are essential to the improve-

. cult thing to make the change I pro- ment of the government of that country. 
pose~ The other day I asked a gentle- ,There is yet another question, and 
man holding an office in the ,Govern- that is, what is to be done witl§ regard, 
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to tbe people .of India on the subject of 
education, and especially with reference 
to the matter of religious instruction? 
I beg the right bon. Gentleman to be 
cautious how he takes the advice of any 
gentleman in this country, who may 
ask him to make cbanges in the estab
lished order of things there by appear
ing in the slightest degree to attempt 
to overthrow the caste and religion of 
the Natives of India. I have here an 
extl'llct from a letter written by a gen
tleman who was present at one of 
the ceremonies of reading the Queen's 
Proclamation in November last. He 
says:-

• Not less than 7,000 Natives of all 
ranks and conditions and religions flocked 
to the esplanade at Tellicherry, where 
there was no show but the parading of a 
company of Sepoys, who fired a feu de joie 
very badly; to hear the QJ1een's Proclama
tion read. All who heard, all who heard 
not, manifested the deepest interest in it. 
The pledged il}violability of their religion 
and their lands spread like wildfire through 
the crowd, and was soon in every man's 
mouth. Their satisfaction was unbounded. 
, •• I mentioned that I went to Tellicherry 
to hear the QJ1een's Proclamation read. We 
·have since had it read here (Anjarakandy). 
You will see an account of what took place 
on the occasion in the accompanying copy 
of an official report I addressed to the 
assistant-magistrate. What I have described 
understates the feeling manifested by the 
people. They were all eyes and ears, listen
ing breathlessly to what was being read. 
You will observe that convening them for 
any public purpose whatever, except here, 
"'as a thing unknown, and would have 
been a thing scouted under the Company's 
Government. Here I always assemble 
them, communicate everything they onght 
to know and hear, and talk it over with 
them. But a QJ1een's Proclamation is not 
an every-day affair, so they came in crowds, 
and I will venture to say that there is not 
another place in the QJ1een's India where 
it was so clearly explained to them or so 
thoroughly understood. But the impartial 
tolerat~n of their religion and caste was 

the be-all and eud-all of their comments: 
praise, and individual satisfaction. One 
Mafilta said, .. They had had scores 01 
proclamations upon every conceivable sub-! 
ject, but never ODe so wise and sensible as' 
this.'" 

The East India Company was a won
derful Company for writing despatches. 
There was nothing so Christian as their 
doctrine, nothing so unchristian as their 
conduct. That Proclamation has in it 
the basis of all you should aim at in 
future in India-a regard to the sacred
ness of their properly, and the sacred
ness of their religion, and an extension 
to them of as regular and full justice 
as is shown to your own countrymen. 
Depend upon it these Natives of India 
can comprehend this as well as we 
comprehend it; and, if you treat them 
as we are treated, and as they ought to 
be treared, you will not require 400,000 
men to help you to govern a people 
who are notoriously among the mest 
industrious and most peaceable to be 
found on the face of the earth. There 
has lately been an act done by the 
noble Lord (Lord Stanley) to which 1 
must allude. Why lIe did it I do not 
know. I am sure the noble Lord did 
not mean to do an act of injustice
though very great injustice has been 
done. A question was put the other 
night about a Native of India who had 
come to this country to qualify himself 
for entering into competition for em· 
ployment in the Civil Service of his 
country. I have seen that young gen
tleman, and conversed with him; and 
when I state his case, it will be seen 
whether he has been treated well or 
wisely, though the regulation under 
which he has suffered may have been 
made without any reference to him in
dividually. He arrived in this country 
in June. 1856, and remained preparing 
himself for competition for two years 
and a-half till December, 1858, when a 
new regulation came out, which made 
twenty-two instead of twenty· three years 
of age the period for entering the Civil 
Service. He might have been ready 
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for competition in July, 1860, but he 
could not be ready in July, 1859. Under 
these circumstances he would be past 
the age of twenty· two before he could 
be able to present himself for examina.
tion. The consequence is, that he has 
been obliged to tum himself to another 
channel for employment. His father is 
an assistant-builder in the Government 
dockyard of Bombay, and has been in 
England. There was great interest ex
cited among the Natives when the young 
man left India to come to England, and 
there is great disappointment among 
his friends at the result. He has been 
laughed at for trusting the Government, 
and it is said that while Government 
go on changing their regulations in this 
way no faith can be put in them. Now 
this is the first case of this kind that 
m.. happened. This young gentleman 
(or his father) m.. expended 1,5001. in 
coming here and in endeavouring to get 
the best education, solely with a view 
to be suited for the Civil Service. If 

, he had entered into that Civil Service 
i a great thing would have been accom
: plished. The result would have been 
: that the House and the Secretary for 
, India. would have'seen that it was very 

Wljust, while the son of anyone here 
( could pursue his studies at home and 
i, enter into competition for the Civil I Service, that the sons of the Natives of 
! India who wish to enter into the service 
j of their own country must come thou
! sands of miles, at great expense, and 

live apart from their families for years, 
, before they a.re able to 'accomplish their 

object, and the result must have been 
that you would have established in some 
city in India the sa.me mode of examina
tion that you have established here. 
Vou must have been led to do that 
which would have enabled young men 
in India to offer themselves for the 
Civil Service of their country on as 
favourable terms as could be done in 
England. I am sure the noble Lord 
never had the slightest idea of the regu
lation having reference to this young 
man, or of injuring him; yet it has 
been done, and what has occurred leads 

to the conclusion that either somebody 
very deep in these matters has been at 
the bottom of this change, or that 
some combination of unfortunate cir
cumstances has been at work, by which 
that which we have all so much at 
heart has been retarded. If the noble' 
Lord had struck out this regulation, or 
xnade a new one, by which this young 
man could have had a chance of going 
home as a servant of the Civil Service, 
the fact would have been worth many 
regiments of soldiers in India. 

In speaking on tbis subject I have 
nothing new to offer to the attention 
of the House. I have propounded the 
very same theories and remedies years 
ago. They are not my remedies and 
theories. I am not the inventor of local 
government for India; but the more 1 
have considered tbe subject-the more 
I have discussed it with the Members 
of this House and with gentlemen con
nected with India-the more I am COll

vinced that you will not make a single 
step towards the improvement of India 
unless you change your whole system 
of government-unless you give to each 
Presidency a government with'more in
dependent powers than are now pos
sessed by it. What would be thought· 
if the whole of Europe was under one 
governor, who knew only the' language 
of the Feejee Islands, and that his sub
ordinates were like himself, only more 
intelligent than the inhabitants of the 
F eejee Islands are supposed to be? 
You set a governor over 150,000,000 
of human beings, in a climate where 
the European cannot do the work he 
has to do so well as here, where neither 
the moral nor physical strength of the 
individual is equal to what it is at home, 
-and you do not even always furnish 
the most powerful men for the office;
you seem to think that the atmosphere 
will be always calm and the sea always 
smooth. And so the government of 
India goes on; there are promises with
out number of beneficial changes, but 
we never hear that India is mucb better 
or worse tban before. No~ that 
is not the way to do justice to ~ great 
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empire like India. If there had been a 
better government in India. the late 
disturbances among your own troops 
would not have happened; and I own 
I tremble when I reflect that every post 
may bring us. in the present temper of 
the European troops in India, some 
dire intelligence of acts which they may 
have committed, because they may think 
that this is a convenient opportunity 
for pressing some great claim of their 
own. 

I beg the Committee to consider this 
matter, notwithstanding that the right 
hon. Gentleman is not disposed to take 
a gloomy view of the state of India. 
Look at your responsibilities. India is 
ruled by Englishmen, but remember 
that in that unfortunate country you 
have destroyed every fottn of govern
ment but your own; that you have 
cast the thrones of the Natives to the 
ground. Princely families. once the 
·rulers of India, are now either houseless 
wanderers in the land they once called 
their own. or are pensioners on the 
bounty of those strangers by whom 
their fortunes have been overthrown. 
They who were noble and gentle for 
ages are now merged in the common 
mass of the people. All over those 
vast regions there are countless millions, 
helpless and defenceless, deprived of 
their ·natural leaders and their ancient 
chiefs, looking with only some small ray 
of hope to that omnipresent and irre
sistible Power by.which they have been 
subjected. I appeal to you on behalf 

I 
of that people. I have besought your 
mercy and your justice for many a year 
past; and if I speak to you earnestly 
now, it is because the object for which 
I plead is dear to my heart. Is it not 
possible to touch a chord in the hearts 
of Englishmen. to raise them to a sense 
of the miseries inflicted on that unhappy 
country by the crimes and the blunders 
of our rulers here? If you have steeled 
your hearts againsf the Natives, if no
thing can stir you to sympathy with 
their miseries. at least have pity upon. 
your own countrymen. Rely upon it 
the stale of things which now exists in 
India must, before long, become most 
serious. I hope that you will not show 
to the world that, although your fathers 
conquered the country. you have not 
the ability to govern it. You had better 
disencumber yourselves of the fatal gift 
of empire than that the present genera
tion should be punished for the sins of 
the past. I speak in condemnatory 
language. because I believe it to be 
deserved. I hope that no future his
torian will have to say that the arms of 
England in India were irresistible, and 
that an ancient empire fell before their 
victorious progress ..... yet that finally 
India was avenged. because the power 
of her conqueror was broken by the 
intolerable burdens and evils which she 
cast upon her victim, and that this 
wrong was accomplished by a waste of 
human life and a waste of wealth which 
England. with all her power. was un
able to bear. 

'--________________________ J 
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From· Hansard. 

[Mr. Dunlop brought forward a motion to inquire into the discrepancies between I certain sets of documents, relating to the Alfghan war of 1837--8. Itappeared 
r that some passages in the despatches of Sir Alexander Burnes had been mutilated, 
t in order to make it appear that he advised a policy which he really condemned. 
I Mr. Dunlop moved for a Committee to inquire into this alleged mutilation of ! despatches presented to the House. The motion was negatived.] 

~ WHEN the noble Lord rose, I obo at the conclusion of the debate he will 

I 
served, from his countenance and from not feel himself at liberty to object to 
his language. that he seemed to be the appointment of this Committee. 
suffering from the passion of anger. After a few sentences the noble Lord 

. [Viscount Palmerston: 'Not much:] touched upon the case of Sir Alexander f • Not much: the noble Lord says. I Burnes. and he made a very faint denial 
" admit that in the course of his speech of the misrepresentations which are 
f he calmed .down; but he was so far led charged against the Government of 
f from what I think was a fair course as that day in the case of that gentleman. 
r. to charge the hon. and learned Gentle- But he went on to say that. after all; 
I man who introduced this Motion with these things were of no importance; 
-' making a violent and vituperative that what was in, or what was left out, 
! speech. and he spoke of • that yoca- was unimportant. But I should like to 
I bulary of abuse of which the hon. ask the noble Lord what was the object 
I· Gentleman appeared to be master.' of the minute and ingenious. and I will ! Now. I will undertake to Say that I say unmatched care which was taken in 

am only speaking the opinion of every mutilating the despatches of a gentle-
Gentleman in the House who heard man whose opinions were of no impor-
the speech which introduced this ques- tance and whose writings could not 
tion. when I say that there has rarely make the slightest difference either to 
been delivered here on any subject a the question or to the opinions of any 

, speech more strictly logical. more judi- person concerned? The noble Lord, 
cially calm, and more admirable tQan too. has stooped to conduct which, if I 
that which we have heard to-night were not in .this House. I might describe 
from the hon. and learned Member in language which I could not possibly 
for Greenock. But the fact is the use here without being told that I was 
noble Lord felt himself hit. transgressing the line usually observed 

The noble Lord is on his trial in this in discussions in this assembly. The 
case; and on that account I expect that noble Lord has stooped so l~ as to 
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heap insult, throughout the whole of of Russia at that time. But the fact is 
his speech, upon the memory of a man that my hon. and learned Friend had no 
who died in the execution of what he such intention; and there was no man 
believed to be his public duty-a duty in the House more cognizant of that 
which was thrust upon him by the mad fact than the noble Lord when he inge-
and obstinate policy of the noble Lord; niously _ endeavoured to convey a con-
and whilst his blood cries to Heaven trary impression to the House. l 
against that policy, the nobIt! Lord, It is hot proposed to go into the po-
during a three-quarters of an hour's licy of the war. And there is another 
speech in this House, has scarce! y -question that it is not proposed to go into. 
ceased to heap insult on his memory. - It is not proposed to inquire whether I 

What the noble Lord told us through- Sir Alexander Burnes or Lord Auckland 
out his speec\l was that Sir Alexander was Governor-General. We know that 
Burnes was a man of the greatest sim" Lord Auckland was Governor-General; 
plicity of character. I could not, how- but we know that a Governor-General 
ever complimentary I were disposed to who may be many hundreds. or in India. 
be. retort that upon the noble Lord. perhaps, a,ooo miles away from the place 
He says tJ:1at Sir Alexander Burnes-of where particular events are transPiring'1 
whom he spoke throughout in the most must rely to a considerable extent on 
contemptuous manner-all eminent po- the information he receives from the 
litical agent at the Court of Dost Ma- political agent who is on the spot. If 
hammed, was beguiled by the treachery this be so, clearly what Sir Alexander 
of that Asiatic ruler; that' he took every- Burnes thought. and what he said. and 
thing for truth which he heard. and that. what he wrote, is of some importance. 
in point of fact, he was utterly unfit for At least. if the House of Commons has 
the position which he held at Cabu!' any evidence placed before it, the noble 
But although the noble Lord had these Lord will agree that in a great question 
despatches before him. and knew all the like this-I am not speaking of the pre
feelings of Sir Alexander Burnes. he sent time, but of the time when these 
still continued Sir Alexander Burnes events happened-it is of first-rate im~ 
there. He was there two vears after portance that the House should have 
these despatches were written. in that evidence not on one side only. but on 
most perilous year when not only him- both sides. There is another thing we 
self but the whole army-subjects of do not propose to inquire into. and that 
the Queen-fell victims to the policy of is the policy of Russia at that time. I 
the noble Lord. Now. I must tell the cannot very well understand the course 
noble Lord what my hon. and learned which the noble Lord has taken on this 
Friend. the Member for Greenock. did point; for - I find that about twelve 
hot discuss. and what the Committee is months after the writing of these very 
not to do-because every Member who despatches. the mutilation of which is 
heard the speech of the han. and learned now complained of. the noble Lord 
Member for Greenock. and those who made a reply to the Russian Minister 
listened to the: speech of the noble Lord. who had declared that there was no-
must have seen that from the first the thing whatever hostile to England in 
noble Lord evaded the whole question. the instructions which were furnished 
Htl endeavoured to lead the House to to'Vicovich. He says-
believe that my han. and learned Friend • There has not existed the smallest de-
was going into some antiquarian re- sign hostile to the English Government, 
searches about the policy of the English nor the smallest idea of endangering the 
or the Indian Government twenty years tranquillity of the British possessions in 
ago. and that it was proposed to have a India.' 
Committee to dig up all the particulars 
of OUIC3upposed peril from the designs The noble Lord, in reply to that, on the 
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20th December, 1838, just a year after 
the writing of these despatches by Sir 
Alexander Burnes, said:-

• Her Majesty's Government accept as 
entirely satiJfactory the declaration of the 
Russian Government that it does 1I0t har
bour any designs hostile to th£. interests of 
Great Britain in India.' 

I may leave that question there, be
cause 1 can assure the noble Lord that 
my hon. and learned Friend has not the 
smallest intention-I judge so, at least, 
from his speech-of bringing anybody 
before the Committee to attack or de
fend the policy of the Government in 
the war which then unhappily took 
place. Nor do I suppose it is intended 
to arraign anybody for a policy that 
sacrificed at least 3",000 human lives-
20,000 lives of the subjects of the 
Queen of England. .Nor is it· intended 
to inquire how far the loss of more 
than 15,000,0001. sterling by that po
licy has affected for all future time 
the finances and the circumstances of 
the Government of India. These are 
crimes-the whole of that policy is a 
crime-of a nature never to be answer
ed for. No man can accurately mea
sure it. No Commiltee of this House 
could adequately punish those who were 
the perpetrators of it. No, Sir, my hon. 
and learned Friend has not the slightest 
idea of going back twenty years for the 
purpose of bringing the noble Lord, or 
anyone else who may be guilty of that 
great crime, to the bar of public opinion 
by this Committee. 

But it is worth while that the House 
should know whether the Government 
in whom it placed confidence at that 
time, and in whom the Queen placed 
confidence-whether that Government 
was worthy of their confidence. and 
whether any members of the Govern
ment of that day are members of the 
Government at this day. It is worth 
while knowing whether there was and 
,is a man in high position in the Go
vernment here or in India who had so 
Iowa sense of honour and of right that 
he could offer to this House mutilated, 

false, forged despatches and opinions of 
a public servant, who lost his life in the 
public service. Conceive any man at 
this moment in India engaged, as many 
have been during the last three years, in 
perilous services-conceive that any 
man should know that to-morrow, or 
next week, or any time this year, he 
may lay his bones in that distant land, 
and that six months afterwards there 
may be laid on the table of this House 
by the nob~ Lord at the head of the 
Government, or by the 'Secretary of • 
State for' India. letters or despatches 
of his from which passages have been 
cut out, and illto which passages have 
been inserted, in which words have been 
so twisted as wholly to divert and dis
tort his meaning, and to give to him a 
meaning, it may be, utterly the contrary 
to that which his original despatch in
tended to convey. I cannot conceive 
any anticipation more painful or more 
bitter, more likely to eat into the heart 
of any man engaged in the service of 
his country in a distant land. 

It is admitted, and the noble Lord 
has not flatly denied it-he cannot deny 
it-he knows it as well as the hon. 
and learned member for Greenock
he knows it as well as the very man 
whose hand did the evil-he knows 
there have been garbling. mutilation, 
practically and essentially falsehood and 
forgery, in these despatches which have 
beell laid before the House. Why was 
it refused to give the original despatches 
when they were asked for in 1843 by 
the hon. Member for Inverness-shire 
(Mr. H. Baillie), and when they were 
asked for at a later period by the hon. 
Member for Sheffield (Mr. Hadfield)? 
Why was it that the originals were so 
consislently withheld? That they have 
been given now, I suppose is because 
those who were guilty of the outrage 
on the faith of Parliament thought, as 
twenty years had elapsed, that nobody 
would give himself the trouble to go into 
the question. and that no man would be 
so earnest as my hon. Friend the Member 
for Greenock in bringing the question 
before the notice of Parliament .... 
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My hon. Friend the Member for 
Sheffield (Mr. Hadfield) informs me 
that it was the noble Lord the Mem
ber for King's Lynn (Lord Stanley) 
who consented to· the production of 
the original despatches when he was 
in office. I was not aware of that fact; 
but I am free here to tender him my 
thanks for the course which he took. 
I am sure he is the last man whom any 
one would suspect of being mixed up 
in any transaction of this kind, except 
with a view to give the House and the 
country full inconnation with regard to 
it. I say, then, avoiding all the long 
speech of the noble ;Lord, that the 
object of the Committee is to find out 
who did this evil thing-who placed 
npon the table of the House informa
tion which was knowingly false, and 
despatches that were actually forged~ 
because if you add to or detract from, 
or ·so change a coin, or note, or deed. 
as. to make any of them bear a mean
ing contrary to its original and intended 

.. meaning, of course you are guilty of 
such an act as I have described, and 
that is precisely what somebody has 
done in. the despatches which we are 
now discussing. I sayan odious offence 
has been committed against the House. 
and against the truth ; and what we 
want to know is, who did it? 

Now, will the noble Lord be candid 
enough-he does not think there is any
thing wrong-he says there is not much 
~it is very trifling-that Sir Alexander 
Burnes's opinions are not worth much
supposing it to be so-for the sake of 
argument, let me grant it; but if it is a 
matter of no importance, will the noble 
Lord be so candid as to tell us who 
did it? When Lord Broughton was 
examined before the Official Salaries 
Committee some years ago, he, as the 
noble Lord is aware, said that he took 
upon himself as President of the Board 
of Control at the time the entire re
sponsibility of the Affghan war. The 
noble Lord now at the head of the 
Government was then a member of the 
India Board, and so I ·believe was the 
noble Mrd the Member for the City 

( 
of London. But the noble Lord at the 
head of the Government was also Secre
tary for Foreign Affairs. Now. I do 
not think I am wrong in supposing that 
this question lies between the noble 
Lord the Prime Minister and Lord 
Broughton. once a Member of this 
House. This thing was not done by 
some subordinate who cannot be found 
out. 

My hon. and learned Friend says it 
has been done with marvellous care. 
and even with so much ability that it 
must have been done by a man of 
genius. Of course there are men of 
genius in very objectionable walks of 
life; but we know that the noble Lord 
at the head of the Government is a man 
of genius; if he had not been. he would 
not have sat on that bench for the last 
fifty years. And we know that Lord 
Broughton is a man of many and varied 
accomplishments. And once more I ask 
the noble Lord to tell us who did it? 
He knows who did it.· Was it his own 
right-hand •. or was it Lord Broughton'S 
right-hand. or was it some clever secre
tary in the Foreign Office or in the 
India Office who did this work? I say 
the House has a right to know. We 
want to know that. We want to drag 
the delinquent before the public. This 
we want to know, because we wish to 
deter other Ministers from committing 
the like offence; and we want to know 
it for that which most of all is neces
sary-to vindicate the character and 
honour of Parliament. Nothing can 
sink Parliament to a lower. state of 
degradation and baseness than that it 
should permit Ministers of the Crown 
to lay upon the table, upon questions 
involving the sacrifice of 20,ooo,oool. of 
money and 20,000 lives, documents which 
are not true-which slander our public 
servants, and which &lander them most 
basely when they are dead and are not 
here to answer. I do not believe that 
the Gentlemen of England in this House 
-upon that side of the House or upon 
this-will ever consent to sit down with 
a case proved so clearly as this is without 
directing the omnipotent power and eye 
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of Parliament into the matter. I say. 
seeing the charge. seeing that the noble 
Lord was at the head of the Foreign 
Office at the time. that the policy of the 
Affghan war was always considered to 
be his. that the responsibility of this 
act must rest between him and Lord 

Broughton.-I should not like to hold 
the opinion. and I do not hold the 
opinion. that the noble Lord will object 
to a Committee to inquire into a matter 
in which he is himself so directly con
cerned. 
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From Hansard. 

[Delivered during the debate on Colonel Jervois' Report on the Defences of Canada.] 

I AM not sure that I -should have 
addressed the House on this occasion 
but for the observations which have 
been made by the noble Lord. I think 
he has been perhaps a little more frank 
in his declarations on this occasion, and 
in pointing out the real thing which I 
suspect is passing in his mind, and in 
the minds of very many Members of the 
House who have made no statement of 
their own opinions during this debate. 
I hope the debate will be useful, al
though I am obliged to say, while I 
admit the importance of the question 
that has been brought before us, that I 
think, it is one of some delicacy. That 
it is important is clear, because it refers 
to the possibility of war between this 
country and the United States, and its 
delicacy arises from this~that it is very 
difficult to discuss this question without 
.aying things which tend rather in the 
direction of war than in the direction of 
peace. 

The difficulty which is now before us 
is this - that there is an extensive colony 
or dependency of this country lying 
adjacent to the United States, and if 
there be a war party in the United 
States-a party hostile to this country
that circumstance affords to it a very 
strong temptation to enter without 
much hesitation into a war with Eng
land, f/Ilecause it may feel that through 

, Canada it can inflict a great humiliation 
upon this country. And at the same 
time it is perfectly well known to all 
intelligent men, especially to ·the states
men and public men of the United 
States-it is as well known to them as 
it is to us-that there is no power what- • 
ever in this United Kingd!)m to defend 
successfully the territory of Canada' 
against the power of the United States. 
N ow we ought to know that, in order to 
put ourselves right upon this question, 
and that vie may not talk folly and be 
called upon hereafter to act folly. The 
noble Lord at the head of the Govern
ment-or the Government, at any rate 
-is responsible for having compelled 
this discussion; because if a Vote is to 
be asked for during this Session-and it 
is only the beginning of other Votes
it is clearly the duty of the House to 
bring the subject under di~cussion. 

. I think the Vote now is particularly 
inopportune for many reasons, but espe
cially as we have heard from the Go
vernor-General of Canada that they are 
about, in the North-American Provinces, 
to call into existence a new nationality; 
and I, for one. shall certainly object to 
the taxes of this country being heed
lessly expended in behalf of any nation
ality but our own. 

Now, what I should like to ask the 
House is this-first of all, will Canada 
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attack the Sb.tes? Clearly not. Next, 
will the State~ attack Canada-I am 
keeping out of view England altogether? 
Clearly not. There is not a man in the 
United States, probably, whose voice or 
whose opinion would have the smallest 
influence in that country, who would 
recommend or desire that an attack 
should be made by the United States 
upon Canada with a view to its forcible 
annexation to the Union. There have 
~en lately, as we know, dangers on the 
frontier. The Canadian people have 
been no wiser than some Members of 
this House-or than a great many men 
amongst the richer classes in this coun· 
try. And when the refugees from the 
South-I am not speaking now of re
spectable and honourable men from the 
South, many of whom have left that 
country during these troubles, and for 
whom I feel the greatest commiseration, 
but I mean the ruffians from the South 
-who in large numbers have entered 
Canada and have employed themselves 
there in a course of policy likely to 
embroil us with the United States
I say that the people of Canada have 
treated these men with far too much 
consideration. They expressed very 
openly opinions hostile to the United 
States, whose power lay close to them. 

I will not go into a detail of that 
which we are all sufficient! y well ac
quainted with-the seizing of American 
ships on the Lakes, the raid into the 
State of Vermont, the robbing of a 
bank, the killing of a man in his own 
shop, the stealing of horses in open 
day, and another transaction of which 
we have very strong proof, that men of 
this class actually conspired to set fire 
to the largest cities of the Union. All 
these things have taken place and the 
Canadian Government made scarcely 
any sign. I believe that an application 
was made to the noble Lord at the 
head of the Foreign Office nearly a 
year ago, that he should stimulate the 
Canadian Government to some steps to 
avoid the dangers that have since arisen; 
but with that sort of negligence which 
has been so !lluch seen here, nothing 

was done until the American Govern. 
ment and people, aroused by the nature 
of these transactions, showed that theY 
wel'e no longer about to put up with 
them. Then the Canadian Government 
and people took a little notice. Now, 
Lord Monck, the Governor-General of 
Canada-about whose appointment I 
have heard some people complain, say
ing that he was a mere follower of the 
noble Lord at the head of the Govern
ment, who lost his election and was 
therefore sent out to govern a pro
vince-Lord Monck, I am bound to 
say, from all I have heard from Canada, 
has conducted himself in a manner very 
serviceable to the colony, and with the 
greatest possible propriety as represent
ing the Sovereign there. Lord Monck 
has been all along favourable to the 
United States, and I believe his Cabinet 
has also. I know that at least the most 
important newspaper there has always 
been favourable to the North. Still 
nothing was done; but the moment 
these troubles arose then everything 
was done. Volunteers have been sent 
to the frontier; the trial of the raiders 
has been proceeded with, and- possibly 
they will be surrendered; and the Ca
nadian Chancellor of the Exchequer has 
proposed a vote in their House of Par
liament to restore to the persons at 
St. Albans, who were robbed by the 
raiders, the 50,000 dollars that were 
taken from them. 

And what is the state of things now? 
There is the greatest possible calm on 
the frontier. The United States have not 
a word to say against Canada. The Ca
nadian people have found that they wef(~ 
in the wrong and have now returned to 
their right mind. There is not a man 
in Canada at this moment, I believe, 
who has any idea that the United States 
Government has the smallest notion of 
attacking them, now or at any future 
time, on account of anything that has 
transpired between the United States 
and Canada during these trials_ But if 
there comes a war in which Canada 
shall suffer and be made a victim, it 
will be a war got up between t~e Go-

5 
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vemment of Washington and the G0-
vernment of London. And it becomes 
us to inquire whether that is at all pro
bable. Is there anybody in this House 
in favour of such a war? I notice with 
great delight-and I was not a false 
prophet when I said some time ago that 
some day it would be so-I say I notice 
with delight the changed tone mani
fested here with regard to these Ameri
can questions. Even the noble Lord 
the Member for Stamford (Lord Robert 
Cecil) can speak without anger,and with
out auy of that ill feeling which I am 
sorry to say' on past occasions he has 
manifested in discussing these questions. 

Now, I bel.ieve there are no men Ollt 
of.Bedlam-or at least who ought to be 
Ollt of it -and I suspect there are very 
few men in Bedlam, who are in favour 
of our going to war with the United 
States. And in taking this view I am 
not arguing that it is because we see 
the vast naval and military power and 
apparently inexhaustible resources of 
that country. I will not assume that 
you or my countrymen have come to 
the conclusion that it is better for us 
not to make war with America, because 
you and they find hf!lo with a strength 
that you did not even suspect: I will 
say that it is upon higher grounds that 
we are all against a war with the 
United States. Our history for the last 
100 years, and farther back, is a record 
of calamitous, and for the most part 
unnecessary wars. We have had enough 
of wbatever a nation can gain by mili
tary successes and military glory. I will 
not tum to the disaste.::s that might fol
low to our commerce nor to the wide
spread ruin that might be occasioned. 
I will say that we are a wiser and a 
better people than we were in these 
respects. and that we should regard a 
war with the United States as even 
.a greater crime, if needlessly entered 
into, than war with almost any other 
country in the world. 

Looking at our Government. we have 
preserved, with a good many blunders
one or two of which I shall comment 
uponJ>y-and-by-neutrality during this 

great struggle. We bave(had it stated 
in this House, and we bave had a 
Motion in this House, that the blockade 
was ineffective and ought to be broken. 
Men of various classes, some of them 
agents of the Richmond conspiracy
persons. it is said. of influence from 
France--aJl these are reported to have 
brought their influence to bear on the 
noble Lord at the head of the Govern
ment and his colleagues. with a view 
of inducing them to take part in thi~ 
quarrel, and all this has failed to break 
onr neutrality. Therefore, I should say, 
we may clearly come to the conclusion 
that England is not in favour of war; 
and if there should be any act of war, 
or any aggression whatever, out of 
which Canada will suffer. I believe ho
nestly that it will not come from this 
country. That is a matter which gives 
me great satisfaction. and I believe the 
House will agree with me that I am 
not misstating the case. 

Now let us ask, Is the United States 
for war? I know the noble Lord the 
Member for Stamford (Lord Robert 
Cecil) has a luricing idea that there is 
some danger from that quarter; I ani 
not at all certain that it does not prevail 
in other minds. and in many minds not 
so acute as that with which the noble 
Lord is gifted. If we had at the Bar of 
the House, Lord Russell as represeuting 
the English Government, and Mr. Adams 
as the representative of the Government 
of President Lincoln, and if we were to 
ask their opinion. they would tell us 
that which the Secretary for the Co
lonies has this night told ns-that the 
relations between the two countries. so 
far as it is possible to discover them. 
are perfectly amicable; and I know I 
from the communications between the 
Minister of the United States and our j 
Minister for Foreign Affairs that they 
have been growing more and more ami- I' 
cable for many months past. Now. 
I take the liberty of expressing this 
opinion-that there has never been an . 
administration in the United States since l' 
the time of the Revolutionary War. lip !, 

to this hour. more entirely favourable to t 
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'" peace with all foreign countries, and 
, more especially favourable to peace with 

England, than the Government of which 
President Lincoln is the head. I will 
undertake to say that the most exact 

'. investigator of what has taken place 
, , ' will not be able to point to a single 

word he-President Lincoln-has said, 
or a single line he has written, or a 

, single act he has done, since his first 
! accession to power, that betrays anger 

i 
against this country, or any of that 
vindictive feeling which some persons 
here may imagine to inflame the breasts 

: of the President and his Cabinet. 
, Then if Canada is not for war, if 
; England is not for war, and if the 
i United States are not for war, whence 
~ is the war to come? That is what I 
! should like to ask. I wish the noble 

Lord the Member for Stamford had 
been a little more frank. I should like 
to ask whence comes the anxiety, which 

, undoubtedly to some extent prevails? 
It may be assumed even that the G0-
vernment 'is not wholly free from it; 
for they have shown it in an almost 

, ludicrous mRllner by proposing a vote of 
,50.0001. It is said the newspapers have 

got into a sort of panic. They can do 
, that any night between the hours of six 
, and twelve o'clock, when they write their 

articles. They are either very coura-
geous or very panic-stricken. 

It is said that' the City' joins in this 
feeling. We know what 'the City' 
means-the right hon. Gentleman aUu
ded to it to·night. It means that the 
people who deal in shares-though that 
does not describe the whole of them
• the moneyed interest' of the City. are 
alarmed. Well, I never knew the City 
to be right. Men who are deep in great 
monetary transactions, and who are 
steeped to the lips sometimes in peril
ous speculations. are not able to take 
broad and dispassionate views of poli
tical questions of this nature. 

As to the newspapers, I agree with 
, my hon. Friend the Member for Brad· 

,ford (Mr. W. E. Forster) when, refer-
I ring to one of them in particular, he 

.intimated that he thought its course 

was indicated by a wish to coVer its 
own confusion. Surely, after four years' 
uninterrupted publication of lies with 
regard to America, I should think it 
has done pretty much to destroy its in
fluence on foreign questions for ever. 

But there is a much higher authority 
-that is the authority of the Peers. I 
do not know why we should be so much 
restricted with regard to the House of 
Lords in this House. I think I have 
observed that in their place they are not 
so squeamish as to what they say about 
us. It appeared to me that in this de· 
bate the right hon. Gentleman (Mr. 
Disraeli) felt it necessary to get up and 
endeavour to defend his chief . .Now, if 
I were to give advice to the hon. Gen
tlemen opposite, it would be this-for 
while stating that during the last four 
years many noble Lords in the other 
House have said foolish things, J think 
I should be uncandid if I did not say 
that you also have said foolish things 
-learn from the example set you by 
the right hon. Gentleman. He, with a 
thoughtfulness and statesmanship which 
you do not all acknowledge, he did not 
say a word from that bench likely to 
create difficulty with the United States. 
I think his chief and his followers might 
learn something from his example. 

But I have discovered one reason why 
in that other place mistakes o( this 
nature are so often made. Not long 
ago there. was a great panic raised, 
very much by what was said in another 
place about France. Now an attempt 
is made there to create a panic upon 
this question. In the hall of the Re
form Club there is affixed to the wall a 
paper which gives a telegraphic account 
of what is being done in this House 
every night, and what is also being 
done in the other House, and I find 
almost every night from the beginning 
of the Session that the only words that 
have appeared on the side which is de
voted to a record of the proceedings of 
the House of Lords are these, • Lords 
adjourned.' The noble Lord at the 
head of the Government is responsible 
for much of this. He has brougllt this 

!i-a 
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House ,Utto nearly the same condition. ledgment of the belligerent rights of the 
We do very little, and they do abso- South. Now I have never been one to 
lutely nothing. All of us in our younger condemn the Government for acknow
days, I am quite sure, were taught by ledging those belligerent rights, except 
those who had the care of us a verse upon this ground-I think it mlght be 
which was intended to inculcate thl; logically contended that it might pos. 
virtue of industry. One couplet was to sibly have become necessary to take 
this effect- that step-but I do think the time and ' 

, Satan still some mischief finds 
For idle hands to do.' 

And I do not believe that men, however 
high in station, are exempt from that 
unfortunate effect which arises to all of 
us from a course of continued idleness. 
But I should like to ask this House in 
a most serious mood, what is,the reason 
that any man in this country has now 
more anxiety with regard t6 the preser
vation of peace with the United States 
than he had a few years ago? Is there 
not a consciousness in our heart of 
hearts'iliat we have not during the last 
five years behaved generously to our 
neighbours? Do not we feel in some 
sort a' pricking of conscience, and are 
we not sensible that conscience tends to 
make us cowards at this particular 
juncture? 

I shall not review the past transac. 
tions with anger, but with feelings of 
sorrow; for I maintain, and I think 
history will bear out what I say; that 
there is no generous and high-minded ' 
Englishman who can look back upon ' 
the transactions of the last. four yean; 
without a feeling of sorrow at the course 

\ we have pursued on some important 
occasions. As I am wishful to speak 

!with a view to a better state of feeling. 
,both in this country and in the United 
'States, I shall take the liberty, if the 
House will permit me for a few minutes, 
to refer to two or three ,of these trans. 
actions. where, I think. though perhap$ 
we were not in the main greatly wrong, 
yet in some circumstances we were so 
far unfortunate as to have created an 
irritation which at this moment we wish 
did not exist. The hon. :Member for 
Horsham (Mr. Seymour Fitzgerald) 
referred to the course taken by the Go
'~et;'t:'ent with regard to the acknow-

manner in which it was done were most 
unfortunate, and could not but produce 
very evil effects. 

Going back ,nearly four years, we 
recollect what occurred when the news 
arrived of the, first shot having been 
fired at Fort Sumter. That, I think, 
was about the 12th of April. Imme. 
diately after that time it was announced 
that a new Minister was coming to this 
country. Mr. Dallas had intimated to the 
Government that as he did not repre. 
sent the new President he would rather 
not undertake anything of importance ; 
but that his successor was on his way 
and would arrive on such a day. When 
a man leaves New York on a given day 
you can ca,lculate to about twelve hours 
when he will be in London. Mr. 
Adams, I think, arrived in London 
about the 13th of May, and when he 
opened his newspaper next morning he 
found the Proclamation of neutrality, 
acknowledging the belligerent rights of 
the South. I say that the proper course 
to have taken would have been to have 
waited till Mr. Adams arrived here, 
and to have discussed the matter with 
him in a friendly manner, explaining 
the ground upon which the Englist, 
Government had felt themselves boune 
to issue that Proclamation, and rep~ 
senting that it was not done in an 
manner as an unfriendly act towards t~ 
United States Government. But n, 
precaution whatever was taken; it w'; 
done with unfriendly haste; and it hl I 
this effect, that it gave comfort ad 
courage to the conspiracy at Mon: ' 
gomery and at Richmond, and cause .. 1 
great grief and irritation amongst that 
portion of the people of America who 
were, m, ost strongly desirous of main- ! 
taining friendly relations between their ! 
country and England. :, 

. - . .. 
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To illustrate this point allow me to 
suppose a great revolt had taken place 
in Ireland, and that we had sent over 
within a fortnight of the occurrence of 
such an unfortunate event a new Minister 
to Washington, and that on the mom· 
ing after arriving there he had found, 
that without consulting him, the Go
vernment had taken a hasty step by 

'which the belligerent rights of the 
insurgents had been acknowledged, and 
by which comfort and support had been 
given them. I ask any man whether, 
under such circumstances, the feeling 
throughout the whole of Great Britain, 
Ilnd in the mind of every man anxious 
to preserve the unity of Great Britain 

I Ilnd Ireland, would not necessarily be 
~ one of irritation and exasperation against 
! the United States? ' 
f I will not argue this matter further
l to do so would be simply to depreciate 
: the intellect of the hon.' Gentlemen 
! listening to me. Seven or eigllt months 
i afterwards there happened another tranS" 

action of a very diflerent but unfortunate 
nature-that is the transaction arising 

. out of the seizure of two Southern 
envoys on board an English ship-the 

'Treru. I recollect making a speech 
down at Rochdale about the time of 
that occurrence. It was a speech 
entirely in favour of the United States 

. Government and people-but I did not 
then undertake, as I do not undertake 
now, in the slightest degree to defend 
the seizure of those two envoys. I said 
·that although precedents for such an 
]\ction might possibly be found to have 
oC)ccurred in what I will call some of the 
.. :vil days in our history, at any rate it 
SIVas opposed to the maxims and princi. 
,t·)les of the United States Government, 
nind was, as I thought, a bad act-an 
~tct which should not have been done. 
oNeil, I do not complain of the demand 
~hat those men should be given up; but 
;tI do complain of the manner in which 
that demand was made. and the menaces 
by which it was accompanied. I think 
it was wrong and unstatesman·like that 
at the moment we heard of the seizure, 
-when there was not the least foundation 

for supposing that the United States GO'
vernment were aware of the' act, or had 
in the slightest degree sanctioned it, as 
we since well know they did not, that we 
should immediately get ships ready, and 
send off troops, and incite the organs of 
the press-who are always too ready to 
inflame the passions of the people to 
frenzy-to prepare their minds for war. 

But that was not all; because before 
the United States had heard a word 
of the matter from this country their 
Secretary of State had written to Mr. 
Adams a despatch, which was com· 
municated to our Government,· and 
in which it was stated that the ' 
transaction had not taken . place by 
any orders of theirs, and that there
fore, as far as iliey and we were con· 
cerned. it was a pure accident, which 
they should consider with the most 
friendly disposition towards this coun· 
try. How came it that this despatch 
was never published for the information 
of the people of this country? How hap
pened it that during one whole month 
the flame of war was fanned by the 
newspapers, particularly by those sup
posed to be devoted to the Government, 
and thl!-tone of those newspapers, sup
posed to be peculiarly devoted to the 
Prime Minister, had the audacity-I do 
not know whence it obtained its in· 
structions-to deny that any such I 

despatch had been received? Now; 
Sir, I am of opinion that it is not 
possible to maintain amicable relations 
with any great country-l think it is 
not possible to do so with any little' 
one-unless Governments will manage 
these transactions in what I will call a 
more courteous and more honourable 
manner. I happen to know-for J 
received a letter from the United States, 
from one of the most eminent men in 
that country, dated only two days be
fore those men were given up, in which 
the writer said-that the real difficulty 
in the course of the President was that 
the menaces of the English Government 
had made it almost impossible for them 
to concede; and that the question they 
asked themselves was whe~er thl? Eng· 



SPEECHES OF JOHN BRIGHT. I- KARCH 13. 

lish Government was intending to seek 
a cause of quarrel or not. And I am 
sure the noble Lord at the head of the 
Government, if such a demand had 
been made upon him with courtesy and 
fairness, as should be between friendly 
nations, would have been more disposed 
to concede, and would have found it 
much more easy to concede, than if the 
demand had been accompanied by me
naces such as his Government offered to 
the Government of the United States. 
Now the House will observe that I am 
not condemning the Government of this 
country on the main point of what they 
did. I am oBly condemning them be
cause they did not do. what they had to 
do in that manner which wOtlld be most 
likely to remove difficulties and preserve a 
£riendly feeling between the two nations_ 

Then I come to the last thing I shall 
mention-to the question of the ships 
which have been preying upon the 
commerce of the United States. I shall 
confine myself t" that one vessel, the 
Alabama. She was built in this coun
try; all her munitions of war were from 
this country; almost every man on 
board her was a subject of Her Majesty. 
She sailed from one of our chief ports. 
She is known to have been built by a 
firm in which a Member of this House 
was, and I presume is, interested. Now, 
Sir, I do not complain-I know that 
once, when I referred to this question 
two years ago, when my hon. Friend 
the Member for Bradford brought it 
forward in this House, the hon. Mem
ber for Birkenhead (Mr. Laird) was 
excessively angry-I do not complain 
that the Member for Birkenhead has 
struck up a friendship with Captain 
Semmes. who may probably be de
scribed, as another sailor once was of 
siruilar pursuits. as being • the mildest 
mannered man that ever scuttled ship.' 
Therefore. I do not complain of a man 
who has an acquaintance with that na
torious person. and I do not complain. 
and did not then. that the Member for 
Birkenhead looks admiringly upon the 
greatest example which men have ever 
seen ef the. greatest crime which men 

have ever comruitted •. I do not complain 
even that he should applaud that which 
is founded upon a gigantic traffic in living 
flesh and blood-a traffic into which 
no subject of this realm can enter with
out being deemed a felon in the eyes of 
our law and punished as such. But 
what I do complain of is this. that the 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Birken
head. a magistrate of a county. a deputy
lieutenant-whatever that may be-a 
representative of a constituency. and 
having a seat in this ancient and hon
ourable Assembly-that he should. as 
I believe he did. if concerned in the 
building of this ship. break the law of 
his country. by driving us into an in
fraction of International Law. and treat
ing with undeserved disrespect the Pro
clamation of neutrality of the Queen. 

I have another complaint to make. 
and in allusion to that hon. Member. 
It is within your recollection that when 
on a former occasion he made that 
speech and defended his course. he de
clared that he would rather be the 
builder of a dozen Alabamas than do 
something which nobody has done. 
That language was received with re
peated cheering from the Opposition 
side of the House. Well. Sir. I under
take to say that that was at least a 
most unfortunate circumstance. and I 
beg to tell the hon. Gentleman that at 
the end of last Session. when the great 
debate took place on the question of 
Denmark, there were many men on this 
side of the House who had no objection 
whatever to see the present Government 
turned out of office. for they had many 
grounds of complaint against them, but 
they felt it impossible that they should 
take the responsibility of bringing into 
office the right hon. Member for Buck~ 
inghamshire or the party who could utter 
such cheers on such a subject as' that. 

Turning from the Member for Birken
head to the noble Lord at the head of 
the Foreign Office. he. who in the case 
of the acknowledgment of belligerent 
rights had proceeded with such remark
able celerity. such undue and unfriendly 
haste. amply compensated for it when 
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t he came to the question of the Alabama. 
i by his slowness of procedure. And this 
: is a strange circumstance, which even 
I the noble Lord's Colleagues have never 
: been able to explain, that although he 
I sen t orders to Cork to stop the Alabama 
,if she arrived there, he allowed her 
~ afterwards, when she had gone out of. 
! the jurisdiction of the Crown in these 
I i&lands, to go into a dozen or a score 
I of ports belonging to this country in 
l<:Iifferent parts of the world. It seems 
! to me that this is rather a special in
~stance of that feebleness of purpose and 
!:of action on the part of the noble Lord 
I which I regret to say has on many occa
,sions done much to mar what would 
; otherwise be a great political career. 
: {"will not detain the House on the ques
;·tion of the rams. The hon. Member for 
t Birkenhead, or the firm or the family, 
. or whoever the people are at Birken
, head who do these things, this firm at 
! Birkenhead, after they had seen the 

I 
peril into which the country was drift

:.lng on account of the Alabama, pro
,~ded most audaciously to build those 
itwo rams: and it was only at the very 
fIlast moment, when on the eve of a war 
with the United States on account of 

<those rams, that the Government happily 
bad the courage to seize them, and thus 
>the last danger was averted. 
, I suppose there are some shipowners 
here. I know there are many in Lon
don-there are many in Liverpool
~hat would be the feeling in this 
·::ountry if they suffered in this way 
.from ships built in the United States? 
:There is a shipowner in New York, Mr. 
l(.owe, a member of the Chamber of 
(Commerce of New York. He had 
'.hree large ships destroyed by the 
'ilabama; and the George Griswold, 
which came to this country freighted 
with a heavy cargo of provisions of 
ralious kinds for the suffering people 
)f Lancashire, was destroyed' on her 
'eturn passage, and the ship that de
.troyed it may have been, and I believe 
.vas, built by these patriotic ship
',uilders of Birkenhead. These are 
rungs that must rankle in the breast 

of a country which is subjected to such 
losses and indignities. Even to-day J 
see in the newspapers that a vessel 
that went out from this country has 
destroyed ten or eleven ships between 
the Cape of Good Hope and Australia. 
I have thought it unnecessary to bring 
continually American questions before 
the House, as some Gentlemen have 
done during the last two or three 
Sessions. They should have asked a 
few questions in regard to these ships: 
-but no, they asked no question upon 
these points. They asked questions 
upon every point on which they thought 
they might embarrass the Government 
and make the great difficulties of the 
Government greater in all their trans
actions with the United States. 

But the Members of the Government 
have not been wise. I hope it will not 
be thought that I am unnecessarily 
critical if I say that Governments are 
not generally very wise. Two years 
ago the noble Lord at the head of the 
Government and the Attorney-General , 
addressed the House. I asked the noble 
Lord-I do not often ask him for any
thing-to speak. if only for five minutes. 
words of generosity and sympathy to 
the Government and people of the 
United States. He did not do it. 
Perhaps I was foolish to expect it. 
The Attorney-General made a most 
able speech. It was the only time that 
I have listened to him. ever since I 
have known him in this House. with 
pain, for I thought his speech was full 
of bad morals .and bad law. I am quite 
certain that he even gave an account of 
the facts of the case which was not as 
ingenuous and fair as the House had ai 
right to expect from him. Next Ses., 
sion the noble Lord and the Attorney. 
General turned quite round. They had 
a different story about the same trans
action, and gradually. as the aspect of 
things has changed on the other side 
of the Atlantic. there has been a gradual 
return to good sense and fairness. not 
only on the part of Members upon the 
Treasury Bench. but on that of other. 
Members of th4; House. • 
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Now, Sit, I would not willingly say a 
word that would woimd either the noble 
Lord at the head of the Foreign Office 
or the Chancellor of the Exchequer, be
cause I do not know amongst the official 
statesmen of this country two men for 
whom I have greater sympathy or more 
respect; but I have to complain of them; 
I do not know why it is that they both 
go down to Newcastie-a town in which 
I feel a great interest-and there give 
forth words of offence and unwisdom. 
I know that what the noble Lord said 
was all very smart, but really it was not 
true, and I hl!-ve not much respect for a 
thing that is merely smart and is not 
true. The Chancellor of th~ Exchequer 
mnde a statement too. The papers 
made it appear that he did it with ex· 
ultation; but that is a mistake. But he 
made a statement, and though I do 
not know what will be in his Budget, 
I know his wishes in regard to that 
statement-namely, that he had never 
made it. 

Those Gentlemen, bear in mind, sit, 
as it were, on a hill; they are not 
obscure men, making speeches in a 
public-house or even at a respectable 
mechanics' institution; they are men 
whose voice is heard wherever the 
English language is known. And 
knowing that, and knowing what effect 
their speeches will have, especially in 
Lancashire, where men are in 'trade, 
and where profits and 'losses are affected 
by the words of statesmen, they use the 
language of which I complain; and be
yond this, for I can conceive some idea 
of the irritation those statements must 
have caused in the United States. I 
might refer to the indiscriminating abuse 
of the hon. and learned Gentleman the 
Member for Sheffield; and I may add 
to that the unsleeping ill-will of the 
noble Lord the Member for Stamford. 
I am not sure that these two Members 
of the House are in the least degree 
converted yet. I think I heard the 
hon. Member for Sheffield utter to· 
night some ejaculation that looked as 
if ,he retained all his old sentiments. 
[Mr. ~oebuck: • Exactly.'] I am sorry 

it is so. I did expect that these things 
would be regretted and repented of; 
and I must express my hope that if any 
one of you who have been thus unge
nerous shall ever fall into trouble of 
any kind, that you will find your friends 
more kind and more just than you have 
been to your fellow-countrymen-for I 
will still call them so-at the other side 
of the Atlantic. And as to the press, 
Sir, I think it is unnecessary to say 
much about that, because every night 
those unfOitunate writers are now en
deavouring to back out of everything 
they have been saying; and I can only 
hope that their power for evil in future 
will be w.eatiy lessened by the stupend
ous exhibition of ignorance and folly 
which they have made to the world. 

Now, Sir, having made this state
ment, I suppose the noble Lord the 
Member for Stamford, if he were to 
get up after me, would say: • Well, if 
all this be true-if we have done all 
these injurious things, if we have created 
all this irritation in the United States
will it not be likely that this irritation 
will provoke a desire for vengeance, 
and that the chances of war are greatly 
increased by it l' I do not know 
whether the chances of war are in
creased, but I will say that not only is 
war not certain, but it is to the last 
degree improbable. 

But, Sir, there is another side to this 
question. All England is not included 
in the rather general condemnation 
which 'I have thought it my duty to 
express. There is another side. Look
ing to our own population, what have 
the millions been saying and doing
the millions you are so much afraid of? 
-especially the noble Lord the Member 
for Stamford, who objects to the trans
ference of power to those millions from 
those who now hold it, and, from his 
position, naturally objects. I beg leave 
to tell the House that, taking the coun
ties of Lancashire and Yorkshire-your 
great counties of population-the mil
lions of men there, whose industry has j' 
not only created but sustains the fabric 
of your national power, have had no 
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kind of sympathy with the views which 
I have been condemning. They have 
been more generous and more wise; 

, they have shown that magnanimity and 
love 'of freedom are not extinct. And, 

; , speaking of the county from which I 
, come-the county of many sorrows, 
. whose griefs have hung like a· dark 
: cloud over almost every heart during 
,the last three years-all the attempts 
which the agents of the Confederacy 

i ~have made there by money, by printing, 
'by platform speeches, by agitation, have 

I outterly failed to get from that popula
; 'tion one expression of sympathy with 
I ,the American insurrection. And, Sir, 
, if the bond of union and friendship 

between England and America shall 
i remain unbroken, we shall not have to 
, ,thank the wealthy and the cultivated, 

but those laborious millions whom 
statesmen and histories too' frequently 
take little account of. They know a 
little of the United States, which Gen

·t1emen opposite and some on this side 
,the House do not appear to know. 
They know that every man of them 

'would be better off on the American 
lfContinent, if he chose to go there, and 
'would be welcome to every right and 
privilege that the people there are in 
possession of. They know further that 
every man may have from the United 
States Government a free gift of 160 
acres of the most fertile land in the 
world. [A laugh.] I do not under
stand that laugh, but the gift, under 
,the Homestead Act of America, of 160 
~cres of land is a great deal for a man 
who has no land. I can tell you that 
~e Homestead Act and the liberality 
()f the American Government have had 
a great effect upon the population of 
nhe North of England, and I can tell 
'you further-that the labouring popula
otion of this country- the artisans and 
the mechanics-will never join heartily 
.in any policy which is intended to e!
otrange the people of the United States 
drom the people of the United Kingdom. 
, But, Sir, we have other securities for 
;l>eace which are not less than these, 
CUld I find them in the character of the 

Government and people of the Anierican 
Union. I think the right hon. Gentle
man the Member for Buckinghamshire 
(Mr. Disraeli) referred to what must 
reasonably be supposed to happen in 
case this rebellion should be 'put down 
-that when a nation is exhausted it 
will not rush rashly into a new struggle . 
The loss of life has been great, the loss 
of treasure enormous. Happily' for 
them, this life and this treasure have 
not been sacrificed to keep. a Bour
bon on the throne of France, or to 
keep the Turks in Europe; the sacrifice 
was for an object which every man 
could comprehend, which every man 
could examine by the light of his own 
intelligence and his own conscience; 
for if these men have given their lives 
and their possessions, it was for the 
attainment of a great end, the main
tenance of the unity and integrity of a 
great country. History in future time 
must· be written in a different spirit 
from all history in the past, if it should 
express any condemnation of that people. 
Mr. lincoln, who is now for the second 
time President of the United States, was 
elected exclusively by what was' termeEl 
the Republican party. He is now elected 
by what may be called the Great Union 
party of the nation. But Mr. Lincoln's 
party has always been for peace. That 
party in the North has ·never carried 
on any war of aggression, and has never 
desired one. I speak of the North 
only, the Free States. And . let the 
House remember that in that country 
landed property, property of all, kind, 
is more universally distributed than in 
any other nation, that instruction and 
school education are also more widely 
diffused there than amongst any other 
people. I say, they have never carried 
on hitherto a war for aggrandizement 
or for vengeance, and I believe they 
will not begin one now. ' , 

Canada, I think the noble Lord will 
admit, is a very tempting bait, not in
deed for the purpose of annexation, but 
for the purpose of humiliating this coun
try. I agree with hon. Gentlemen who 
have said that it would be discrelltable 
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Now, Sit, I would not willingly say a 
word that would wound either the noble 
Lord at the head of the Foreign Office 
or the Chancellor of the Exchequer, be
cause I do not know amongst the official 
statesmen of this country two men for 
whom I have greater sympathy or more 
respect; but I have to complain of them. 
I do not know why it is that they both 
go down to Newcastle-a town in which 
I feel a great interest-and there give 
forth words of offence and unwisdom_ 
I know that what the noble Lord said 
was all very smart, but really it was not 
true, and I have not much respect for a 
thing that is merely smart and is not 
true. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
mnde a ~tatement too. The papers 
made it appear that he did it with ex
ultation; but that is a mistake: But he 
made a statement, and though I do 
not know what will be in his Budget, 
I know his wishes in regard to that 
statement-namely, that he had never 
made it. 

Those Gentlemen, bear in mind, sit, 
as it were, on a hill ; they are not 
obscure men, making speeches in a 
public-house or even at a respectable 
mechanics' institution; they are men 
whose voice is heard wherever the 
English language is known. And 
knowing that, and knowing what effect 
their speeches will have, especially in 
Lancasbire, where men are in trade, 
and where profIts and losses are affected 
by the words of statesmen, they use the 
language of which I complain; and be
yond this, for I can conceive some idea 
of the irritation those statements must 
have caused in the United States. I 
might refer to the indiscriminating abuse 
of the hon. and learned Gentleman the 
Member for Sheffield; and I may add 
to that the unsleeping ill-will of the 
noble Lord the Member for Stamford. 
I am not sure that these two Members 
of the House are in the least degree 
converted yet. I think I heard the 
hon. Member for Sheffield utter to
night some ejaculation that looked as 
if he retained all his old sentiments. 
[Mr. !'oebuck: • Exactly.'] I am sorry 

it is so. I did expect that these things 
would be regretted and repented of; 
and I must express my hope that if any 
one of you who have been thus unge
nerous shall ever fall into trouble of 
any kind, that you will find your friends 
more kind and more just than you have 
been to your fellow-countryMen-for I 
will still call them so--at the other side 
of the Atlantic. And as to the press, 
Sir, I think it is unnecessary to say 
much about that, because every night 
those unfOltunate writers are now en
deavouring to back out of everything 
they have been saying; and I can only 
hope that their power for evil in future 
will be greatly lessened by the stupend
ous exhibition of ignorance and folly 
which they have made to the world. 

Now, Sir, having made this state
ment, I suppose the noble Lord the 
Member for Stamford, if he were to 
get up after me, would say: • Well, if 
all this be true--if we have done all 
these injnrious things, if we have created 
all this irritation in the United States
will it not be likely that this irritation 
will provoke a desire for vengeance, 
and that the chances of war are greatly 
increased by it?' I do not know 
whether the chances of war are in
creased. but I will say that not only is 
war not certain. but it is to the last 
degree improbable. 

Bnt. Sir, there is another side to this 
question. All England is not included 
in the rather general condemnation 
which 'I have thought it my duty to 
express. There is another side. Look
ing to our own population. what have 
the millions been saying and doing-;
the millions you are so much afraid 0i~ 
-especially the noble Lord the Memb ' 
for Stamford, who objects to the trans
ference of power to those millions from 
those who now hold it. and. from his 
position. naturally objects. I beg leave 
to tell the House that, taking the coun
ties of Lancashire and Y orkshire--your 
great cowlties of population-the mil
lions of men there, whose industry has 
not only created but sustains the fabric 
of your national power, have had no 
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kind of sympathy with the views which 

, : I have been condemning. They have 
been more generous and more wise; 
they have shown that magnanimity and 

, love of freedom are not extinct. And, 
, " speaking of the county from which I 
I come-the county of many sorrows, 

whose griefs have hung like a dark 
cloud over almost every heart during 
the last three years-all the attempts 
which the agents of the Confederacy 
have made there by money, by printing, 

I 'by platform speeches, by agitation, have 
, utterly failed to get from that popula
tion one expression of sympathy with 

, : the American insurrection. And, Sir, 
',if the bond of union and friendship 

between England and America shall 
remain unbroken, we shall not have to 

'. thank the wealthy and the cultivated, 
, but those laborious millions whom 
, statesmen and histories too' frequently 
, take little account of. They know a 

little of the United States, which Gen
tlemen opposite and some on this side 
the House do not appear to know. 
They know that every man of them 

, would be better off on the American 
continent, if he chose to go there, and 
would be welcome to every right and 

, privilege that the people there are in 
possession of. They know further that 
every man may have from the United 
States Government a free gift of 160 
acres of the most fertile land in the 
world. [A laugh.] I do not under" 
stand that laugh, but the gift, under 
the Homestead Act of America, of 160 
acres of land is a great deal for a man 
who has no land. I can tell you that 
the Homestead Act and the liberality 
of the American Govemment have had 
a great effect upon the population of 
the North of England, and I can tell 
you further- that the labouring popula
tion of this country- the artisans and 
the mechanics-will never join heartily 
in any policy which is intended to e!l
trange the people of the United States 
from the people of the United Kingdom. 

But, Sir, we have other securities for 
peace which are not less than these, 
and I find them in the character of the 

Government and people of the American 
Union. I think the right hon. Gentle
man the Member for Buckinghamshire 
(Mr. Disraeli) referred to what must 
reasonably be supposed to happen in 
case this rebellion should be put down 
-that when a nation is exhausted it 
will not rush rashly into a new struggle. 
The loss of life has been great, the loss 
of treasure enormous. Happily' for 
them, this life and this treasure have 
not been sacrificed to keep a Bour
bon on the throne of France, or to 
keep the Turks in Europe; the sacrifice 
was for an object which every man 
could comprehend, which every man 
could examine by the light of his own 
intelligence and his own conscience; 
for if these men have given their lives 
and their possessions, it was for the 
attainment of a great end, the main
tenance of the unity and integrity of a 
great country. History in future time 
must· be written in a different spirit 
from all history in the past, if it should 
express any condemnation of that people. 
Mr. Lincoln, who is now for the second 
time President of the United States, was 
elected exclusively by what was termetl. 
the Republican party. He is now elected 
by what may be called the Great Union 
party of the nation. But Mr. Lincoln's 
party has always been for peace. That 
party in the North has ,never' carried 
on any war of aggression, and has'never 
desired one. I speak of the North 
only, the Free States. And: let the 
House remember that in that 'country 
landed property, property of all· kind, 
is more universally distributed than in 
allY other nation" that instruction and 
school education are also more widely 
diffused there than amongst any other 
people. I say, they have never carried· 
on hitherto a war for aggrandizement 
or for vengeance, and I believe they 
will not begin one now. . .. 

Canada, I think the noble Lord will 
admit, is a very tempting bait, not in
deed for the purpose of annexation, but 
for the purpose of humiliating this coun
try. I agree with hon. Gentlemen who 
have said that it would be discreOitable 
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to England, in the light of her past 
history. that she should leave any por
tion of her Empire which she could 
defend, undefended. But still it is ad
mitted-and I think the speech of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Caine (Mr. Lowe) produced a great 
effcct upon those who heard it-the 
House admitted that in case of war 
with the United States. Canada could 
not be defended by any power on land 
or at sea which this country could raise 
or spare for that purpose. I am very 
sorry, not that we cannot defend Ca
nada, but that any portion of the do
minions of t)le Bri tish Crown is in such 
circumstances as to tempt evil-disposed 
people to attack it with .. the view of 
humiliating us, because I believe that 
transactions which humiliate a Govern
ment and a nation are not only dis
agreeable, but a great national harm. 

But, now, is there a war party in the 
United States? I believe there is such 
a party. It is that party which was a 
war party eighty years ago. It is the 
party represented by hon. Gentlemen 
who sit on that bench-the Irish party. 
They who are hostile to this country in 
the United States are those who were 
recently malcontent subjects of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Tam
worth. It is these, and such as these. 
to whom the noble Lord at the head of 
the Government offers only such con
solation as that of telling them that 
• the rights ofthe tenants are the wrongs 
of the landlords: who constitute ·the 
only war party in the United States; 
and it was the war party there in the 
days of Lord North. But the real power 
of the United States does not rest on 
that class. American mobs-and, ex
cepting some portion of the population 
of New York. I.would not apply the 
language even to them-for the sake 
of forcing their Congress and their Ex· 
ecutive to a particular course. are alto
gether unknown. The real mob in 
your sense, is that party of chivalrous 
gentlemen in the South. who have re
ceived, I am sorry to say. so much 
sympr:by from some persons in this 

country and in this House. But the 
real power depends upon another class 
-the landowners throughout the coun
try. and there are millions of them. In 

. this last election for President of the 
United States, I was told by a citizen 
of New York. who was most active in 
the election, that in the State of New 
York alone 100,000 Irish votes were 
given. as he expressed it, solidly-that 
is. in one mass--for General M 'Clellan. 
and that not more than 2.000 were 
given for President Lincoln. You see 
the preponderance of that party in the 
city of New York. and that is the feeling 
amongst them throughout the State of 
New York; but. throughout the whole 
of the United States. it is merely a 
small per-centage, which has no sensible 
effect upon the constitution of Congress. 
or upon legislation or government. 

My hon. Friend the Member for 
Bradford (Mr. W. E. Forster) referred 
to a point which I suppose has really 
been the cause of this debate. and that 
is the temper of the United States in 
making certain demands upon our G0-
vernment. I asked a question the other 
night after the noble Lord had asked a 
question upon the subject-I asked 
whether we had not claims against 
them. I understand that claims were 
made upon us by the United States 
amounting to 300.0001. or 400,oool. I 
am afraid that we have claims against 
them. amounting probably to as mucll 
as that. If any man thinks he has a 
right to go to law with another. and 
that other has an answer to his claim. 
the case must be heard. And so be
tween two great nations and two free 
Governments. If one has clainls against 
the other. and the other has counter 
claims. clearly nothing can be more fair 
than that those claims should be cour
teously and honestly considered. It is 
quite absurd to suppose that the Eng. 
lish Government and the Government 
at Washington can have a question 
about half a million of money which 
they cannot amicably settle. The noble. i 
Lord. I believe. thinks it is not a ques.· , 
tion for arbitration. but that it is a '~ 
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question of principle. Well, all ques
tions of property almost are questions 
of law, and you go to a lawyer and 
settle them if you can. In this case it 
would be surely as easy to have the 
matter settled by some impartial person 
as it was to ask the Senate or other 
authority at Hamburg to settle a ques
tion between this country and the Em
pire of Brazil. Our most perfect se
curity is, that as the war in America 
draws to a close-if it should happily 
soon draw to a close-we shall become 
more generous to them, and their Go
vernment and people will probably be
come less irritated against us. And 
when the passions have cooled down, 
I am quite sure that Mr. Seward on 
that side and Earl Russell on this, Mr. 
Adams here and Sir Frederick Bruce 
there, will be able, without much diffi
culty, to settle this, which is, after all, 
an unimportant matter, as a question of 
accounts between the two nations. 

I have only.one more observation to 
make, and it is this-I suspect the root 
of all the unfortunate circumstances that 
have occurred is the feeling of jealousy 
which we have cherished with regard 
to the American nation. It was very 
much shown at the beginning of this 
war, when a Member whom I will not 
name, for I am sure his wish is that his 
name should not be mentioned in con
nection with it now, spoke of the burst
ing of the bubble republic. I recollect 
that Lord John Russell, as he then was, 
speaking from that bench, t1,!rned round 
and rebuked him in language which 
was worthy of his name, and character, 
and position. I beg to tell that Gen
tleman, and anybody else who talks 
about a bubble republic, that I have a 
strong suspicion he will see that a great 
many bubbles will burst before that. 

t. Why should we fear a great nation on 
t the American continent? Some people 
t fear that, should America become a 
n great nation, she will be arrogant and 

aggressive. It does not follow that it 
:( should be so. The character of a nation 
:i: does not depend altogether upon its 
:h size, but upon the instruction, the civili-

zation, and the morals of its people. 
You fancy the supremacy of the sea 
will pass away from you; and the noble 
Lord, who has had much experience, 
and is supposed to be wiser on the sub
ject than any other man in the House, 
will say that' Rule Britannia' may be
come obsolete. Well, inasmuch as the 
supremacy of the seas means arrogance 
and the assumption of a dictatorial 
power on the part of this country, the 
sooner that becomes obsolete the better. 
I do not believe that it is for the ad
vantage of this country, or of any coun
try in the world, that. anyone nation 
should pride itself upon what is termed 
the supremacy of the sea; and I hope 
the time is coming-I believe the hour 
is hastening-when we shall find that 
law and justice will guide the councils 
and will direct the policy of the Chris
tian nations of the world. Nature will 
not be baffled because we are jealous of 
the United States-the decrees of Pro
vidence will not be overthrown by aught 
we can do. 

The population of the United States 
is now not less than 35,.000,000. When 
the next Parliament of England has 
lived to the age which this has lived to, 
that population will be 4.0,000,00.0, and 
you may calculate the increase at the 
rate of rather more than 1,000,.000 of 
persons per year. Who is to gainsay 
it? Will constant snarling at a great re
public alter this state of things, or swell 
us up in these islands to 4.0,00.0,00.0 or 
5Q,Qoo,ooo ... or bring them down to our 
3.0,.0.0.0,.0.0.0 ? Hon. Members and the 
country at large should consider these 
facts, and learn from them that it is the 
interest of the nations to be at one-
and for us to be in perfect courtesy and 
amity with the great English nation on 
the other side of the Atlantic. I am 
sure that the longer that nation exists 
the less will our people be disposed to 
sustain you in any needless hostility 
against them or jealousy of them. And 
I am the more convinced of this from 
what I have seen of the conduct of the 
people in the north of England during 
the last four years. I believe, Q~ the 
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otber band. that the Americai1 people. 
wben this excitement is over. will be 
willing. so far as aggressive acts against 
us are concerned. to bury in oblivion 
transactions which have given them 
much pain. and that they will make 
tbe allowance whicli they may fairly 
make. tbat the people of this country
even those high in rank and distin
guished in culture-have had' a very 
inadequate knowledge of the real state 
of the events which have taken place 
in that country since the beginning of 
the war. 

It is on record that when the author 
of Tbe Decline arul Fall of tbe Romo .. 
Empire was about to begin his great 
work. David Hume wrote a letter to 
him urging him' not to employ tbe 
French but the English tongue. • be
cause: he said. • our establishments in 
America promise superior stability and 
duration to the English language.' How 
far that promise has been in part ful
filled we who are living now can see; 
but how far it will be more largely and 

more completely fulfilled in after times 
we must iegye after times to tell. I 
believe that in the centuries which are 
to come! it will be the great~ pride 
and the highest renown of England. 
that from her loins have sprung a hun
dred millions-it may be two hundred 
millions-of men who dwell and prosper 
on that continent which the grand old 
Genoese gave to Europe. Sir. if the 
sentiments which I have uttered shall 
become the sentiments of the Parlia
ment and people of the United King
dom-if the moderation which I have 
described shall mark the course of the 
Government and of the people of the 
United States- then. notwithstanding 
some present irritation and some pre
sent distrust-and I have faith both in 
us and in them-I believe that these 
two great commonwealths will march 
abreast. the parents and the guardians 
of freedom and justice. wheresoever 
their language shall be spoken and 
their power shall extend. 
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II. 

THE CANADIAN FORTIFICATIONS. 

HOUSE OF COMMONS, MARCH :a3, 1865. 

I SHALL ask the attention of the House 
for only a few moments. ,If the hon. 
Member (Mr. Bentinck) divides, I shall 

. go into the same lobby with him. I 
am afraid that, in making that an
nouncement, I shall excite some little 
alarm in the mind of the hon. Gentle
man. I wish therefore to say, that I 
shall not in going into the lobby agree 
with him in many of the statements he 
has made. The right hon. Gentleman 
(Mr. Dismeli) said, that he approached 
the military question with great diffi
dence, and I was very glad to see any 
signs of diffidence in that quarter. After 
that explanation, be asked the House 
with a triumphant air whether there is 
any difficulty in defending a frontier of 
one thousand or fifteen bundred miles, 
and whether the practicability of doing 
so is a new doctrine in warfare. But 
one thousand or fifteen hundred miles 
of frontier to defend at the centre of 
your power, is one thing; but at three 
thousand or four thousand miles from 
the centre, it is an entirely' different 
thing. I venture to say, that there is 
not a man in this House, or a sensible 
man out of it, who, apart from the 
consJderation of this vote, or some spe
cial circumstances attending it, believes 
that the people of this country. colild 

attempt a successful defence of the fron
tier of Canada against the whole power 
of the United States. I said the other 
night, that I hoped we should not now 
talk folly, and hereafter, in the en
deavour to be consistent, act folly. We 
all know perfectly well that we are 
talking folly when we say that the Go
vernment of this country would send 
either ships or men to make an effectual 
defence of Canada against the power of 
the United States, supposing war to 
break out. Understand, I am not in 
the least a believer in the probability of 
war, but I will discuss the question for 
one moment as if war were possible. I 
suppose some men in this House think . 
it probable. But if it be possible or.' 
probable, and if you have to look this: 
difficulty in the face, there is no extri- ' 
cation from it but in the neutrality or' 
independence of Canada. , 

I agree with those Members who say 
that it is the duty of a great empire te 
defend every portion of it. I admit 
that as a general proposition, though 
hon. Gentlemen opposite, and some on 
this side, do not apply that rule to the 
United States. But, admitting that rule, 
and supposing that we are at all points 
unprepared for such a catastrophe. may 
we not, as reasonable men, look ~ead. 
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and try if it be not possible to escape 
from it? [An hon. Member: 'Run 
away?'] No, not by running away. 
though there are many circumstances in 
which brave men run away; and you 
may get into difficulty on this Canadian 
question, which may make you look 
back and wish that you had run away a 
good time ago. I object to this vote on 
a ground which, I believe, \las not been 
raised by any Member in the present 
discussion. I am not going to say that 
the expenditure of fifty thousand pounds 
is a matter of great consequence to this 
country, that the expenditure of this 
money in the proposed way will be 
taken as a menace by the United States. 
I do not think·that this can be fairly 
said; for whether building fortifications 
at Quebec be useless or not, such a 
proceeding is not likely to enable the 
'Canadians to overrun the State of New 
York. The United States, I think, will 
have no right to complain of this ex
penditure. The utmost it can do will 
be to show them that some persons, 
and perhaps the Governmeut of this 
country, have some little distrust of 
them, and so far it may do injury. I 
complain of the expenditure and the 
policy announced by the Colonial Se
cretary, on a ground which I thought 
nught to have been urged by the noble 
Lord the Member for Wick, who is a 
sort of half-Canadian. He made a 
speech which I listened to with great 
pleasure, and told the House what some 
of us, perhaps, did not know before; 
but if. I had been connected, as he is. 
with Canada, I would have addressed 
the House from a Canadian point of 
view. 

What is it that the Member for 
'Oxford says? He states, in reference 
to the expenditure for the proposed 
fortifications, that, though a portion of 
the expenditure is to be borne by us, 
the main portion is to be borne by 
Canada; but I venture to tell him, that, 
if there shall be any occasion to defend 
Canada at all, it will not arise from 
anything Canada does, but from what 
Eng.nd does; and therefore I protest 

against the doctrine that the Cabinet in 
London may get into difficulties, and 
ultimately into war, with the Cabinet 
at Washington; that because Canada 
lies adjacent to the United States, and 
may consequently become a great battle
field, this United Kingdom has a right 
to call on Canada for the main portion 
of that .expenditure. Who has asked 
you to spend fifty thousand pounds, 
and the hundreds of thousands which 
may be supposed to follow, but which 
perhaps Parliament may be indisposed 
hereafter to grant? What is the pro
portion which Canada is to bear? If 
we are to spend twp hundred thousand 
pounds at Quebec, is Canada to spend 
four hundred thousand pounds at Mont
real? If Canada is to spend double 
wbatever we may spend, is it not 
obvious that- every Canadian will ask 
himself-what is the advantage of the 
connection between Canada and Eng
land? 

Every Canadian knows perfectly well, 
and nobody better than the noble Lord 
the Member for Wick, that there is no 
more prospect of a war between Canada 
and the United States alone, than be
tween the Empire of France and the 
Isle of Man. If that is so, why should 
the Canadians be taxed beyond all rea
son, as the Colonial Secretary proposes 
to tax them, for a policy not Canadian, 
and for a calamity which, if ever it 
occurs, must occur from some trans
actions between England and the United 
States? There are Gentlemen here who 
know a good deal of Canada, and I see 
behind me one who knows perfectly well 
what is the condition of the Canadian 
finances. We complain that Canada 
levies higher duties on British manufac
tures than the United States did before 
the present war, and much higher than 
France does. But when we complain 
to Canada of this, and say it is very 
unpleasant usage from a part of our 
empire, the Canadians reply that their 
expenditure is so much, and their debt, 
with the interest on it, ·so much, that 
they are obliged to levy these heavy 
duties. If the Canadian finances are in 
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the unfortunate position described; if 
the credit of Canada is not very good 
in the market of this country; if you see 
what are the difficulties of the Canadians 
during a period of peace;. consider what 
will be their difficulties if the doctrine 
of the Colonial Secretary be carried out, 
which is that whatever expenditure is 
necessary for the defence of Canada. 
though we bear a portion. the main 
part must be borne by Canada. 

We must then come to this inevitable 
conclusion. Every Canadian will say. 
• We are close alongside of a great na
tion; our parent state is three thousand 
miles away; there are litigious, and 
there may be even warlike. people in 
both nations. and they may occasion the 
calamity of a great war; we are peace
able people. having no foreign 1,lolitics. 
happily; we may be involved In war, 
and while the cities of Great Britain are 
not touched by a single shell. nor one 
of its fields ravaged, there is not a city 
or a village in this Canada in which we 
live which will not be liable to the 
ravages of war on the part of our power
ful neighbour.' Therefore the Canadians 
will say, unless they are unlike all other 
Englishmen (who appear to have more 
lSense the farther they go from their own 
'Country), that it would be better· for 
Canada to be disentangled from the 
lpolitics of England, and to assume the 
lPosition of an independent state. 
, I suspect from what has been stated 
,by official Gentlemen in the present 
.Government and in previous Govern
'.nenls, that there is no objection to the 
~ndependence of Canada whenever Ca
Olada may wish it. I have been.glad to 
lear those statements, because I think 
hey mark an .extraordinary progress in 

.ound opinions in this country. I re
:ollect the noble Lord at the head of the 
'oreign Office on one occasion being 
'ery angry with me. he said I wished 
.0 make a great empire less; -but a great 
mph-e. territorially, may be lessened 
vithout its power and authority in the 
.. orld being diminished. I believe if 
:anada now, by a friendly separation 

,,"om this country, became an inde-

pendent state, choosing its own form of 
government-monarchical. if it liked a 
monarchy, or republican, if it preferred 
a republic-it would not be less friendly 
to England, and its tariff would not be 
more adverse to our manufactures than 
it is now. In the case of a war with 
America, Canada would then be a neu
tral country; and the population would 
be in a state of greater security. Not 
that I think there is. any fear of war. 
but the Government admit that it may 
occur by their attempt to obtain money 
for these fortifications. I object, there
fore, to this vote, not on that account. 
Dor even because it causes some distrust. 
or may cause it, in the United States; 
but I object to it mainly because I think 
we are commencing a policy which we 
shall either have to abandon, because 
Canada will Dot submit to it, or else 
which ~Il bring upon Canada a burden 
in the shape of fortification expenditure 
that will make her more and more dis
satisfied with this country. and that will 
lead rapidly to her separation from us. 
I do not object to that separation in the 
least; I believe it would be better for 
us and better for her. But I think 
that, of all the misfortunes which could 
happen between us and Canada, this 
'Would be the greatest, that her separa
tion should take place after a period 
of irritation and estrangement. and that 
we should have on that continent to 
meet another element in some degree 
hostile to this country. 

I am sorry, Sir, that the noble Lord 
at the head of the Government, and his 
colleagues. have taken this course; but 
it appears to me to be wonderfully like 
almost everything which the Government 
does. It is a Government apparently of 
two parts. the one part pulling one way 
and the other part pulling another, and 
the result generally is something which 
does not please anybody. or produce any 
good effect in any direction. They now 
propose a scheme which has just enough 
in it t6 create distrust and irritation, 
enough to make it in some degree in
jurious. and they do not do enough to 
accomplish any of the objects for voilich 
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according to their statements, the pro
position is made. Somebody asked the 
other night whether the Administration 
was to rule, or the House of Commons. 
Well, I suspect from the course of the 
debates, that on this occasion the Ad
ministration will be allowed to rule. 
We are accustomed to say that the Go
vernment suggests .a thing on its own 

. responsibility, and therefore we will 
allow them to do it. But the fact is, 

. that the Government knows no .more 
of this matter than any other dozen 
gentlemen in this House. They are not 
a bit more competent to form an opinion 
upon it. They throw it down on the 
table, and ask' us to discuss and vote it. 

I should be happy to find the House, 
'disregarding an the intimations that war 
is likely, anxious not to urge Canada 
into incurring an expenditure which she 
will not bear, and which, if she will not 
bear, must end in one of two things
either in throwing the whole burden 
upon us, or in breaking up, perhaps 
suddenly and in anger, the connection 
between us and that colony, and in 
making our. future relations with her 
most unsatisfactory. I do not place 
much reliance on the speech of the right 
.hon. Member for Buckinghamshire, not 
because he cannot judge of the question 

(, 

. I 
Just as well as I or anyone of us can 
do, but because I notice that in matters 
of this kind Gentlemen. on that (the 
Opposition) bench, whatever may have 
been their animosities towards the' Gen
tlemen on this (the Treasury) bench on 
other questions, shake hands. They may 
tell you that they have no connection 
with the House over the way, but the 
fact is, their connection is most intimate. 
And if the right honourable Member 
for Buckinghamshire were now sitting 
on the Treasury bench, and the noble 
Visconnt were sitting opposite to him, 
the noble Viscount, I have no doubt, 
wO.uld give him the very same support 
that he now receives from the right hon. 
Gentleman. 

This seems to me a question So plain, 
so much on the surface, appealing so 
much to our common sense, having in it 
such great issues for the future, that I 
am persuaded it is the duty of the House 
of Commons on this occasion to take 
the matter out of the hands of the exe
cutive Government, and to determine 
that, with regard to the future policy 
of Canada, we will not ourselves expend 
the money of the English tax-payers, 
and not force upon the tax-payers of 
Canada a burden which, I am satisfied, 
they will not long continue to bear. 
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THE CANADIAN CONFEDERATION SCHEME. 

HOlJSE OF COMMONS, FEBRUARY 28, 1867. 

ALTHOUGH this measure has not ex
cited much interest in the House or in 
the country, yet it appears to me to be 
of such very great importance that it 
should be treated rather differently, or 
that the House should be treated rather 
differently in respect to it: I have never 
before known of any great measure 
affecting any large !-,ortion of the empire 
or its population which has been brought 
in and attempted to be hurried through 
Parliament in the manner in which this 
bill is being dealt with. But the im
portance of it is much greater to the 
inhp.bitants of those provinces than it is 
to ius. It is on that account alone that 
it J!night be expected we should examine 
it closely, and see that we commit no 
enor in passing it. 

The right hon. Gentleman has not 
ered us, on one point, an explanation 
cich I think he will be bound to make., 
lis bill does not include the whole of 

.e British North American Provinces. 
presume the two left out have been 
ft out because it is quite clear they 
id not wish to come in. [Mr. Adderley: 
I am glad I can inform the hon. Gen

.leman that they are, one of them at 
least, on tlie point of coming in.'] Yes; 
the reason of their being left out is be
cause they were not willing to come in. 
They may hereafter become willing, and 
if so the bill will admit them by a pro
vision which appears reasonable. But 
the province of Nova Scotia is also un-

willing to come in, and it is assumed 
that because some time ago the Legis
lature of that province voted a resolution 
partly in favour of some such course, 
therefore the population is in favour 
of it. 

For my part, I do not believe in the 
propriety or wisdom of the Legislature 
voting on a great question of this nature 
with reference to the Legislature of 
Nova Scotia, if the people of Nova 
Scotia have never had the question 
directly put to them. I have heard 
there is at present in London a petition 
complaining of the hasty proceeding 
of Parliament, and asking for delay, 
signed by 31,000 adult males of the 
province of Nova Scotia, and that that 
petition is in reality signed by at least 
half of all the male inhabitants of that 
province. So far as I know, the peti
tion does not protest absolutely against 
union, but against the manner in which 
it is being carried out by this scheme 
and bill, and the hasty measures of the 
Colonial Office. Now, whether the 
scheme be a good or bad one, scarcely 
anything can be more foolish, looking 
to the future, than that any of the pro
vinces should be dragged into it, either 
perforce, by the pressure of the Colonial 
Office, or by any hasty action on the 
part of Parliament, in the hope of pro
ducing a result which probably the 
populations of those provinces may Dot 
wish to see brought about. -

6 
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I understand that the general election 
for the Legislature of Nova Scotia, 
according to the constitution of that 
colony, will take place in the month of 
Mayor June next; that this question 
has never been fairly placed before the 
people of that province at an election, 
and that it has never been discussed and 
decided by the people; and seeing that 
only three months or not so much will 
elapse before there will be an oppor
tunity of ascertaining the opinions of 
the population of Nova Scotia, I think 
it is at least a hazardous proceeding to 
pass this bill through Parliament, bind
ing Nova Scotia, until the clear opinion 
of that provinee has been ascertained. 
If, at a time like this, when you are 
proposing a union which wi! all hope 
is to last for ever, you create a little 
sore, it will in all probability become 
a great sore in a short time. and it may 
be that the intentions of Parliament 
will be almost entirely frustrated by the 
haste with which this measure is being 
pushed forward. 

The right hon. Gentleman the Chan
cellor of the Exchequer, I think, in the 
early part of the evening, in answer to 
a question from this side. spoke of this 
matter as one of extreme urgency. Well, 
I cannot discover any urgency in the 
matter at all. What is urgent is this; 
that when done it ought to be done 
wisely. and with the full and free con
sent of all those populations who are to 
be bound by this Act and interested in 
its results. Unless the good-will of 
tho$e populations is secured. in all 
probability the Act itself will be a mis
fortune rather than a blessing to the 
provinces to which it refers. 

The right hon. Gentleman amused me 
in one part of his speech. He spoke of 
the filial piety-rather a curious term
of these provinces. and their great anxiety 
to make everything suit the ideas of this 
country; and this was said particularly 
with reference to the proposition for a 
Senate selected. not elected. for life, by 
the Governor-General of Canada. He 
said they were extremely anxious to 
foll'.v as far as possible the institutions 

of the mother country. I have not the 
smallest objection to any people on the 
face of the earth following our insti
tutions if they like them. Institutions 
which suit one country. as we all know, 
are not very likely to suit every other 
country. With regard to this particular 
case, the right hon. Gentleman said it is 
to be observed that Canada has had a 
nominated council, and has changed it 
for an elected one, and that surely they 
had a right if they pleased to go back 
from an elected council to a nominated 
council. Well, nobody denies that. but 
nobody pretends that the people of Ca
nada prefer a nominated council to an 
elected council. And all the wisdom 
of the wise men to whom the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Oxford has 
referred in such glowing terms, unless 
the experience of present and past times 
goes for nothing, is but folly if they have 
come to the conclusion that a nominated 
council on that continent must be better 
than an elected council. Still, if they 
wish it, I should not interfere and try to 
prevent it. But I venture to say that the 
clause enabling the Governor-General 
and his Cabinet to put seventy men in 
that council for life inserts into the 
whole scheme the germ of a malady 
which will spread, and which before very 
long will require an alteration of $is 
Act and of the constitution of this ~w 
Confederation. I 

But the right hon. Gentleman w~nt 
on to say that with regard to the repte
sentative assembly-which, I suppose. 
.is to be called according to his phrase 
the House of Commons-they h;l.ve 
adopted a very different plan. There 
they have not followed the course of 
this country. They ha~ established 
their House of Repre~ntatives directly , 
upon the basis of population. They 
have adopted the system which prevails 
in the United States, which upon every 
ten years' summing up of the census in 
that country the number of members 
may be changed, and is by law changed 
in the different States and districts as 
the rate of population may have changed. 
Therefore, in that respect his friends in 
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:' Canada have not adopted the principle us~cheaper for us and less demoralising 
~ which prevails in this country, but that for them-that they should become an 
I which prevails in the United States. I independent State, and maintain their 
1 believe they have done that which is own fortresses, fight their own cause, 
( right, and which they have a right to and build up their own future without 

I 
do, and which is inevitable there. I relying upon us. And when we know. 
regret very much that they have not as everybody knows, that the population 

I adopted another system with regard to of Canada is in a much better position 
their council or senate, because I am as regards the comforts of home. than 
satisfied-I have not a particle of doubt is the great bulk of 'the population of 
with regard to it-that we run a great this country, I say the time, has come 
danger of making this Act work ill when it ought to be clearly understood 

,almost from the beginning. that the taxes of England are no longer 
They have the example of thirty-six to go across the ocean to defray expenses 

States in the United States, in which the of any kind within the Confederation 
Senate is elected. and no man, however which is about to be formed. 
sanguine, can hope that seventy-two The right han. Gentleman has never 
stereotyped provincial peers in Canada been an advocate for great expenditure 

; will work harmoniously with a body in the colonies by the mother country. 
elected upon a system so wide and so On the contrary, he has been one of the 

,general as that which prevails in the members of this House who have dis
States of the American Union. There tinguished themselves by what I will 
is one point about which the right hon. call an honest system for the mother 
Gentleman said nothing, and which I country, and what I believe is a wise 
think is so very important that the system for the colonies. But I think 
Member for Oxford, his predecessor in that when a measure of this kind is 
office, might have told us something being passed, having such stupendous 
about it. We know that Canada is a results upon the condition and the fu
igreat country. and we know that the ture population of these great colonies, 
population is, or very soon will be, we have a right to ask that there should 
something like 4,000,000, and we may be some consideration for the revenue 
: hope that, united under one government, and for the taxpayers of this country • 
. the province may be more capable of In discussing this Bill with the delegates 
,defence. But what is intended with from the provinces, I think it was the 
regard to the question of defence? Is duty of the Colonial Secretary to have 
'everything to be done for the province? gone fairly into this question. and, if 
Js it intended to garrison its fortresses possible, to have arranged it to the 
~y English troops? At the present advantage of the colony and the mother 
i<llomenr there are, I believe, in the pro- country. 
~_ce 12,000 or 15.000 men. I believe there is no delusion greater 

There are persons in this country, than this-that there is any party in the 
I r-md there are some also in the North United States that wishes to commit any 

American provinces, who are ill·natured aggression upon Canada, or to annex 
,!nough to say that not a little of the Canada by force to the United States. 
loyalty that is said to prevail in Canada There is not a part of the world. in my 
has its price. I think it is natural and opinion, that runs less risk of aggression 
'easonable to hope that there is in that than Canada. except with regard to that 
;ountry a very strong attachment to foolish and impotent attempt of certain 
;his country. But if they are to be can- discontented not·long·ago subjects of 
'tantlyapplying to us for guarantees for the Queen, who have left this country. 
railways, and for grants for fortresses, America has no idea of anything of 
II.nd for works of defence. then I think the kind. No American statesman. no 
.t would be far better for them and for American political party, dreams ~r a 

6-a 
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moment of an aggression upon Canada. 
or of annexing Canada by force. And 
therefore. every farthing that you spend 
on your fortresses. and all that you do 
with the idea of shutting out American 
aggression. is money squandered through 
an hallucination which we ought to get 
rid of. I have not risen for the purpose 
of objecting to the sel:ond reading of 
this Bill. Under the circumstances. I 
presume it is well that we should do no 
other than read it a second time. But 
I think the Government ought to have 
given a little more time. I 'think they 
have not treated the province of Nova 
Scotia with that tenderness. that ge
nerosity. and that consideration which 

c' 

is desirable when you are about to make 
so great a change in its affairs and in 
its future. For my share. I want the 
population of these provinces to do that 
which they believe best for their own 
interests-to remain with this country 
if they like it. in the most friendly man
ner. or to become independent States if 
they wish it. IT they should prefer ~o 
unite themselves with the United States, 
I should not complain even of that. 
But whatever be their course. there is 
no man in this House or in those pro
vinces who has a more sincere wish for 
their greatness and their welfare than I 
have who have taken the liberty thus to 
criticise this Bill. 
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THE • TRENT' AFFAIR. 

ROCHDALE, DECEMBER 4, 1861. 

[During the excitement caused by the seizure of Messrs. Mason and Slidell, the envoys 
of the Slaveholders' Confederation, on board the Trem steamer, Mr. Bright's townsmen 
invited him to a Public Banquet, that they inight have the opportunity of hearing his 
opinions on the American Civil War, and on the duty of England in regard to it. 
This speech was delivered on the occasion of that Banquet.] 

WHEN the Gentlemen who invited me 
to this dinner called upon me, I felt 
their kindness very sensibly. and now I 

:. am deeply grateful to my friends around 
me, and to you all. for the abundant 
manifestations of kindness with which I 

. have been received to-night •• I am, as 
you all know. surrounded at thIS moment 
by my neighbours and friends. and I 
may say with the utmost truth. that I 
value the good opinions of those who 

,now hear my voice far beyond the 
opinions of any equal number of the 
inhabitants of this country selected from 
any other portion of it. You have, by 
this act of kindness that you have shown 
me. given proof that. in the main, you 
do not disapprove of my course and 
labours, that at least you are willing to 
express an opinion that the motives by 
which I have been actuated have been 
honest and honourable to myself, and 
that that course has not been entirely 
without service to my country. Coming 
to this meeting, or to any similar meet
ing. I always find that the subjects for 
discussion appear too many. and far 
more than it is possible to treat at 
length. In these times in which we 

live, by the influenco of the telegraph, 
and the steamboat and the railroad, and 
the multiplication of newspapers, we 
seem continually to stand as on the top 
of an exceeding high mountain, from 
which we behold all the kingdoms of 
the earth and all the glory of them,
unhappily. also, not only their glory. 
but their follies, and their crimes, and 
their calamities. 

Seven years ago. our eyes were turned 
with anxious expectation to a remote 
comer of Europe, where five nations 
were contending in bloody strife for an 
object which possibly hardly one of them 
comprehended, and, if they did compre
hend it, which all sensible men amongst 
them must have known to be absolutely 
impracticable. Fouryears ago, we were 
looking still further to the East, where 
there was a gigantic revolt in a great 
dependency of the British Crown, arising 
mainly from gross neglect. and from 
the incapacity of England, up to that 
moment. to govern the country which 
it had known how to conquer. Two 
years ago, we looked South, to the 
plains' of Lombardy. and saw a great 
strife there, in which every man iyng-
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land took a strong interest; and we 
have welcomed, as the result of that 
strife, the addition of a great kingdom 
to the list of European States. N ow, 
our eyes are turned in a contrary' direc
tion, and we look to the West. There 
we see a struggle in progress of the 
very highest interest to England and to 
humanity at large. We see there a 
nation which I shall call the Trans
atlantic English nation-the inheritor 
and partaker of all the historic glories 
of this country. We see it tom with 
intestine broils, and suffering from ca
lamities from which for more than a 
century past-in fact, for more than two 
centuries past-this country has been 
exempt. That struggle is of especial 
interest to U!r. We remember the de
scription which one of our great poets 
gives of Rome,- • 

, Lone mother of dead empires.' 

But England is the living mother of 
great nations on the American and. On 
the Australian continents. which promise 
to endow the world with all her know
ledge and all her civilization, and with 
even something more than the freedom 
she herself enjoys. 

Eighty-five years ago. at the time when 
some of our oldest townsmen were very 
little children, there were, on the North 
American continent, Colonies, maiuly 
of Englishmen, containing about three 
millions of souls. These Colonies we 
have seen a year ago constituting the 
United States of North America, and 
comprising a population of no less than 
thirty millions of souls. We know that 
in agricnlture and manufactures,. with 
the exception of this kingdom, there is 
no country in the world which in these 
arts may be placed in advance of the 
United States. With regard to inven
tions, I believe. within the last thirty 
years. we have received more useful 
inventions from the United States than 
from all the other countlies of the earth. 
In that country there are probably ten 
times as many miles of telegraph as 
there are in this country, and there are 
at l~st five or six times as many miles 

of railway. The tonnage of its shipping 
is at least equal to ours, if it does not 
exceed ours. The prisons of that coun
by-for, even in countries the most 
favoured, prisons are needful-have been 
models for other nations of the earth; 
and many European Governments have 
sent missions at different times to in· 
quire into the admirable system of 
education so universally adopted in 
their free schools throughout the Nor
thern States. 

If I were to speak of that country in 
a religious aspect, I should say that, 
considering the short space of time to 
which their history goes back, there is 
nothing on the face of the earth besides, 
and never has been, to equal the mag
nificent arrangement of churches and 
ministers. and of all the appliances 
which are thought necessary for a nation 
to teach Christianity and morality to its 
people. Besides all this, when I state 
that for many years past the annual 
public expenditure of the Government 
of that country has been somewhere 
between 10,000.0001. and 15.ooo.0~ol., 
I need not perhaps say further. that 
there has always existed amongst all the 
population an amount of comfort and 
prosperity and abounding plenty such 
as I believe no other country in the 
world, in any age, has enjoyed. 

This is a very fine, hut a very true 
picture; yet it has another side to which 
I must advelt. There has heen one 
great feature in that country, one great 
contrast. which has been pointed to by 
all who have commented upon the United 
States as a feature of danger, as a con
trast calculated to give pain. There 
has been in that country the utmost 
liberty to the white man, and bondage 
and degradation to the black man. 
Now rely upon it, that wherever Chris
tianity lives and flourishes. there must 
grow up from it, necessarily, a conscience 
hostile to any oppression and to any 
wrong; and therefore. from the hour 
when the United States' Constitution was 
fOlmed, so long as it left there this great 
evil-then comparatively small, but now 
so great-it left there seeds of that 
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~ which an American statesman has so 
t happily described, of that' irrepressible 
~, contlict' of which now the whole world 
I is the witness. It has been a common 
i thing for men- disposed to earp at the 
, United States to point to this blot upon 

i, their fair fame, and ~o compare it wi~ 
the boasted declaratIOn of freedom In 

t their Deed and Declaration of Inde· 
1. pendence. But we must recollect who 
I sowed this seed of trouble, and how and 

I by whom it has been cherished. 
Without dwelling upon this stain any 

: longer, I should like to read to you a 
paragraph from the instructions under

I stood to have been given to the Virginian 
I delegates to Congress. in the month of 
, August. 1774. by Mr. Jefferson, who 
: was perhaps the ablest man the United 
t States had produced up to that time, 
• and who was then actively engaged in 
! its affairs. and who afterwards for two 
, periods filled the office of President. He 
; represented one of these very Slave States 
, -the State of Virginia-and he says :--

• For the most trifling reasons. and some. 
times for no conceivable reason at all. his 
Majesty has rejected laws of the most salu

.' tary tendency. The abolition of domestic 

) 
slavery is the great object of desire in those 
Colonies where it was unhappily introduced 

: in their infant state. But previous to the 
1 enfranchisement of the slaves we have, it is 
I' necessary to exclude all further importations 
! from Africa. Yet our repeated attempts to 

affect this by prohibition. and by imposing 
duties which might amount to prohibition, 
have hitherto been defeated by hisMajesty's 
negative.-thus preferring the immediate 
advantages of a few British corsairs to the 
lasting interests of the American States. 
and to the rights of human nature, deeply 
wounded by this infamous practice.' 

I read this merely to show that, two 
years before the Declaration of Inde
pendence was signed. Mr. Jefferson, act· 
109 on behalf of those he represented in 
Virginia. wrote that protest against the 
course of the English Government which 
prevented the Colonists from abolishing 
the slave trade. preparatory to the aboli
tion of slavery itself. 

Well. the United States' Constitution 
left the slave qllestion for every State to 
manage for itself. It was a question 
too difficult to settle then. and apparently 
every man had the hope and belief that 
in a few years slavery itself would be
come extinct. Then there happened a 
great event in the annals of manufactures 
and commerce. It was discovered that 
in those States that article which we in 
this country now so iIluch depend on. 
could be produced of the best quality 
necessary for manufacture, and at a 
moderate price. From that day to this 
the growth of clltton has increased there. 
and its consumption has illcreased here, 
and a value which no man dreamed of 
when Jefferson wrote that paper has 
been given to the slave and to slave 
industry. Thus it has grown up to that 
gigantic institution which now threatens 
either its own overthrow or the over· 
throw of that which' is a million times 
more valuable-the United ,States of 
Ameriea. 

The crisis at which we have ,arrived
,I say' we,' for. after all, we are nearly 
as much interested as if I was making 
this speech in the city of Boston or the 
city of New York-the crisis. I say, 
which has now arrived. was inevitable. 
I say that the conscience of the North, 
never, satisfied with the institution of 
slavery, was constantly urging some men' 
forward to take a more extreme view of 
the question; and there grew up natur
ally a section-it may not have been a 
very numerous one-in favour of the abo
lition of slavery. A great and powerful 
party resolved at least upon a restraint 
and a control of slavery, so that it should 
not extend beyond the States and the 
area which it now occupies. But. if we 
look at the Government of the United 
States almost ever since the formation 
of the Union. we shall find the Southern 
power has been mostly dominant there. 
IC we take thirty·six years after the 
formation of the present Constitution~ 
I think about 17!!7-we shall find that 
for thirty·two of those years every Pre
sident was a Southern man; and if we 
take the period from 1828 untily 860. 
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we shall find that. on every election 
for President. the Soutll. voted in the 
majority. 

We know what an election is in the 
United Stlltes for President of the Re
public. There is a most extensive suf
fmge. And there is the bRlIot·box. The 
membersofthe House of RepresentRtives 
are elected by the same suffmge. and 
genemlly they are elected at the same 
time. It is thus therefore almost inevit
able that the House of Representatives 
is in accord in public pohcy with the 
President for the time being. Every 
four years there springs from the vote 
created by the whole people a President 
over that gt'eat nalton. I think the 
world offers no finer spectacle than this; 
it offers no higher dignity; and there is 
no I;reater object of ambition on the 
political stRge on which men are per
mitted to move. You may point. if you 
will. to hereditary rulet·s. to crowns 
coming down through successive ge
nemttons of the same family, to thrones 
bRsed on prescription or on conquest, 
to sceptres wielded over vetemn legions 
And subject rea1ms.-but to my mind 
there is nothin!r more worthy of reve
rence and obedience. and nothing more 
SIlCred, than the authority of the freely 
chosen magistmte of a great and free 
people; And if there be on earth and 
amongst men any right divine to govern, 
surely it rests with a ruler so chosen 
and so Appointed. 

l.ast year the ceremony of this gret\t 
election WIIS gone through, lind the 
South, which had been so long success
ful. found itself defeated. That defel\t 
WIIS followed instantly by secession. and 
insurrection. and war. In the multitude 
of articles which have been before us 
In the newspllpers within the last few 
months. I have no doubt you have seen 
it stated, as I have seen it, thllt this 
question was very much like that upon 
which the Colonies originally revolted 
llgainst the Crown of England. It Is 
anuuing how little some newspor:r 
wt'iters know. or how little they thlllk 
you know. When the War of Indepcn· 
denCf'was begun in America, ninety years 

ago. there were no representath't's there 
at all. The question then was. whether 
II Ministry in Downing·street. and a 
corrupt and borouf:h.mongering Par
lilunent. should continue to impose tn.tes 
upon three millions of English subj.:.:ts. 
who had left their DRtive shores and 
established themselves in North Amtrica. 
But now the question is not the WlUIt of 
representation. because, as is perfectly 
notorious, the South is not only repre
sented, but is represented in exC5S; for. 
in distributing the number of represen
tatives. which is done every tcn years. 
three out of every five slaves are COWlted 
as fl't'emen, and the number of repre
sentRtives from the Slave States is con· 
sequently so much greater thAII if the 
freemen. the white men only, were 
counted. Jo'rom this cause the Southern 
States have twenty members more in 
the House of RepresentRtives than they 
would have if the members were appor
tioned on the same principle as in the 
Northern Jo'ree Stl\tes. Therefore you 
will see at once that there is no com
parison between the state of things when 
the Colonies revolted. and the state of 
things now. when thi, wicked insu~ 
tion has broken out. ~ 

There is anot her cause which is so 
times in England as.,i!.'lIed for this gre 
misfortune. which is, the protecti 
theories in opemtion in the Union, and 
the maintenance of a high tarilT. It 
hRppens with regard to that. unfortunl\te
ly, tlll\t no American. certainly no one 
1 ever met with. attributed the disasters 
of the Union to that c.,use. It is an 
argument made use of by ignonlnt 
Englishmen, but never by informed 
Americans. I have alrel\dy shown you 
thllt the South. durin~ almost the whole 
existence of the Ulllon, has been do
mincutt at Washington; and during that 
period the tariff has existed. and there 
has been no geneml dissntisfnction with 
it. Occasionally, there call be no douht, 
their tariff was higher than was thollght 
jllst. or reasonable. or neces."I\ry by some 
of the Stntes of the South, llllt the Iil'St 
Act of the United Stntes which le\'ied 
dllties upon imports. passed immediately 
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1after the Union was formed; recited that and iron. But if the tariff was onerous 
r'It is necessary for the encouragement and grievous, was that any reason for 
! and protection of manufactures to levy this great insurrection? Was there ever 
the duties which follow;' and during a country that had a tariff, especially in 

: the war with England from 1813 to the article of food, more onerous and 
: 1815, the people of the United States more cruel than that which we had in 
'had to pay for all the articles they this country twenty years ago? We did 
,brought from Europe many times over not secede. We did not rebel. What 
'the natural cost of those articles, 011 we did was to raise money for the pur
, account of the interruption to the traffic pose of distributing among all the people 
by the English nation. perfect information upon the question; 

; When the war was over, it was felt and many men, as you know, devoted 
,by everybody desirable that they should all their labours" for several years, to 
I encourage manufactures in their own teach the great and wise doctrine of free 
: country ; and seeing that England at trade to the people of England. The 
that precise moment was passing a law price of a single gunboat, the equipment 
to prevent any wheat coming from of a single regiment. the garrisoning of 
America until wheat in England had a single fort, the cessation of their trade 
risen to the price of 8+,. per quarter, we for a single day, cost more than it would 
may be quite satisfied that the doctrine have cost to have spread among all the 
of protection originally entertained did intelligent people of the United States 
not find less favour at the close of the the most complete statement of the 
war in 1815. whole case; and the West and South 

There is one remarkable point with re- could easily have revised, or, if need had 
gard to this matter which should not be been, have repealed the tariff altogether. 
forgotten. Twelve months ago, at the The question is a very different and a 
meeting of the Congress of the United far more grave question. It is a question 
States, on the first Monday in December of slavery, and for thirty years it has 
-when the Congress met, you recollect constantly been coming to the surface, 

,that there were various propositions of disturbing social life, and overthrow
compromise, committee meetings of ing almost all political harmony in the 
various kinds to try and devise some working of the United States. In the 
mode of settling the question between North there is no secession; there is no 

, the North and the South, so that dis- collision. These disturbances and this 
union might not go on-though I read insurrection are found' wholly in the 
carefully everything published in the South and in the Slave States; and 
English papers from the United States therefore I think that the man who says 
on the subject, I do not recollect that otherwise, who contends that it is the 
in a single instance the question of the tariff, or anything whatsoever else than 
tariff was referred to, or any change slavery, is either himself deceived or 

nroposed or suggested in the matter as endeavours to deceive others. The ob
kely to have any effect whatever upon ject of the South is this. to escape from 

t~e question of Secession. the majority who wish to limit the area 
l There is another point,-whatever of slavery. They wish to found a Slave 

mIght be the influence of the tariff upon State freed from the influence and opi
tile United States, it is as pernicious to nions of freedom. The Free States in 
the West as it is to the South; and the North now stand before the world 
further, that Louisiana, which is a as the advocates and defenders of free
Southern State and a seceded State, has dom and civilization. The Slave States 
always voted along with Pennsylvania offer themselves for the recognition of a 
until last year in favour of protection- Christian nation, based upon the foun
protection for its sugar, whilst Penn- dation, the unchangeable foundation ill 
sylvania wished protection for its coal their eyes, of slavery and barbarisnit 
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I will not discuss the guilt of the 
men who, ministers of a great nation 
only last year, conspired to overthrow 
it. I will not point out or recapitulate 
the statements of the fraudulent manner 
in which they disposed of the funds in 
the national exchequer. I will not point 
out by name any of the men, in this 
conspiracy, whom history will designate 
by titles they would not like to hear; 
but I say that slavery has sought to 
break up the most free government in 
the world, and to found a new State, in 
the nineteenth century, whose corner
stone is the perpetual bondage of mil
lions of men; 

Having thus described what appears 
to me briefly the literal truth of this 
matter, what Is the course that Eng
land would be expected to pUISue? We 
should be neutral as far as regards 
mingling in the strife. We were neutral 
in the strife in Italy; but we were not 
neutral in opinion or sympathy; and we 
know perfectly well that throughout the 
whole of Italy at tbis moment there is 
a feeling that, though no shot was fired 
from an English ship, and though no 
English soldier trod their soil, yet still 
the opinion of England was potent in 
Europe, and did much for the creation 
of the Italian kingdom. 
. With regard to the United States, you 
know how much we hate slavery,-that 
is, some years ago we thought we knew; 
that we have given twenty millions ster
Iing,-a million a year, or nearly so, of 
taxes for ever,-to free eight hundred 
thousand sIa ves in the English colonies. 
We knew, or thought we knew, how 
much we were in love with free govern
ment everywhere, although it might not 
take precisely the same form as our own 
government. We were for free govern

. ment in Italy; woe were for free govern
ment in Switzerland; and we were for 
free government, even under a republican 
form, in the United States of America; 
and with all this, every man would have 
said that England would wish the 
American Union to be prosperous and 
eternal. 
~bw, suppose we turn our eyes to 

the East, to the empire of Russia, for 
a moment. In Russia, as you all know, 
there bas been one of the most important 
and maguificent changes of policy ever 
seen in any country. Within the last 
year or two, the present Emperor of 
Russia, following the wishes of his 
father, has insisted upon the abolition 
of serfdom in that empire; and twenty
three millions .of human beings, lately 
serfs, little better than real slaves, have 
been raised to the ranks of freedom. 
Now, suppose that the millions of the 
serfs of Russia had been chiefly in the 
South of Russia. We hear of the nobles 
of Russia, to whom those serfs belonged 
in a great measure, that they have been 
hostile to this change; and there has 
been some danger that the peace of 
that empire might be disturbed during 
the change. Suppose these nobles, for 
the purpose of maintaining in perpetuity 
the serfdom of Russia, and barring out 
twenty-three millions of your fellow
creatures from the rights of freedom, 
had established a great and secret con
spiracy, and that they had risen in great 
and dangerous insurrection against the 
Russian Govemment,-I say that you, 
the people of England, although seven 
years ago you were in mortal combat 
with the Russians in the South of 
Europe,-I believe at this moment you 
would have prayed Heaven in all sin
cerity and fervour to give strength to 
the arm and success to the great wishes 
of the Emperor, and that the vile and 
atrocious insurrection might be sup
pressed. 

Well, but let us look a little at what 
has been said and done in this country 
since the period when Parliament rose 
at the beginning of August. There have 
been two speeches to which I wish to 
refer, and in terms of approbation. The 
Duke of Argyll, a member of the prese:::.t 
Government,-and, though I have not 
the smallest personal acquaintance wi th 
him, I am free to say that I believe him 
to be one of the most intelligent and 
liberal of his order,-the Duke of Argyll 
made a speech which was fair and 
friendly to the Government of the 
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United States. Lord Stanley, only a the people ~f England should not be 
~ortnight ago, I think, made a speech taxed to defray expenses which the 
~hich it is impossible to read without colonies themselves were well able to 
~emarking the thought, the liberality, bear, turned to me with a sharpness 
iI1Jl~ the wisdom by which it is distin-' which was not necessary, and said, 'The 
_guished. He doubted, it is true, whether honourable Member has no objection 
~e Union could be restored. A man to make a great empire into a little 
jIleed not be hostile, and must not one; but I have.' Perhaps, if he had 
lIlecessarily be unfriendly, to doubt that lived in the United States, if he was 
lOr the contrary; but he spoke with a member of the Senate or the House 
fairness and friendliness of the Govern- of Representatives there, he would 
. ment of the United States; and he said doubt whether it was his duty to can-

~
at they were right and justifiable in sent at once to the destruction of a 

the course they took: and he gave us great country by separation, it may be 
. ome advice,-which is DOW more im- into two hostile camps, or whether he 
'portant than at the moment when it would not try all the means which were 
was given,-that amid the various in- open to him, and would be open to the 

.cidents and accidents of a struggle of Government, to- avert so unlooked-for 
~ this nature, it became a people like this and so dire a calamity. 
i to be very moderate, very calm, and to There are other speeches that have 
~avoid, as much as possible. any feeling been made. I will not refer to them by 
:of irritation, which sometimes arises, any quotation.-I will not, out of pity 
• and sometimes leads to danger. to some of the men who uttered them. 
I I mention these two speeches as from I will not bring their names even before 
I Englishmen of great distinction in this you, to give them an endurance which 
'country-speecht'S which I believe will I hope they will not otherwise obtain. 
i have a beneficial effect on the other side I leave them in the obscurity which they 
I of the Atlantic. Lord John Russell. in so richly merit. But you know as well 
! the House of Commons, during the last as I do, that, of all the speeches made 
i session, made a speech also, in which since the end of the last session of Par
i he rebuked the impertinence of a young liament by public men, by politicians, 
: Member of the House who had spoken the majority of them have either dis
'about the bursting of the 0 bubble played a strange ignorance of American 
: republic.' It was a speech worthy of affairs. or a stranger absence of that 
the best days of Lord John Russell. cordiality and friendship which. I main-

· But at a later period he spoke at New- tain, our American kinsmen have a right 
castle on an occasion something like to look for at our hands. 
this. when the inhabitants, or some And if we part from the speakers and 

· portion of the 'inhabitants, of the town turn to the writers, what do we find 
mvited him to a public dinner. He de- there? We find that which is reputed 
scribed the contest in words something abroad. and has hitherto been believed 
like these-I speak from memory only: in at home, as the most powerful re
o The North is contending for empire, presentative of English opinion-at 
the South for independence.' Did he least of the richer classes-we find in 
mean contending for empire. as Eng- that particular newspaper there has not 
land contends for it when making some been since Mr. Lincoln took office •. in 
fre.h conquest in India? IT he meant March last, as President of the United 
that, what he said was not true. But States. one fair and honourable and 
I recollect Lord John Russell, some friendly article on American affairs. 
years ago, in the House of Commons. Some of you, I dare say. read it: but, 
on an occasion when I made some ob- fortunately, every district is now so 
servation as to the unreasonable ex- admirably supplied with local news
penditure of our colonies, and said that papers, that I trust in all time to 1iQme 
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the people of England will drink of 
purer streams nearer home, and not of 
those streams which are muddled by 
party feeling and political intrigue, and 
by many motives that tend to anything 
rather than the enlightenment and ad
vantage of the people. It is said,
that very paper has said over and over 
again,-' Why this war? Why not 
separate peaceably? Why this fratri
cidal strife?' I hope it is equally 
averse to fratricidal strife in other dis
tricts; for if it be true that God made 
of one blood all the families of man to 
dwell on the face of all the earth, it 
must be fratricidal strife whether we are 
slaughtering Russians in the Crimea or 
bombarding towns on the sea-coast of 
the United States. 

Now no one will expect that I should 
stand forward as the advocate of war, 
or as the defender of that great sum of 
all crimes which is involved in war. 
But when we are discussing a question 
of this nature, it is only fair that we 
should discuss it upon principles which 
are acknowledged not only in the coun
try where the strife is being carried on, 
but are universally acknowledged in 
this country. When I discussed the 
Russian war, seven or eight years ago, 
I always condemned it, on principles 
which were accepted by the Government 
and people of England, and I took my 
facts from the blue-books presented to 
Parliament. I take the liberty, then, of 
doing that in this case; and I say that, 
looking at the principles avowed in 
England, and at its policy, there is no 
man, who is not absolutely a non
resistant in every sense, who can fairly 
challenge the conduct of the American 
Government in this war. It would be 

. a curious thing to find that the party 
in this country which on every public 
question affecting England is in favour 
of war at any cost, when they come to 
speak of the duty of the Government of 
the United States, is in favour' of peace 
at any price.' 

I want to know whether it has ever 
been admitted by politicians, or states
menf'or people, that a great nation can 

be broken up at any time by any parti
cular section of any part of that nation. 
It has been tried occasionally in Ire
land, and if it had succeeded history 
would have said that it was with very 
good cause. But if anybody tried now 
to get up a secession or insurrection in 
Ireland,-and it would be infinitely less 
disturbing to everything than the seces
sion in the United States, because there 
is a boundary which nobody can dispute 
-I am qnite sure the Time. would have 
its' Special Correspondent,' and would 
describe with all the glee and exultation 
in the world the manner in which the 
Irish insurrectionists were cut down 
and made an end of. 

Let any man try in this country to 
restore the heptarchy, do you think that 
any portion of the people would think 
that the project could be tolerated for 
a moment? But if you look at a map 
of the United States. you will see that 
there is no country in the world. pro

. bably, at this moment, where any plan 
of separation between the North and 
the South, as far as the question of 
boundary is concerned. is so surrounded 
with insurmountable difficulties. For 
example. Maryland is a Slave State; 
but Maryland, by a large majority, voted 
for the Union. Kentucky is a Slave 
State, one of the finest in the Union, 
and containing a fine people; Kentucky 
has voted for the Union, but has been 
invaded from the South. Missouri is 
a Slave State; but Missouri has not 
seceded, and has been invaded by the 
South, and there is a secession party in 
that State. There are parts of Virginia 
which have formed themselves into a 
new State, resolved to adhere to the 
North; and there is no doubt a con
siderable Northern and Union feeling 
in the State of Tennessee. I have no 
doubt there is in every other State. In 
fact, I am not sure that there is not 
now within the sound of my voice a 
citizen of the State of Alabama, who 
could tell you that in his State the 
question of secession has never been 
put to the vote; and that there are 
great numbers of men, reasonable and 
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. thoughtful and just men. in that State. 
;'who entirely deplore the condition of 
things there existing. 

, Then, what would you do with all 
those States. and with what we may call 
the loyal portion of the people of those 
States? Would you allow them to be 
dragooned into this insurrection. and 
into the formation or the becoming 

• parts of a new State. to which they 
themselves are hostile? And what 
would you do with the City of Wash
ington? Washington is in a Slave 
State. Would anybody have advised 
that President Lincoln and his Cabinet. 
with all the members of Congress. of 
the House of Representatives and the 
Senate. from the North. with their 
wives and chiidren. and everybody else 
who was not positively in favour of the 
South. should have set off on their me
lancholy pilgrimage northwards, leaving 
that capital. hallowed to them by such 
associations.-having its tlame even 
from the father of their country.
leaving Washington to the South, be
cause Washington is situated in a Slave 
State? 

Again. what do you say to the Missis
sippi River, as you see it upon the map. 
the' father of waters: rolling its gigantic 

, stream to the ocean? Do you think that 
the fifty millions which one day will 
occupy the banks of that river north

, ward, will ever consent that its great 

t 
stream shall roll through a foreign, and 
it may be a hostile State? And more. 
there are four millions of negroes in 

,subjection. :I<'or them the American 

!' Union is directly responsible. They are 
not secessionists; they are now. as they I always were, not citizens nor subjects, 

; but legally under the care and power of 
I the Government of the United States. 
I Would you consent that these should 
I be delivered up to the tender mercies 
r of their taskmasters. the defenders of 
: slavery as an everlasting institution? 
~ But if all had been surrendered with
, out a struggle. what then? What would 
I the writers in this newspaper and other 

newspapers have said? If a bare rock 
r in your empire. that would not keep a 

goat-a single goat-alive. be touched 
by any foreign power. the whole empire 
is roused to resistance; and if there be. 
from accident or passion. the smaUest 
insult to your /lag, what do your news
paper writers say upon the subject, and 
what is said in all your towns and upon 
all your Exchanges? I will tell you 
what they would have said if the Go
vernment of the lIlorthern States had 
taken their insidious and dishonest ad_ 
vice. They would have said the great 
Republic was a failure, that democracy 
had murdered patriotism, that history 
afforded no example of such meanness 
and of such cowardice; and they would 
have heaped unmeasured obloquy and 
contempt upon the people and Govern
ment who had taken that course. 

They teU you, these candid friends of 
the United States,-they tell you that 
all freedom is gone; that the Habeas 
Corpus Act, if they ever had one, is 
known no longer; and that any man 
may be arrested at' the dictum of the 
President or of the Secretary of State. 
Well, but in 1848 you recollect, many 
of you, that there was a sma1\ insurrec
tion in Ireland. It was an absurd thing 
altogether; but what was done then? 
I saw, in one night, in the House of 
Commons, a bill for the suspension of 
the Habeas Corpus Act passed through 
all its stages. What more did I see? 
I saw a bill brought in by the W\tig 
Government of that day, Lord John 
Russell being the Premier, whiCh made 
speaking against the Government and 
against the Crown-which up to that 
time had been sedition-which proposed 
to make it felony; and it was only by 
the greatest exertions of a few of the 
Members that the Act, in that particular, 
was limited to a period of two years. In 
the same session a bill was brought in 
called an Alien Bill. which enabled the 
Home Secretary to take any foreigner 
whatsoever, not being a naturalized 
Englishman, and in twenty.four hours 
to send him out of the country. Al
though a man might have committed no 
crime, this might be done to him, appa-
rently only on suspicion. .. 
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But suppose that an insurgent army 
had been so near to London that you 
could see its outposts from every sub
urb of your Capital, what then do you 
think would have been the regard of the 
Government of Great Britain for per
sonal liberty, if it interfered with the 
necessities, and, as they might think, the 
salvation of the State? I recollect, in 
1848, when the Habeas Corpus Act was 
suspended in Ireland, that a number of 
persons in Liverpool, men there of posi
tion and of wealth, presented a petition 
to the House of Commons, praying
what? That the Habeas Corpus Act 
should not be suspended? No. They 
were not content with its suspension in 
Ireland; and they prayed the House of 
Commons to extend that suspension to 
Liverpool. I recollect that at that time 
-and I am sure my friend Mr. Wilson 
will bear me out in what I say-the 
Mayor of Liverpool telegraphed to tbe 
Mayor of Manchester, and that messages 
were sent on to London nearly every 
hour. The Mayor of Manchester heard 
from the Mayor of Liverpool that cer
tain Irishmen in Liverpool, conspirators, 
or fellow-conspirators with those in 
Ireland, were going to burn the cotton 
warehouses in Liverpool and the cotton 
mills of Lancashire. I read that petition 
from Liverpool. . I took it from the 
table of the House of Commons, and 
read it, and I handed it over to a states
man of great eminence, who has been 
but just removed from us-I refer to Sir 
James Graham, a man not second to 
any in the House of Commons for his 
knowledge of affairs and for his great 
capacity-I handed to him that petition. 
He read it; and after he had read it, he 
rose from his seat, and laid it upon the 
table with a gesture of abhorrence and 
disgust. Now that was a petition from 
the town of Liverpool, in which some 
persons have been making themselves 
very ridiculous of late by reason of their 
tonduct on this American question. 

There is one more point. It has been 
said, ' How much better it would be'
not for the Uuited States, but-' for us, 
thatlhese States should be divided.' I 

recollect meeting a gentleman in Bond
street one day before the session was 
over. He was a rich man, and one 
whose voice is much heard in the House 
of Commons; but his voice is not heard 
when he is on his legs, but when he is 
cheering other speakers; and he said to 
me: 'After all, this is a sad business 
about the United States; but still I 
think it very much better that they 
should be split up. In twenty years,' 
or in fifty years, I forget which it was, 
, they will be so powerful that they will 
bully all Europe.' And a distinguished 
Member of the House of Commons-
distinguished there by his eloquence, 
distinguished more by his many writings 
-I mean Sir Edward Bulwer Lytton
lIe did not exactly express a hope, but 
he ventured on something like a predic
tion, that the time would come when 
there would be, I do not know how 
many, but about as many independent 
States on tIle American Continent as you 
can count upon your fingers. 

There cannot be a meaner motive than 
this I am speaking of, in forming a judg. 
ment on this question,-that it is' better 
for us'-for whom? the people of Eng. 
land, or the Government of England ?
that the United States should be severed, 
and that the North American continent 
should be as the continent of Europe is, 
in many States, and subject to all the 
contentions and disasters which have 
accompanied the history of the States of 
Europe. I should say that, if a man 
had a great heart within him, he would 
rather look forward to the day when, 
from that point of land which is habit
able nearest to the Pole, to the shores 
of the Great Gulf, the whole of that 
vast continent might become one great 
confederation of States,-without a great 
army, and without a great navy,-not 
mixing itself up with the entanglements 
of European politics.-without a custom
house inside, through the whole length 
and breadth of its territory,-and with 
freedom everywhere, equality every
where, law everywhere. peace every
where.-such a confederation would 
afford at least some hope that man is not 
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the South as a belligerent power; and 
proclaimed the neutrality of England. 
A little time before that, I forget how 
many days, Mr. Dallas, the late Minister 
from the United States, had left London 
for Liverpool and America. He did not 
wish to undertake any affairs for his 
Govemment, by which he was not 
appointed,-I mean that of President 
Lincoln,-and he left what had to be 
done to his successor, who was on his 
way, and whose arrival was daily 
expected. Mr. Adams, the present 
Minister from the United States, is a 
man whom, if he lived in England, you 
would speak of as belonging to one 
of the noblest families of the country. 
His father and his grandfather were 
Presidents of the United States. His 
grandfather was one of the great men 
who achieved the independence of the 
United States. There is no family in 
that country having' more claims upon 
what I should call the veneration and 
the affection of the people than the 
family of Mr. Adams. 

Mr. Adams came to this country. He 
arrived in London on the night of the 
13th of May. On the 14th, that Pro
clamation was issued. It was known 
that he was coming; but he was not 
consulted; the Proclamation was not 
delayed for a day, although there was 
nothing pressing, no reason why the 
Proclamation should not have. been 
notified to him. If communications of 
a friendly nature had taken place with 
him and with the American Govern
ment, they could have found no fault 
with this step, because it was perhaps 
inevitable, before the struggle had pro
ceeded far, that this Proclamation would 
be issued. But I have the best reasons 
for knowing that there is no single thing 
that has happened during. the course of 
these events which has created more 
surprise, more irritation, and more dis
trust in the United States, with respect 
to this country, than the fact that that 
Proclamation was not delayed one single 
day, until the Minister from America. 
could come here, and until it could be 
done, if not with ,his consent, 01jo,his 
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cOncurrence, yet in that friendly manner 
that would probably have avoided all 
the unpleasantness which bas occurred. 

Now I am obliged to say-and I say 
it with the utmost pain-that if we 
have not done things that are plainly 
hostile to the North, and if we have 
not expressed affection for slavery, and, 
outwardly and openly, hatred for the 
Union,-I say that there bas not been 
that friendly and cordial neutrality which, 
if I had been a citizen of the United 
States, I should have expected; and I 
say further, that, if there bas existed 
considerable irritation at that, it must 
be taken as a measure of the high 
appreciation which the people of those 
States place upon the opinion of the 
people of England. If I had been 
addressing this audience ten days ago, 
so far as I know, I should have said 
just what I have said now; and although, 
by an untoward event, circumstances are 
somewhat, even considerably, altered, 
yet I have thought it desirable to make 
this statement, with a view, so far as I 
am able to do it, to improve the opinion 
of England, and to assuage feelings of 
irritation in America, if there be any, so 
th:>.t no further difficulties may arise in 
the progress of this unhappy strife. 

But there has occurred an event which 
was announced to us only a week ago, 
which is one of great importance, 
and it may be one of some peril. It 
is asserted that what is called • inter
national law' has been broken by the 
seizure of the Southern Commissioners 
on board an English trading steamer by 
a steamer of war of the United States.' 
Now, what is international law ? You 
have heard that the opinions of the law 
officers of the Crown are in favour of 
this view of the case-that the law has 
been broken. I am not at all going to 
say that it has not. It would be im
prudent in me to set my opinion on a , 
legal question which I have only par
tially examined, against their opinion 
on the same question, which I presume 
they have carefully examined. But 
this I say, that international law is not 
to ~e found in an ~ct of Parliament-

it is not in so many clauses. You 
know that it is difficult to find the law. 
I can ask the Mayor, or any magistrate 
around me, whether it is not very diffi
cult to find the law, even when you 
have found the Act of Parliament, and 
found the clause. But when you have 
no Act of Parliament, and no clause, 
you may imagine that the case is still 
more difficnlt. 

Now, maritime law, or international 
law, consists of opinions and precedents 
for the most part, and it is very unset
tled. The opinions are the opinions of 
men of different countries, given at dif
ferent times; and the precedents are 
not always like each other. The law is 
very unsettled, and, for the most part, I 
believe it to be exceedingly bad. In 
past times, as you know from the his
tories you read, this country has been 
a fighting country; we have been belli
gerents, and, as belligerents, we have 
carried maritime law, by our own power
ful hand, to a pitch that has been very 
oppressive to foreign, and especially SO 
to neutral nations. Well, now, for 
the first time, unhappily,-almost for 
the first time in our history for the last 
two hundred years,-we are not bellige
rents, but neutrals; and we are disposed 
to take, perhaps, rather a different view 
of maritime and international law. 

Now, the act which has been com
mitted by the American steamer, in my 
opinion, whether it was legal or not, 
was both impolitic and bad. That is 
my opinion. I think it may tum out, 
almost- certainly, that, so far as the 
taking of those men from that ship was 
concerned, it was an act wholly un
known to, and unauthorized by, the 
American Government. And if the 
American Government believe, on the 
opinion of their law officers, that t1r .. 
act is illegal, I have no doubt they ~ . 
make fitting reparation; for there is il ' 
Government in the world that has .~ 
strenuously insisted upon modificatior, 
of international law, and been so anxious 
to be gnided always by the most mode
rate and merciful interpretation of that 
law. 
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Now, our great advisers of the Times incidents and accidents will happen. 

newspaper have been persuading people Bear in mind the advice of Lord 

I that this is merely one of a series of Stanley, so opportune and so judicious. 
acts which denote the determination of Do not let· your. newspapers, or your 

I' the Washington Government to pick a .public speakers, or any mah, take you 
qualTel with the people of England. off your guard, and bring you into that 
Did you ever know anybody who was frame of mind under which your Go, 
not very nearly dead drunk, who, hav- vernment, if it desires war, may. be 
ing as much upon his hands as he could driven to .engage in it; for one may be 
manage, would offer to fight· everybody almost as fatal and IlS evil as the .other. 
about him? Do you believe that .the What. can be more monstrous than 
United States' Government, presided that we, as we call ourselves,. to some 
over by President Lincoln, so constitu- extent, . an educated, a moral, and a 
tional in all his acts, so moderate. as he Christian nation-at a moment when 
has been-representing at this moment an accident of this kind occurs, before 
that great party in the United States, we . have made a representation to the 
happily now in the ascendancy, which American Government, before we have 
has always been especially in favour of heard a word framit in reply-should 
peace, and especially friendly to England he all up in arms, every sword leaping 
-do you believe that such a Govern- from its scabbard, and every man 
ment, having now upon its hands an looking about for his pistols and his 
insurrection of the most formidable blunderbusses ? . I think the conduct 
cl1aracter in the South, would invite pursued.,.-and I have no doubt just 

, the armies and the Heets of England to the same. is pursued by a cqtaill class ' 
. .combine with that insurrection, and, it in America-is much more the conduct 

might be, to render it impossible that.of savages than of Christian and civilized 
the Union should ever again be re- men. No, let us be calm. You reeol-
stored? I say, that single statement, lect how we were dragged into the 
whether it came from a public writer Russian war-how we' drifted' into it. 
or a public speaker, is enough to stamp You know that I, at least, have. not 
him for ever with the character of being upon' my head any of the guilt of that 
an insidious enemy of both countries. fearful war. You know that it cost one 

Well, now, what have we seen during hundred millions of money to this coun-
the last week? People have not been, try; that it cost at least the lives of 
I am told...,.I have not seen much of it forty thousand Englishmen; that it 
-quite as calm as sensible men should .distw'bed your trade; that it nearly 
be. Here is a question of law. I will doubled the armies of Europe; that it 
undertake to say, that when you have placed the relations of Europe on a 
from the United States' Government- much less peaceful footing than before; 
if they think the act legal-a statement and that it did not effect one single 
of their view 'of the case, they will show thing of all those that it was promised 
you that, fifty or sixty years ago, during to eftect. 
the wars of that time, there were scores I recollect speaking on' this subject, 
of cases that were at least as bad as this, within the last two years,. to a· man 
lihd some infinitely worse. And if it whose name I have already mentioned, 

~were not so late to-night-and I am Sir James Graham, in the House of 
not anxious now to go into the question Commons. He was a Minister at the 
further-I could easily place before you time of that war. He was reminding 
cases of extreme outrage committed by me' of a severe onslaught which I had 
us when we were at war, and for many 'made upon him and Lord Palmerston 
of which, I am afraid, little or no repa_ for attending a dinner at the Reform 
ration was offered. But let us bear .Club when Sir Charles Napier was 
this .in mind, that during this stlUggle 'appointed to the command· of tile 

'1 
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Baltic fleet; and he remarked, • What 
a severe thrn.shing' I had given them in 
the House of Commons I I said, • Sir 
James, tell me candidly, did you not 
deserve it l' He said, • Well, you were 
entirely right about that war; we were 
entirely wrong, and we never should 
have gone into it.' And this is exactly 
what everybody will say, if you go 
into a war about this business, when it 
is over. When your sailors and sol
diers, so many of them as may be 
slaughtered, are gone to their last ac
count; when your taxes are increased, 
your business permanently-it may be 
-injured; and when embittered feelings 
for generations have been created be
tween America and England - then 
your statesmen will tell you that • we 
ought not to have gone into the war.' 

But they will very likely say, as 
many of them tell me, • What could we 
do in the frenzy of the public mind l' 
Let them. not add to tlie frenzy, and 
let us be careful that nobody drives us 
into that frenzy. Remembering the 
past. remembering at this moment the 
perils of a friendly people. and seeing 
the difficulties by which they are sur
rounded, let us, I entreat of yon. see 
if there be any real moderation in the 
people of England. and if magnanimity, 
so often to be found amongst indi
viduals, is absolutely wanting in a great 
nation. 

Now, Government may discuss this 
matter-they may amwge it-they 
may arbitrate it. I have received here, 
since I came into the room. a despatch 
from a friend of mine in London, refer
ring to this matter. I believe some 
portion of it is in the papers this even
ing. but I have not seen them. He 
states that General Scott, whom you 
know by name. who has come over 
from America to France, being in a 
bad state of health-'the General lately 
of the American army. and a man 
whose reputation in that country is 
hardly second to that which the Duke 
of Wellington held during his lifetime 
in this country-General Scott has 
w"tten a letter on the American dif-

ficulty. He denies that fue Cabinet of 
Washington had ordered the seizure of 
the Southern Commissioners. if found 
under a neutral flag. The question of 
legal right involved in the seizure, the 
General thinks a very narrow ground 
on which to force a quarrel with the 
United States. As to Messrs. Slidell 
and Mason being or not being contra
band, the General answers for it, that. 
if Mr. Seward cannot convince Earl 
Russell that they bore that character, 
Earl Russell will be able to convince 
Mr. Seward that they did not. He 
pledges himself that. if this Government 
cordially agreed with that of the United 
States in establishing the immunity of 
neutrals from the oppressive right of 
search and seizure on suspicion. the 
Cabinet of Washington will not hesi
tate to purchase so great a bOOD to 
peaceful trading-vessels. 

Now. then, before I sit down, let me 
ask you what is this people. about 
which so many men in England at this 
moment are writing. and speaking. and 
thinking, with harshness, I think with 
injustice, if not with great bitterness 1 
Two centuries ago. multitudes of the 
people of this country found a refuge 
on the North American continent, es-

• caping from the tyranny of the Stuarts 
and from the bigotry of Laud. Many 
noble spirits from our country made 
great experiments in favour of human 
freedom on that continent. Bancroft, 
the great historian of his own country, 
has said, in his own graphic and em
phatic language, 'The history of the 
colonization of America is the history 
of the crimes of Europe.' From that 
time down to our own period, America. 
has admitted the wanderers from every 
clime. Since 1815. a time which many 
here remember, and which is within my 
lifetime, more than three millions of' 
persons have emigrated from the Uni
ted Kingdom to the United States. 
During the fifteen years from 1845 or 
1846 to 1859 or 1860--a period so 
recent that we all remember the most 
trivial circumstances that have happened 
in that time-during those fifteen years 
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more than two million three hundred and 
twenty thousand persons left the shores 
of the United Kingdom as emigrants 
for the States of North America. 

At this very moment, then, there are 
millions in the United States who per
sonally, or whose immediate parents, . 
have at one time been citizens of this 
country. They found a home in the 
Far West; they subdued the wilder
ness; they met with plenty there, 
which was not afforded them in their 
native country; and they have become 
a great people. There may be persons 
in England who are jealous of those 
States. There may be men who dislike 
democracy, and 'who hate a republic; 
there may be even those whose sym
pathies warm towards the slave oli
garchy of the South. But of this I am 
certain, that only misrepresentation the 
most gross or calumny the most wicked 
can sever the tie which unites the great 
mass of the people of this country with 
their friends and brethren beyond the 
Atlantic. . 

Now, whether the Union will be 

restored or not, or the South achieve 
an unhonoured independence or not, ] 
know not, and I predict not. But this. 
I think I know-that in !L few years, a 
very few years, the twenty, millions of , 
freemen in the North will be thirty 
millions, or even fifty millions-a popu
lation equal to or exceeding that of this. i 
kingdom. When that time comes, I 
pray that it may niDt be said amongst. I 
them, that, in the darkest hour of their • 
country's trials, England, the land of 
their fathers, looked mn witl). iCy cold- , 
ness and saw tmmoved the perils an<i 
calamities of their children. As fer me, 
I have put this t(l» say: I am but one 
in this audience, and but one in the 
citizenship of this. ClJUDtry; but if all 
other tongues are silent, mine shall 
speak for that peJic.y which gives hope 
to the bondsmen of the South, and 
which tends to· generous thoughts, and 
generous words, !Uld generous deeds, 
between the tw0> great nations who 
speak the English language, and from 
their origin are alike entitled to the 
English name, 

______________ '---__ ~.I 
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II. 

THE WAR AND THE SUPPLY OF COTTON. 

BIRMINGHAM, DECEMBER 18, 1862. 

I AM afraid there was a Httle excite
ment during a part of my honourable 
Colleague's speech, which was hardly 
favourable to that impartial consider
ation to which he appealed. He began 
,by referring to a question~or, I might 
say, to two questions, for it was one 
great. .question in two parts,-which at 
this moment occupies the mind, and, 
I think, must afllict the heart of every 
thoughtful man in this country-the 
calamity which has fallen upon the 
county from which I come, and the 
strife which is astonishing the world on 
the other side of the Atlantic. 

I shan not enter into details with 
regard· to that calamity, because you 
have had already, I believe, meetings in 
this town, many details have been pub
lished, contributions of a generous cha
racter have been made, and you are 
doing-and especially, if I am rightly 
informed, are your artisans doing-their 
dnty with regard to the unfortunate 
condition of the population amongst 
which I live. But this I may state in 
a sentence, that the greatest, probably 
the most prosperous, manufacturing in
dustry that this country or the world 
has ever seen, has been suddenly and 
unexpectedly stricken down, bnt by a 
blow which has not been unforeseen or 
unforetold. Nearly five hundred thou
sand persons-men, women, nnd chil
dl<:n-at this moment are saved from 

the utmost extremes of famine, not n 
few of them from death, by the con
tributions which they are receiving from 
all parts of the country. I will not 
attempt here an elaborate eulogy of the 
generosity of the givers, nor will I en
deavour to paint the patience and the 
gratitude of those who suffer and re
ceive; .but I believe the conduct of the 
country, with regard to this great mis
fortune, is an honour to all classes and 
to every section of this people. 

Some. hnve remarked that there is 
perfect order where there has been so 
much anxiety and suffeIing. I believe 
there is scarcely·a thoughtful mnn in 
La.ncashire who will not admit that one 
great cause of the patience and good con
duct of the people, besides the fact that 
they know SO much is being done for 
them, is to be found in the extensive 

·inforination they possess, and which 
of late years, and now more than ever 
has been communicated to them throuO'h 
the instrumentality of an untaxed pre~s. 
Noble Lords who have recently spoken, , 
official men, and public men, have taken 
upon them to tell the people of Lanca- I, 
shire that nobody has done wrong, and 
that, in point of fact, if it had not been 
for a family quarrel in that dreadful 
Republic, everything would have gone 
on smoothly, and that nobody can be 
blamed for our present suffeIings. 

Now, if you will allow me, I should 

I, 
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like' to examine for a' few . minutes 
: whether this be true. If you read the 
papers with regard to this question, you 
will find that, barring whatever chance 
there maybe of our again soon receiving 
a. supply of cotton from America, the 
hopes of the whole country are directed 

I to India. Our Government of India 
is not one of to-day. It is a Govern-

· ment that has lasted as long as the 
Government of the United States, and it 
has had far more insurrections and se. 

· cessions, not one of which, I suppose 
· some in this meeting must regret, has 
been tolerated by our Government or 

, recognised by France. Our Government 
in India has existed for a hundred years 

· in some portion of the country where 
cotton is a staple produce of the land. 
.But we have had under the name of a 

· Government what I have always de
scribed as a piratical joint-stock com

I!: pany, beginning with Lord Clive, and 
, ending, as I now hope it has ended, 

with Lord Dalhousie. And under that 
Government I will undertake to say that 
it was not in nature that' you could have 
such improvement as· should ever give 
you a fair supply of cotton. 

Up to the year IS14, the whole trade 
of India was a monopoly of the East 
India Company. They took everything 
there that went there; they brought 
everything back that came here; they 
did whatsoever they pleased in the ter
ritories under their rule. I have here 
an extract from a report of a Member of 
Council in India, Mr. Richards, pub
lished in the year IS12. He reports to 
the Court of Directors, that the whole 
cotton produce of the district was taken, 
without leaving any portion of the 
a vowed share of the R yots, that is, the 
cultivators, at their own free disposal; 
and he says that they are not suffered to 

I know what they shall get for it until 
!' after it has been far removed from their 

reach and from the country by exporta
tion coastwise to Bombay; and he says 
further, that the Com pany's servants 
fixed. the prices from ten to thirty per 
cent. under the general market rate in 
the districts that were not under the 

·Company's· nile. During the three years 
before the Company's monopoly was 
abolished, in IS14, the whole cotton 
that we received from India (I quote 
from the brokers' returns from Liver. 
pool), was only 17,000 bales; in the 
three years afterwards, owing, no doubt, 
partly to the great increase in price, 

.we received 551,000 bales, during which 
same three years the United States only 
sent us 611,000. Thus you see that in 
IS17, IS1S .. and IS19, more than forty 
years ago, the quantity we received froni 
India was close upon, and in the year 
ISIS it actually exceeded, that which we 
received from the United States. 

Well, now I come down to the year 
IS32, and I have then the report of 
another Member of Council, and beg 
every working man here, every man who 
is told that there is nobody to blame. 
to listen to one or two extracts from the 
report. Mr. Warden, Member, of the 
.Council, gave evidence in 1832 that the 
money-tax levied on Surat cotton was 
56 rupees per candy, leaving the grower 
only 24 rupees, or rather less than' ld. 
per pound. In I S46 there was so great 
a decay of the. cotton trade. of .Western 
India, that a committee .was. appointed 
in Bombay, partly. of Meillbers of the 
Chamber of Commerce and partly of 
servants of the Government, and they 
made a report in which they stated that 
from every candy of cotton-a candy 
is 7 cwt. or 7K4 Ibs.-costing So rupees; 
which is 160 shillings in Bombay, the 
Government had taken 4S rupees as 
land-tax and sea-duty, leaving only 32 
rupees, or less than ld. per pound, to 
be divided among all parties, fmm the 
Bombay seller to the Surat grower. 

In IS+7 I was in the House of Com
mons, and I brought. forward a pro
position for a select committee to inquire 
mto this whole qaestion; for in that 
year Lancashire was on the verge of 
the calamity that has now overtaken 
it; cotton was very scarce, for hun
dreds . of the mills were working short 
time, and many were closed altogether. . 
That committee reported that, in all 
the districts. of Bombay and Ma.a-as 
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where cotton was cultivated, and gen
erally over those agricultural regions. 
the people were in a condition of the 
most abject and degraded pauperism: 
and I will ask you whether it is possible 
for a people in that condition to produce 
anything great. or anything good. or any
thing constant. which the world requires? 

It is not to he wondered at that the 
quality of the cotton should he bad-so 
bad that it is illustrated by an anecdote 
which a very excellent man of the 
Methodist body told me the other day. 
He said that at a pmyer-meeting. not 
more than a dozen miles from where 
I live. one of the ministers was earnest 
in supplication. to the Supreme; he de
tailed; no doubt. a great many things 
which he thought they were in want of. 
and amongst the rest. a supply of cotton 
for the famishing people in that district. 
When he prayed for cotton. some inan 
with a keen sense -of what he had suf
fered. in response exclaimed, '0 Lord I 
but not Surat.' 

Now. myallrlment is this. and my as
sertion is this, that the growth ()f cotton 
in India.~the growth of an article which 
was native and common in India before 
America Walt discovered by Europeans, 
-that the growth ()f that article has 
been systematically injured, strangled, 
and destroyed by the stupid and wicked 
policy of the Indian Government. 

I snw, the other day. a letter from 
a gentleman as well acquainted with 
Indian affairs. perhaps. as any man in 
India,-a letter written to a member of 
the Madras Government.-in which he 
stated his firm opinion that. if it had not 
been for the Bombay Committee in 1846. 
and for my Committee in 1848, there 
would not have been any cotton sent 
from India at this moment to be worked 
up in Lancashire. Now, in 1846. the 
quantity of cotton coming from India 
had fallen to 94,000 bales.· How has it 
increased since then? In 1859 it had 
reached 509,000 bales: in 1860,563,000 
bales; and last year, owing to the ex
traordinarily high price, it had reached 
986,000 bales, and I suppose this year 
wi!:} be about the same as last year. 

I think. in justification of myself and 
of some of those with whom I have 
acted. I am entitled to ask your time 
for a few moments, to show you what 
has been not so much done as attempted 
to be done to improve this state of 
things; and what has been the system
atic opposition that we have had to 
contend with. In the year 1847, I 
moved for that committee, in a speech 
from which I shaU read one short 
extract. I said that 'We ought not 
to forget that the whole of the cotton 
grown in America is produced by slave 
labour. and this. I think, all will admit, 
~that, no matter as to the period in 
which slavery may have existed, abo
lished it will ultimately be. either by 
peaceable means or by violent means. 
Whether it comes to an end by peace
able means ()r otherwise. there will in 
all probability be an interruption to the 
production of cotton. and the calamity 
which must in consequence fall upon a 
part of the American Union will be felt 
throughout the manufacturing districts 
()f this country.' 

The committee was not refused:
Governments do not always refuse com
mittees; they do not much fear them on 
matters of this kind; they put as many 
men on as the mover of the committee 
does. and sometimes more, and they 
often consider a committee. as my hon
ourable Colleague will tell YO\4 rather 
a convenient way of burying an un
pleasant question, at least for another 
session, The committee sat during the 
session of 18.s. and it made a report. 
from which I shall quote. not an extract. 
but the sense of an extract. The evi
dence was very extensive, very com. 
plete, and entirely condemnatory of the 
whole system of the Indian Govern
ment with regard to the "land and agri
cultural produce, and one might have 
hoped that something would have arisen 
from it, and probably something has 
arisen from it, but so slowly that you 
have no fruit,-nothing on which you 
can calculate, even up to this hour. 

Well, in 1850, as nothing more was 
done. I thought it time to take another 
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· step. and I gave notice of a motion for 
.the appointment of a Royal Commission 
to go to India for the express purpose of 
ascertaining the truth of this matter. 
I moved. • That a Royal Commission 

, • proceed to India to inquire into the 
, obstacles which prevent the increased 
~ . growth of cotton in India. and to re-

port upon any circumstance which may 
· injuriously affect the economical and in
dustrial condition of the native popu
lation, being cultivators of the soil, 

, within the Presidencies of Madras and 
Bombay.' 

I~' Now I shall read you one extract 
I from my speech on that occasion. which 

refers to this question of peril in Ame
rica. I said. • But there is another 
point, that, whilst the production of 

i cotton in the United States results from 
, , slave labour, whether we approve of any 

particular mode of abolishing slavery in 
: any country or not, we are all convinced 

that it will be imrossible in any country, 
, and most of al in America, to keep 

between two and three millions of the 
population permanently in a state of 

· bondage. }iy whatever means that sys
; tern is to be abolished, whether by 

insurrection,-which I should deplore,
or by some great measure of justice 
from the Government,-one thing is 
certain, that the production of cotton 

, must be interfered with for a consider
able time after such an event has taken 

, place; and it may happen that the 
greatest measure of freedom that has 
ever been conceded may be a measure 
the consequence of which will inflict 
mischief upon the greatest industrial 
pursuit that engages the labour of the 
operative population of this country.' 

Now, it was not likely the Govern
ment could pay much attention to this, 
for at that precise moment the Foreign 
Office-then presided over by Lord Pal
merston-was engaged with an English 
fleet in the waters of Greece, in col
lecting a bad debt for one Don Pacifico. 

, a Jew, who made a fraudulent demand 
on the Greek Government for injuries 
said to have been committed upon him 
in Greece. Notwithstanding this, I 

called upon Lord John Russell. who was 
then the Prime Minister, and asked him 
whether he would grant the Commission 
I was going to move for. I will say 
this for him, he appeared to agree with 
me that it was a reasonable thing. I 
believe he saw the peril, and that my 
proposition was a proper one. but he 
said he wished he could communicate 
with Lord Dalhousie. But it was in the 
month of June, and he could not do 
that, and hear from 'him again before 
the close of the session. He told me 
that Sir John Hobhouse, then President 
of the India Board, was very much 
against it; and I answered, • Doubtless 
he is, because he speaks as the mouth
piece of the East India Company, against 
whom I am bringing this inquiry.' 

Well, my proposition carne before the 
House. and, as some of you may re
collect. it was opposed by the President 
of the India Board. and the Commission 
was consequently not granted. I had 
seen Sir Robert Peel,-this was only 
ten days before his death,-I had seen 
Sir Robert Peel, acquainted as he was 
with Lancashire interests. and had en
deavoured to enlist him in my support. 
He cordially and entirely approved of 
my motion, and he remained in the 
House during the whole of the tim\! 
I was speaking; but when Sir John 
Hobhouse rose to resist the motion, and 
he found the Government would not 
consent to it, he then left his. seat, and 
left the House. The night after, Ot 
two nights after. he met me in the 
lobby; and he said he thought it was 
but right he should explain why he left 
the House after the conversation he 
had held with me on this question 
before. He said he had hoped the 
Government would agree to the motion, 
but when he found they would not. his 
position was so delicate with regard
to them and his own old party, that 
he was most anxious that nothing should 
induce him, unless under the press\1Te 
of some great extremity, to appear even 
to oppose them on any matter .before 
the House. Therefore. from a very 
delicate sense of honour, he did ~ot 
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say what I am sure he wOuld have been 
glad to 'have said, and the, proposition 
did not receive from him that help 
which, if it had received it, would have 
sunnounted ,all obstacles. ' 
, To show the SOlt of men who are 

made ministers-Sir John Hobhouse 
had on these occasions always a speech 
of the same sort. ,He said this: • With 
respect to the peculiar urgency of the 
time, he could not say the honourable 
Gentleman had made out his case; for 
he found that the importation of cotton 
from all countries showed an immense 
increase during the last three yl!'ars.1 

We know that the importation of colton 
has shown an • immense increase' almost 
every three years for the last fifty years. 
But it was because that increase was 
entirely, or nearly so, from one source, 
and that source one of extreme peril, 
that I asked for the inquiry for which' 
I moved. He said he had a letter 
in his hand-and he shook it at me
from the Secretary of the' Commercial 
Association of Manchester, in which 
the directors of that body declared by 
special resolution that my proposition 
was not necessary, that an inquiry might 
do harm, and that they were abundantly 
satisfied with everything that these lords 
of Leadenhall-street were doing. He 
said, • Such was the letter of the Secre. 
tary of the Association, and it was a 
complete answer to the hon. Gentle· 
man who had brought forward this 
motion.' 

At this moment one of these gentle. 
men to whom I have referred, then 
President of the Board of Control, Go
vernor of India:, author, as he told a 
committee on which I sat, of the Affghan 
war, is now decorated with a Nonnan 
title-for our masters even after a lapse 
of eight hundred years ape the Nonnan 
style-sits in the House of Peers, and 
legislates for you, having neglected in 
regard to India every great duty which 
appertained, to his high office; and to 
show that it is not only cabinets and 
monarchs who thus distribute honours 
and rewards, the President of that Com-

o m,§cial Association through whose in-

stigation that letter was written is now 
one of the representatives of Manchester, 

o the great centre of that manufacture 
whose very foundation is now crumbling 
into ruin. 

But I was not, although discouraged, 
baffled. I went down to the Chamber 
of Commerce in Manchester, and along 
with Mr. Bazley, then the President of 
the Chamber, I believe, and Mr. Henry 
Ashworth, who is now the President 
of that Chamber, and many others, we 
determined to have a Commission of in
quiry of our own. We raised a subscrip
tion of more than 2,0001.; we selected 
a gentleman-Mr. Alexander Mackay, 
the author of one of the very best books 
ever written by an Englishman upon 
America, The Western World-and we 
invited him to ,become our Commis
sioner, and, unfortunately for him, he 
accepted the office. He went to India, 
he made many inquiries, he wrote many 
interesting reports; but,like many others 
who go to India, his health declined; • 
he returned from Bomhay, but he did 
not live to reach home. 

We were greatly disappointed at this • 
on public grounds, besides our regret 
for the loss of one of so much private 
worth. Some of us, Mr. Bazley par
ticularly, undertook the charge of pub
lishing these reports, and a friend of 
Mr. Mackay'S, now no longer living, 
nndertook the editorship of them, and 
they were published in a volume called 
Western India; and that volume received 
such circulation as a work of that na
ture is likely to have. 

In the year 1853 there came the_ 
proposition for the renewal of the East 
India Company's charter. I opposed 
that to the utmost of my power in the 
House of Commons, and some of you 
will recollect I came down here with 
Mr. Danby Seymour, the Member for 
Poole, a gentleman well acquainted with 
Indian affairs, and attended a meeting 
in this very hall, to denounce the policy 
of conferring the government of that 
great country for another twenty years 
upon a Company which had so entirely J' 
neglected every duty belonging to it 
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except one-the dnty of collecting taxes. 
In 1854, Colonel Cotton-now Sir 
Arthur Cotton, one of the most dis
tinguished engineers in India-came 
down to Manchester. We had a meeting 
at the Town Hall, and he gave an 
address on the subject of opening the 
Godavery River, in order that it might 
form a mode of transit, cheap and ex
peditious, from the cotton districts to 
the north of that river; and it was 
proposed to form a joint-stock company 
to do it, but unfortunately the Russian 
war came on and disturbed all com
"ercial projects, and made it impos
si ''! to raise money for any-as some 

\' mig ::all it-speculative purpose, like 
that of opening an Indian river. 

,i Well, in 1857 there came the mutiny. 
!, What did our rulers do then? Sir 
,,' Charles Wood, in 18~3, had made a 

speech Jive hours long, most of it in 
praise of the government of the East 
India Company. In 1858-at the open
ing of the session in 1858, I think-the 
Government brought in a Bill to abolish 
that Company, and to establish a new 
form of government for India. That 

L was,exactly what we asked them to do 
in 1853; but, as in everything else, 
!lothing is done until there comes an 
overwhelming calamity, when the most 
obtuse and perverse is driven from his 

! position. In 1858 that Bill passed, 
, under the auspices of Lord Stanley. 
'. It was not a Bill such as I think Lord 

Stanley approved when he was not a 
Minister; it was not a Bill such as I 

.. lie1ieve he would have brought in if he 
'_ had been permitted by the House and 

the Cabinet to have brought in a better 
Bill. It abolished the East India Com
pany, established a new Council, and 
left things to a great extent much in the 
same state as they were. 

I 'During the discussion of that Bill, I 
made a speech on Indian affairs, which 

!' I believe goes to the root of the matter. 
'_ I protested then as now against the 

notion of governing one hundred and 
fifty millions of people-twenty different 
nations, with twenty different langua
ges-from a little coterie oft-ulers in the 

~~rn~~ ~~I JIi it~1~tnt '&l~' ~ 
six separat nd, as 5!EJt6la~:if:., 
independent esidencles of ~qpjll j(ank, 
with a gove and lb(i).~.I.lh.Qath 
and each gove t COrTes 0 ' 
with, arid dependent pon-
sible to, a Secretary of State in this 
country. I am of opinion that if such 
a Government were established, one in 
each Presidency, and if there was a 
first-class engineer, with an efficient 
staff, whose business should' be to deter
mine what public works should ,be 
carried on, some by the' Government 
and some by private companies-I 
'believe that ten years of such judicious 
labours would work an entire revolution 
in the condition of India; and if it had 
been done when I first began to move 
in this question, I have not 'the smallest 
doubt we might have had at this 
moment any quantity of cotton whatever 
that the mills of Lancashire require. 

Well, after this, I am afraid some of 
my friends may feel, and my opponents 
will say, that it is very egotistical in me 
to have entered into these details. But 
I think, after this recapitulation, I am' 
at liberty to say I am guiltless of that 
calamity which has fallen upon us. 
And I may mention that some friends 
of mine-Mr. John Dickinson, now 
Chairman of the Indian Reform Asso
ciation, Mr. Bazley, one of the Members 
for, Manchester, Mr •. Ashworth, the 
President of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Manchester, and Mr; John Benjamin 
Smith, the Member for Stockport
present themselves at this moment to 
my eyes as those who have been largely 
instrumental in calling the attention of 
Parliament and of the country to this 
great question of the l'eform of our 
Government in India. 

But I have been asked twenty, fifty 
times during the last twelve months, 
'Why do you not come out and say 
something? Why can you not tell us 
something in this time of our great 
need?' Well. I reply, • I told you 
something when speaking was of use; 
all I can say now is this, or nearl~ll. 
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that a hundred years of crime against 
the negro in America, and a hundred 
years of crime against the docile natives 
of our Indian empire, are not to be 
washed away by the penitence and the 
suffering of an hour.' 

But what is our position? for you 
who are subscribing your money here 
have a right to know. I believe the 
quantity of cotton in the United States 
is at this moment much less than many 
people !tere believe, and that it is in no 
condition to be forwarded and exported. 
And I suspect that it is far more pro
bable than otherwise notwithstanding 
some of the strange theories of my 
honourable Colleague, that there never 
will again be in America a crop of 
cotton grown by slave labour. You 
will understand-I hope so, at least 
-that I am not undertaking the office 
of prophet, I am not predicting; I 
know that everything which is not 
absolutely impossible may happen, and 
therefore things may happen wholly 
different to the course which appears to 
me to be likely. But I say, taking the 
facts as they are before us-with that 
most limited vision which is given to 
mortals-the high prohability is that 
there will never be another considera
ble crop, or one available for our 
manufactories, from slave labour in the 
United States. 

We read the American papers, or the 
quotations from them in our own 
papers, bnt I believe we can form no 
adequate conception of the disorganiza
tion and chaos that now prevail through
out a great portion of the Southern 
States. It is natural to a state of war 
under the circumstances of society in 
that region. But then we may be 
asked, What are our sources of supply, 
putting aside India? There is the 
colony of Queensland, where enthusiastic 
persons tell you cotton can be grown 
worth 3'. a pound. True enough; but, 
when labour is probably worth lOS. a
day, I am not sure you are likely to get 
any large supply of that material we so 
much want, at a rate so cheap that we 
shall be likely to use it. Africa is 

pointed to by a very zealous friend of 
mine; but Africa is a land of savages, 
and with its climate so much against 
European constitutions, I should not 
entertain the hope that any great relief 
at any early period can be had from 
that continent. . Egypt will send us 
30,000 or 40,000 bales more than last 
year; in all probability Syria and Brazil, 
with these high prices, will increase 
their production to some considerable 
extent; but I believe there is no country 
at present from which you can derive 
any very large supply, except you can 
get it from your own dependencies in 
India. Now if there be no more cotton 
to be grown for two, or three, or four 
years in America, for our supply, we 
shall require, considering the smallness 
of the bales and the loss in working up 
the cotton-we shall require nearly 
6,000,000 of additional bales to be 
supplied from some source. 

1 want to put to you one question. 
It has taken the United States twenty 
years, from 1840 np to 1860, to increase 
their growth of cotton from 3,000,000 
bales to 40000,000. How long will it 
take any other country, with compa
ratively little capital, with a thousand 
disadvantages which America did not 
suffer from-how long will it take any 
other country, or all other countries, to 
give us 5.000.000 or 6.000.000 addi
tional bales of cotton? There is one 
stimulus-the only one that I know of; 
and although I have not recommended 
it to the Government, and I know not 
precisely what sacrifice it would entail, 
yet I shall mention it, and I do it on 
the authority of a gentleman to whom 
I have referred. who is thoroughly 
acquainted with Indian agriCUlture, and 
whose family have been landowners and 
cultivators in India for sixty years. He 
says there is only one mode by which 
you can rapidly stimulate the growth of 
cotton in India, except that stimulus 
coming from the high prices for the 
time being.-he says that. if the Govern
ment would make a public declantion 
that for five years they would exempt 
from land·tax all land which during 
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that time shall grow cotton, there would 
be the most extraordinary increase in 
the growth of that article which has 
ever been seen in regard to any branch 
of agriculture in the world. 

I do not know how far that would 
act, but I believe the stimulus would be 
enormous,-the loss to the Government 
in revenue would be something, but the 
deliverance to the industry of Lanca
shire, if it succeeded, as my friend 
thinks, would of course be speedy, and 
perhaps complete. Short of this, I look 
upon the restoration of the prosperity 
of Lancashire as distant. I believe 
this misfortune may entail ruin upon 
the whole working population, and that 
it may gradually engulf the . smaller 
traders and thoso possessing the least 
capital. I do not say it will, because, 
as I have said, what is not impossiblo 
may happen,-but it may for years 
make the whole factory property of 
Lancashire almost entirely worthless. 
Well, this is a very dismal look-out 
for a great many persons in this coun
try; but it comes, as I have said,-it 
comes from that utter neglect of their 
opportunities and their duties which 

I has distinguished the Government of 
, India. 

Now, Sir, before I sit down 1 shall 
ask you to listen to me for a few 

,moments on the other branch of this 
great question, which refers to that sad 

I tragedy which is passing before our 
I eyes in the United States of America. 
11 shall not, in consequence of anything 
i you have heard from my hon. :Fdend, 
I conceal from you any of the opinions 
'which I hold, and which 1 proposed to 
lay before you if he had not spoken. 
Having given to him, notwithstanding 
some diversity of opinion, a fair and 
candid hearing, I presume that I shall 
receive the same favour from those who 
may differ from me. If I had known· 
that my hon. Friend was going to make 
an elaborate speech on this occasion, 
one of two things I should have done: 
I should either have prepared myself 
.entirely to answer him, or I should 
have decided not to attend a meeting 

where there could by any possibility 
of chance have been anything like dis· 
cord between so many-his friends and 
my friends-in this room. 

Since I have been Member for Bir
mingham~ Mr. Scholefield has treated 
me with the kindness of a brother. 
Nothing could possibly be more ge
nerous and more disinterested in every 
way than his conduct towards me during 
these several years,· and therefore I 
would much rather-far rathel'--'-that 1 
lost any opportunity like this of speaking 
on this question, than I would have 
come here and appeared to be at vari
ance with him. But 1 am happy to 
say that this great question does not 
depend upon the opinion of any man in 
Birmingham, or in England, or anywhere 
else. And therefore I could-anxious 
always, unless imperative duty requires, 
to avoid even a semblance of difference 
-I could with a clear conscience have 
abstained from coming to and speaking 
at this meeting. 

But 1 observe that my hon. F'riend 
endeavoured to avoid committing him
self to what is called sympathy with the 
South. He takes a political view of 
this great question,-is disposed to deal 
with the matter as he would have dealt 
with the case of a colony of Spain or 
Portugal revolting in South America, or 
of Greece revolting from Turkey. I 
should like to state here what I once 
said to an eminent American. He asked 
me if I could give him an idea of the 
course of public opinion in this country 
from the moment we heard of the seces
sion of the Cotton States; and 1 en
deavoured to trace it in this way,-and 
I ask you to say whether it is a fair and 
full description. 

1 said-and my hon. Friend has 
admitted this-that when the revolt 
or secession was first announced, people 
here were generally against the South. 
Nobody thought then that the South 
had any cause for breaking up the in
tegrity of that great nation. Their 
opinion was, and what people said, ac
cording to their different politics in this 
country was, 'They have a GovernuQnt 
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which is mild, and not in any degree 
oppressive; they have not what some 
people love very much, and what some 
people dislike.-they have not a costly 
monarchy. and an aristocracy, creating 
and living on patronage. They have 
not an expensive foreign policy.; a great 
army; a great navy; and they have no 
suffering millions discontented and en
deavouring to overthrow their Govern
ment ;-all which things have been said 
against Governments in this country 
and in Europe a hundred times within 
our own hearing:-and therefore, they 
said. 'Why should these men revolt" 

But for a moment the Washington 
Government appeared paralyzed. It 
had no army and no navy; everybody 
was traitor to it. It was -paralyzed 
and apparently helpless; and in the hour 
when the government was transferred 
from President Buchanan to President 
Lincoln •. many people-such was the 
unprepared state of the North. such 
was the apparent paralysis of everything 
there-thought there would be no war ; 
and men shook hands with each other 
pleasantly. and congratulated themselves 
that the disaster of a great strife. and 
the- mischief to our own trade, might 
be avoided. That was the opinion at 
that moment. so far as I can recollect. 
and could gather at the time, with my 
opportunities of gathering such opinion. 
They thought the North would acquiesce 
in the rending of the Republic. and that 
there would be no war. 

Well, but there was another reason. 
They were told by certain public writers 
in this country that the contest was 
entirely hopeless. as they have been told 
lately by the Chancellor of the Ex
chequer. I am very happy that. though 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer is able 
to decide to a penny what shall be the 
amount of taxes to meet public expendi
ture in England. he cannot decide what 
shall be the fate of a whole continent. 
It was said that the contest was hope
less. and why should the North continue 
a contest at so much loss of blood and 
treasure, and at so great a loss to the 
coumerce of the whole world? If a 

inan thought~if a man believed in his 
heart that the contest was absolutely 
hopeless-no man in this country had 
probably any right to form a positive 
opinion one .way or the other-but if 
he had formed that opinion, he might 
think, • Well, the North can never 
be successful; it would be much better 
that they should not carry on the war 
at all; and therefore J am rather glad 
that the South should have success. for 
by that the war will be the sooner put 
an end to.' I think this was a feeling 
that was abroad. 

Now I am of opinion that, if we 
judge a foreign nation in the circum
stances in which we find America, we 
onght to apply to it our own principles. 
My hon. Friend has referred to the 
question of the Trent. I was not here 
last year. but I heard of a meeting...., 
I read in the papers of a meeting held 
in reference to that affair in this very 
hall. and that there was a great diversity 
of opinion. But the majority were 
supposed to indorse the ·policy of the 
Government in making a great demon
stration. of force. And I think I read 
that at least one minister of religion 
took that view from this platform. I 
am not complaining of it. But I say 
that if you thought when the American 
captain. even if he had acted under the 
commands of his Government, which 
he had not, had taken two men most 
injurious and hostile to his country from 
the deck of an English ship-if you 
thought that on that ground you were 
justified in going to war with the Re
public of North America, then I say 
you ought not to be very nice in judging 
what America should do in circum
stances much more onerous than those 
in which you were placed. 

Now, take as an illustration the Rock 
of Gibraltar. Many of you have been 
there. I dare say. I have; and among 
the things that interested me were the 
monkeys on the top of it. and a good 
many people at the bottom, who were 
living on English taxes. Well. the Rock 
of Gibraltar was taken and retained 
by this country when we were not at 
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• war with Spain. and it was retained 
contrary to every law of morality and. 
honour. [A Voice:'NoINol') No 
doubt the Gentleman below is much 
better acquainted with the history of 
it than I am, but 1 may suggest to 
him that very likely we have read two 
different histories. But I will let this 

. pass, and I will assume that it came 
into the possession of England in the 
most honourable way, which is. I sup
pose. by regular and acknowledged na
tional warfare. 

Suppose, at this moment, you heard, 
1)r the English Government heard, tllat . 
Spain was equipping expeditions, by land 
and sea, for the purpose of retaking 
that fortress and rock. Now. although 
it is not of the slightest advantage to 
any Englishman living, excepting to 
those who have pensions and occupa
tions upon it; although every Govern
ment knows it. and although more than 
one Government has been anxious to 
give it up, and I hope this Government 
will send my friend, Mr. Cobden. to 
Madrid, with an offer that Gibraltar 

• shall be ceded to Spain, as being of no 
; use to this country, and only embitter- . 
~ ing, as statesmen have admitted, the 

relations between Spain and England,
and if he were to go to Madrid with ali 

, offer of the Rock of Gibraltar, I believe 
he might obtain a commercial treaty 

" with Spain, that would admit every 
English manufacture and every article 
of English produce into that country 
at a duty of not more than ten per 
cent. ;-1 say, do you not think that, 
if you heard that Spain was about to 
retake' that useless rock, mustering her 
legions and her fleets, the English Go
vernment would combine all the power 
of this country to resist it ? , 

If that be so,. then' 1 think-seeing 
that there was a fair election two years 
ago, and that President Lincoln was 
fairly and honestly elected-that when 
the Southern leaders met at Montgo
mery in Alabama, on the 6th of March, 
and authorized the raising of a hundred 
thousand men, and when. on the 15th 
of April,. they attacked Fort Sumter-

not a fort of South Carolina, but a fort 
of the Union-then, upon all the prin
ciples that Englishmen and English 
Governments have ever acted upon, 
President Lincoln was justified in calling 
out seventy-five thousand men-which 
was his first call-for the purpose 
of maintaining the integrity of that 
nation, which was the main purpose 
of the oath which he had taken at his 
election. 

Now I shall not go into a long 
argument. upon this question, for the 
reason that a year ago I said what I 
thought it necessary to say upon it, and 
because I believe the question is in the 
·hand, not of my hon. Friend, nor in 
that of Lord Paimerston, nor in that 
even of President Lincoln, but it is in 
the hand of the Supreme. Ruler, who is 
bringing about one of those great trans
actions in history which iDen often will 
not regard when they are passing be
fore them, but which they look back upon 
with awe and astonishment some years 
after they are past. So I shall content 
myself with asl,<ing one or two questions. 
I shall not discuss the question whether 
the North is making war for the 
Constitution, or making war for: the 
abolition of slavery. 

If you come to a matter of sympathy 
with the South, or recognition of the 
South, or mediation or intervention for 
the benefit of the South, you should con
sider what are the ends of the South. 
Surely the United States' Government 
is a Government at amity with this 
.country. Its Minister is in London-a 
·man honourable by family, as you know. 
in America, his father and his grand
father having held the office of President 
of the Republic. You have your own 
Minister just returned to Washington. 
.Is this hypocrisy? Are you, because 
you can cavil at certain things which 
the North, the United States' Govern
ment, has done or has not done, are 
you eagerly to throw the influence of 
your opinion into a movement which is 
to dismember the great Republic? 

Is there a man here that doubts for a 
.moment that the object of the WIle. on 
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the part of the South-they began the 
war-that the object of the war on the 
part of the South is to maintain in 
bondage four millions of human beings? 
That is only a small part of it. The 
further object is to perpetuate for ever 
the bondage of all the posterity of those 
four millions of slaves. [A few cries of 
• No I No I'] You will hear that I am 
not in a condition to contest vigorously 
anything that may be opposed, for I am 
suffering, as nearly everybody is, from 
the state of the weather, and a hoarse
ness that almost hinders me from 
speaking. I could quote their own 
documents till midnight in proof of 
what I say; and if I found a man who 
denied it. upon the evidence that had 
been offered, I would not offend him, or 
trouble myself by trying further to con
vince him. 

The object is, that a handful of white 
plen on that continent sha\llord it over 
many millions of blacks. made black by 
the very Hand that made us white. 
The object is. that they should have 
the power to breed negroes, to work 
negroes. to lash negroes, to chain 
negroes, to buy and sell negroes, to 
deny them the commonest ties of family, 
or to break their hearts by rending 
them at their pleasure, to close their 
mental eye to but a glimpse even of 
that knowledge which separates us from 
the brute-for in their laws it is cri
minal and penal to teach the negro to 
read-to seal from their hearts the Book 
of our religion, and to make chattels and 
things of men I1\ld women and children. 

Now I want to ask whether this is to 
be the foundation, as it is proposed, of 
a new slave empire, and whether it is 
intended that on this audacious and 
infernal basis England's new ally is to 
be built up. It has been said that 
Greece was recognized, and that other 
countries had been recognized. But 
Greece was not recognized till after she 
had fought Turkey for six years, and the 
Republics of South America. some of 
them, not till they had fought the 
mother country for a score of years. 
Fm!lce die! not recognize the United 

States of America till some, I think, six 
years, five certainly. after the beginning 
of the War of Independence. and even 
then it was received as a declaration of 
war by the English Government. I 
want to know who they are who speak 
eagerly in favour of England becoming 
the ally and friend of this great con
spiracy against human nature. 

Now I should have no kind of objec
tion to recognize a country because it 
was a country that held slaves-to 
recognize the United States, or to be in 
amity with it. The question of slavery 
there. and in Cuba and in Brazil, is. as 
far as respects the present generation, 
an accident, and it would be unreason
able that we should object to trade with 
and have political relations with a 
country. merely because it happened to 
have within its borders the institution of 
slavery. hateful as that institution is. 
But in this case it is a new State intend
ing to set itself up on the sole basis of 
slavery. Slavery is blasphemously 
declared to be its chief comer-stone. 

I have heard that there are, in this 
country, ministers of state who are in 
favour of the South; that there are 
members of the ari:;tocracy who are 
terrified at the shadow of the Great 
Republic; that there are rich men on 
our commercial exchanges, depraved, it 
may be, by their riches. and thriving 
unwholesomely within the atmosphere 
of a privileged class; that there are 
conductors of the public press who 
wonld barter the rights of millions of 
their fellow·creature; that they might 
bask in the smiles of the great. 

But I know that there are ministers 
of state who do not wish that this 
insurrection should break up the Ame
rican nation; that there are members of 
our aristocracy who are not afraid of 
the shadow of the Republic; that there 
are rich men, many. who are not de
pmved by their riches; and that there 
are public writers of eminence and 
honour who will not barter human 
rights for the patronage of the great. 
But most of all, and before all, I 
believe.-I am sure it is true in Lanca.-
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shire, where the working men have seen 
'themselves coming down from pros
perity to ruin, from independence to a 
subsistence on charity,-I say that I 
believe that the unenfranchised but not 
hopeless millions of this country will 
never sympathize with a revolt which is 
intended to destroy the liberty of a 
continent, and to build on its ruins a 
mighty fabric of human bondage. 

When I speak to gentlemen in private 
I upon this matter, and hear their own 
'I candid opinion,-I mean those who 
differ from me on this question,-they 

I generally end by saying that the Re
I public is too great and too powerful, 
, and that it is better for us-not by • us' 
I meaning you, but the governing classes' 
i and the governing policy of England-
f that it should be broken up. But we 
i will suppose that we are in New York 
, or in Boston, discussing the policy and 

power of England. If anyone there 
were to point to England,-not to the 
thirty·one millions of population in 

, these islands, but to her one hundred 
and fifty millions in India, and nobody 
knows how many millions more in every 

i other part of the globe,-might he not, 
whilst boasting that America has not 
covered the ocean with fleets of force, 
or left the bones of her citizens to 
blanch on a hundred European battle
fields,-might he not fairly say, that 
England is great and powerful, and 
that it is perilous for the world that she 
is so great? 

, But bear in mind that every declara
tion of this kind, whether from an 
Englishman who professes to be strictly 
English, or from an American strictly 

. American, or from a Frenchman strictly 
French,-whether it asserts in arrogant 
strains that Britannia rules the waves, 
or speaks of' manifest destiny' and the 
supremacy of the' Stars and Stripes,' or 
boasts that the Eagles of one nation, 
having once overrun Europe, may pos
sibly repeat the experiment,-I say all 
this is to be condemned. It is not truly 
patriotic; it is not rational; it is not 
moral. Then, I say, if any man wishes 
·the Great Republic to be severed on 

that ground: in my opinion, he is doing 
that which tends to keep alive jealousies 
which, as far as he can prevent it, will 
never die; though if they do not die, 
wars must be eternal. 

But then I shall be told that the 
people of the North do not like us at 
all. In fact. we have !leard it to.night. 
'It is Dot reasonable that they should 
like us. If an American be in this room 
to-night, will be feel, that he likes my 
honourable Friend? But if the North 
does not like England, does anybody 
believe the South does? It does not 
appear to me to be a question of liking 
or disliking. Everybody knows that 
when the South was in power.-and it 
has been in power for the last fifty 
years.-everybody knows that hostility 
to this country,. wherever it existed in 
America. was cherished and stimulated 
to the utmost degree by some of those 
very men who are now leaders of this,. 
very' insurrection. 

My hon. Friend read a passage about 
the Alabama. I undertake to say that 
he is not acquainted with the facts 
about the Alabama. That he will ac· 
knowledge, I think. The GQvernment 
of this country have admitted that the 
building of the Alabama, and !ler sailing 
from the Mersey, was a violation of' 
international law. In America they say, 
and they say here, that the Alabama is 
a ship of war; that she was built in the 
Mersey; that she was built, and 1 have 
reason to believe it, by a member of the 
British Parliament; that she·is furnished 
with guns of English manufacture; that 
she is manned almost entirely by Eng
lishmen; and that these facts were 
represented, as I know they were repre
sented, to the collector of customs in. 
liverpool. who pooh-poohed them, and 
said there was nothing in them. He 
was requested to send the facts up 
to London to the Customs' authorities, 
and their solicitor, not a very wise man, 
but probably in favour of breaking up 
the Republic, did not think them of 
much consequence; but afterwards the 
opinion of an eminent counsel, Mr. 
Collier. the Member for Plymouth, evas 



liZ SPEECHES OF JOHN BRIGHT. 

taken. and he stated distinctly that 
what was being done in Liverpool was 
a direct infringement of the Foreign 
Enlistment Act. and that the Customs' 
authorities of Liverpool would be re
sponsible for anything that happened in 
consequence. 

When this opinion was taken to the 
Foreign Office, the Foreign Office was a 
little astonished and a little troubled; 
and after they had consulted their own 
law officers. whose opinions agreed with 
that of Mr. Collier. they did what 
Government officers generally do. and 
as promptly,_ telegraphic message 
went down to Liverpool to order that 
this vessel should be seized, and she 
happened to sail an hour or two before 
the message arrived. She has never 
been into a Confederate port-they 
have not got any ports; she hoists the 
English flag when she wants to come 
J'longside a ship; she sets a ship on 
fire in the night. and when. seeing fire, 
another ship bears down to lend help, 
she seizes it, and pillages and burns it. 
I think that. if we were citizens of New 
York. it would require a little more 
calmness .than is shown in this country 
to look at all this as if it was a matter 
with which we had no concern. And 
therefore I do not so much blame the 
languag«! that has been used in Ame
rica in reference to the question of the 
Alabama. 

But they do not know in America so 
much as we know-the whole truth 
about public opinion here. There are 
ministers in our Cabinet as resolved to 
be no traitors to freedom. on this ques
tion. as I am; and there are members 
of the English aristocracy. and in the 
very highest rank. as I know for a 
certainty. who hold the same opinion. 
They do not know in America-at 
least. there has been no indication of 
it until the advices that have come to 
hand within the last two days-what 
is the opinion of the great body of the 
working classes in England. There 
has been every effort that money and 
malice could make to stimulate in Lan
ca,..ire. amongst the suffering popula-

tion. an expression of opinion in favour 
of the Slave States. They have not 
been able to get it. And I honour that 
population for their fidelity to princi
ples and to freedom. and I say that the 
course they have taken ought to atone 
in the minds of the people of the United 
States for miles of leading articles. writ
ten by the London press.-by men who 
would barter every human right.-that 
they might serve the party with which 
they are associated. 

But now I shall ask you one other 
question before I sit down.-How 
comes it that on the Continent there is 
not a liberal newspaper. nor a liberal 
politician. that has said. or has thought 
of saying. a word in favour of this por
tentous and monstrous shape which now 
asks to be received into the family of 
nations? Take the great Italian Minis
ter. Count Cavour. You read some 
time ago in the papers part of a des
patch which he wrote on the question 
of America-he had no difficulty in 
deciding. Ask Garibaldi. Is there in 
Europe a more disinterested and ge
nerous friend of freedom than Gari
baldi? Ask that illustrious HWlgarian. 
to whose marvellous eloquence you 
once listened in this hall. Will he tell 
you that slavery has nothing to do with 
it. and that the slaveholders of the 
South will liberate the negroes sooner 
.than the North through the instru
mentality of the war? Ask Victor 
Hugo. the poet of freedom.-the expO" 
nent. may I not call him. of the yearn
ings of all mankind for a better time? 
Ask any man in Europe who opens his 
lips for freedom.-who dips his pen in 
ink that he may indite a sentence for 
freedom.-whoever has a sympathy for 
freedom warm in his own heart.-ask 
him.-he will have no difficulty in 
telling you on which side your sym
pathies should lie. 

Only a few days ago a German mer
chant in Manchester was speaking to a 
fdend of mine, and said he had recently 
travelled all through Germany. He 
said •• I am so surprised.-l don't find 
one man in favour of the South,' That 
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' is no: true of Germany only. it is true vote, and a free career for the child of 
:i, of all the world ucept this island, the humblest bom in the land. My 

famed for freedom, in 1Ii"hich we dwell. countrymen who work for your living. 
I will tell you what is the reason. Our remember this: there will be one wild 

l London press is mainly in the hands of shriek of freedom to stmtle all mankind 
t certain ruling West End classes; it acts if that American RepUblic should be 
~ and writes in favour of those elasses. I overthrown. 
• will tell you what they mean. One of the Now for one moment let us lift 
: I most eminent statesmen in this country, ourselves, if we can, above the narrow 
; i -one who has rendered the greatest circle in which we are all too apt to 
., services to the country, though, I must live and think; let us put ourselves on 
" say, not in an official capacity, in which an historical eminence, and judge this 
f; men very seldom confer such great ad- matter fairly. Slavery has been, as we 
'I vantages upon the country,-hetold me all know, the huge. foul blot upon the 

twice, at an interval of several months, fame of the American Republic; it is a 
'I had no idea how muell inIIuenc:e the hideous outrage against human right 
example of that Republic was having and against Divine law; but the pride, 
upon opinion here, until I discovered the passion of man, will not permit its 
the uuiversal congratulation that the peaceable utinction. The slave-owners 
Republic was likely to be broken up.' of our colonies, if they had been strong 

But, Sir, the Free States are the enough, would have revolted too. I 
home of the working man. Now, I believe there was no mode short of a 
speak to working men particularly at miracle more stupendous than any Ie
this momenL Do you know that in corded in Holy Writ that could in our 
fifteen years two million five hundred time, or in a century, or in any time, 
thousand persons. men, women, and have brought about the abolition of 
children, have left the United Kingdom slavery in America, but the suicide 
to find a home in the Free States of which the South has committed and 
America? That is a population equal the war which it has begun. 
to eight great cities of the We of Bir- Sir, it is a measureless c:aIamity,
mingham. What would you think of this war. I said the Russian war was a 
eight Birminghams being transplanted measureless c:alamity, and yet many of 
from this country and set down in the your leaders and friends told you that it 
United States? Speaking generally. was a just war to maintain the integrity 
every man of these two and a half of Turkey, some thousands of miles oft: 
millions is in a position of much higher Surely the integrity of your own country 
comfort and prosperity than he would at your own doors must be worth as 
have been if he had remained in this much as the integrity of Turkey. Is 
country. I say it is the home of the not this· war the penalty whiell inu
working man; as one of her poets has orable justice exacts from America, 
recently said,- North and South, for the enormous 

guilt of elIerishiug that frightful iniquity 
of slavery for the last eighty years? I 
do not blame any man here who thinks 
the cause of the North hopeless and the 
restoration of the Union impossible. 
It may be hopeless; the restoration 
may be impossible. You have the 
authority of the Chanc:ellor of the 
Exellequer on that poinL The Chan
cellor of the Exellequer, as a speaker, is 
not surpassed by any man in England, 
and he is a great statesman; he belie~ 

• For her free btell-string never was 
drawn in 

Against the poorest child of Acbm's 
kin.' 

And in that land there are DO six 
millions of grown men-I speak of the 
Free States-eteluded from the consti
tution of their country and its electoral 
franellise; there, you will find a free 
Church, a free sclIool, free 1aod, a free 

8 
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the cause of the North to be hopeless; 
that their enterprise cannot succeed. 

Well. he is quite welcome to that 
opinion. and so is anybody else. I do 
not hold the opinion; but the facts are
before us all. and. as far as we can 
discard passion and sympathy. we are 
all equally at liberty to form our own 
opinion. But what I do blame is this. 
I blame men who are eager to admit 
intI!. the family of nations a State which 
offers itself to us. based upon a prin
~iple. I will undertake to say. more 
odious and more blasphemous than was 
ever heretofore dreamed of in Christian 
or Pagan. in civilized or in savage times. 
The leaders of this revolt propose this 
monstrous t4ing-that over a territory 
forty times as large as England. the 
blight and curse of slavery-.shall be for 
ever perpetuated. 

I cannot believe. for my part. that 
such a fate will befall that fair land. 

stricken though it now is with the 
ravages of war. I cannot believe that 
civilization. in its journey with the sun. 
will sink into endless night in order to 
gratify the ambition of the leaders of 
this revolt. who seek to 

< Wade through slaughter to a throne. 
And shut the gates of mercy on man-

kind: 

I have another and a far brighter vision 
before my gaze. It may be but a 
~ision. but I will cherish it. I see one 
vast confederation stretching from the 
frozen North in unbroken line to the 
glowing South. and from the wild 
billows of the Atlantic westward to the 
calmer waters of the Pacific main.~nd 
I see one people. and one language. and 
one law. and one faith. and, over all 
that wide continent. the home of free
dom. and a refuge for the oppressed of 
every race and of every clime. 
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SLAVERY AND SECESSION. 

ROCHDALE, FEBRUARY 3, 1863. 

I , 

[This 'speech was delivered at a public meeting held in the Public Hall, Rochdale, for 
the purpose of passing II resolution of thanks to the merchants of New York, for 
their generous contributions to the relief of the suffering population of the cotton 
districts.] 

I FEEL as if we were in onr places to
night, for we are met for the purpose of 
considering, and, I doubt not, of agreeing 
to a resolution expressive of our sense 
of the generosity of the merchants of 
New York, and other citizens of the 
United States, who have, in 'the midst 
of so many troubles and such great 
sacrifices, contributed to the relief of 
that appalling distress which has pre
vailed, and does still prevail, in this 
county. 

I regard this transmission of assist
ance from the United States as a proof 
that the world moves onward in the 
direction of a better time. It is an 
evidence that, whatever may be the 
faults of ambitious men, and sometimes, 
may I not say, the crimes of Govern
ments, the peoples are drawing together, 
and beginning to learn that it never 
was intended that they should be hos
tile to each other, but that every nation 
should take a brotherly interest in every 
other nation in the world. There has 
been, as we all know, not a little 
jealousy between some portions of the 
people of this country and some por
tions of the people of the United States. 

Perhaps the jealousy has existed more 
on this side. I think it has found more 
expression here, probably through the 
means of the public press, than has been 
the case with them. I am not alluding 
now to the last two years, but as long 
as most of us have been readers of 
newspapers and observers of what has 
passed around us. 

The establishment of independence, 
eighty years ago; the war of 1812; it 
may be, occasionally, the presump
tuousness and the arrogance of a 
growing and prosperous nation on the 
other side of the Atlantic-these things 
have stimulated ill feeling and jealousy 
here, which have often found expression 
in language which has not been of the 
very kindest character. But why should 
there be this jealousy between these two 
nations? Mr Ashworth has ,said, and 
said very truly, • Are they not our own 
people?' I should think, as an En
glishman, that to see that people so . 
numerous, so powerful, so great in so 
many ways, should be to us a cause, 
not of envy or of fear, but rather of 
glory and rejoicing. 

I have never visited the United State:, 

8-2 
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but I can understand the pleasure with 
which an Englishman lands in a country 
three thousand miles off. and finds that 
every man he meets speaks his own 
language. I recollect some years ago 
reading a most amusing speech delivered 
by a Suffolk country gentleman. at a 
Suffolk agricultural dinner •. I think it 
was. though I do not believe the 
speeches of Suffolk country gentlemen 
at Suffolk agricultural meetings are 
generally very amusing. But this was 
a very amusing speech. This gentleman 
had travelled; he had been in the 
United States. and being intelligent 
enough to admire much that he saw 
there. he gave to his au<!ience a de
scription of some things that he had 
seen; but that which seemed to delight 
him most was this. that when he stepped 
from the steamer on to the quay at 
New York. he found that 'everybody 
spoke Suffolk.' Now, if anybody from 
this neighbourhood should visit New 
York, I am afraid that he will not find 
everybody speaking Lancashire. Our 
dialect. as you know. is vanishing into 
the past. Jt will be preserved to future 
times. partIy in the works of Tim 
Bobbin, but in a very much better and 
more instructive form in the admirable 
writings of one of my oldest and most 
valued friends. who is now UPOIl this 
platform. But if we should not find the 
people of New York speaking Lanca
shire, we should find them speaking 
English. And if we followed a little 
further •. and asked them what they read. 
we should find that they re,ad all the 
books that we read that are worth 
reading. p.lld a good many of their own. 
some Ilf which have not yet reached us; 
that there are probably more readers in 
the United States .of Milton, and Shake
speare. and Dryden. and Pope, alld 
Byron. and Wordsworth, and Tenllysoll. 
than are to be found in this country: 
because. I thillk. it will probably be 
admitted by everybody who understands 
the facts of both countries. that out of 
the twenty millions of population in the 
Free States of America. there are more 
p~rsons who can read well than there 

are in the thirty millions of popula
tion of Great Britaill and Ireland. 

And if we leave their literature and 
turn to their laws, we shall find that 
their laws have the same hasis as ours. 
and that many of the great and memo
rable judgments of our greatest judges 
and lawye~ are of high authority with 
them. IT we come to that priceless 
possession which we have perhaps more 
clearly established than any other people 
in Europe, that of personal freedom. we 
shall find that in the Free States of 
America personal freedom is as much 
known. as well established, as fully 
appreciated, and as completely enjoyed 
as it is now in this country. And if we 
come to the form of their government, 
we shall find that it is in its principle, 
in its essence, not very dissimilar from 
that which our Constitution professes in 
this kingdom. The difference is this. 
that our Constitution has never yet been 
fully enjoyed by the people; the House 
in which forty-eight hours hence I may 
be sitting. is not as full and fair and free 
a representation pf the people as is the 
House of Representatives that assembles 
at Washington. But, if there be dif
ferences. are there not great points of 
agreement. and are there any of these 
differences that justify us or them in re
garding either nations as foreign or 
hostile? 

Now. the people of Europe owe much 
more than they are often a ware of to 
the Constitution of the United States of 
America, and to the existence of that 
great Republic. The United States 
have been in point of fact an ark of 
refuge to the people of Europe. when 
fleeing from the storms and the revo
llltions of the old continent. They 
have been, as far as the artisans and 
labouring population of this country are 
concerned. a life-boat to them; and 
they have saved hundreds of thousands 
of men and of families from disastrous 
shipwreck. The existence of that free 
country and that free government has 
had a prodigious influence upon freedom 
in Europe and in England. If you 
could have before you a chart of the 
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,. ndition of Europe when the United is not shut out from nny of the rights of 
States became a nation. and another citizenship; he is admitted to the full 

~ chart of the condition of Europe now. enjoyment of all political privileges. as 
~ you would see the difference. the enor- . far as they are extended to any portion 
i mous stride which has been made in of the population; and he has there 
I Europe; and you may rely upon it advantages which the people of this 
! that not a little of it has been occa.- . country have not yet gained. because 
! sioned by the influence of the great we are but gradually making our way 
example of that country. free in its out of the darkness and the errors and 

, political institutions beyond all other the tyrannies of past ages. But in 
countries. and yet maintaining its course America he finds the land not cursed 
in peace. preserving order. and confer- with feudalism; it is free to every man 

'ring upon all its people a degree of to buy and sell. and possess and tmns
prosperity which in these old countries mit. He finds in the town in which he 
IS as yet unknown. lives that the noblest buildings are the 

I should like now to speak specially school-houses to which his chilch'en are 
to the working men who are here. who freely admitted. And among those 
have no capital but their skill and their twenty millions-for I am now confin
industry and their bodily strength. In ing my observations to the Free States 
fifteen years from 1845 to 186o-and -the son of every man has easy ad
this is a fact which I stated in this room mission to school. has fair opportunity 
more than a year ago. when speaking for improvement; and. if God has 
on the question of America. but it is a gifted him with power of head and of 
fact which every working man ought to heart. there is nothing of usefulness. 
have in his mind always when he is nothing of greatness. nothing of success 
considering what America is-in fifteen in that country to which he may not 
years there have emigrated to the United fairly aspire. 
States from Great Britain and Ireland And. Sir. this makes a difference 
not less than two million four hundred between that country and this. on 
thousand persons. Millions are easily which I must say another word. One 
spoken. not easily counted. with· great of the most painful things to my mind 
difficulty comprehended; but the twenty- to be seen in England is this. that 
four hundred thousand persons that I amongst the great body of those classes 
have described means a population which earn their living by their daily 
equal to not less than sixty towns. every labour-it is particularly observable in 
one of them of the size and popUlation the agricultural districts. and it is too 
of Rochdale. And every one of these much to be observed even in our own 
men who have emigrated. as he crossed districts-there is an absence of that 
the Atlantic-if he went by steam. in a hope which every man ought to have in 
fortnight. and if he went by sails. in a his soul that there is far him. if he be 
month or five weeks-found himself in industrious and frugal. a comfortable 
a country where to his senses a vast independence as he advances in life. 
revolution had taken place. comprehend- In the United States that hope prevails 
ing all that men anticipate from any everywhere. because everywhere there is 
kind of revolution that shall advance an open career; there is no privileged 
political and soci.1l1 equality in their class; there is complete education ex
own land-a revolution which com- tended to all. and every man feels that 
menced in the War of Independence. he was not born to be in penury and 
which has been going on. and which has in suffering. but that there is no point 
been confirmed by all that has transpired in the social ladder to which he may 
in subsequent years. not fairly hope to raise himself by his 

He does not find that he belongs to honest efforts. 
what ale called the 'lower classes;' he .Well. looking at all this-and I h~e 
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but touch~ on some very prominent 
facts-I should say that it oIlen to us 
every motive. not for fear. not for 
jealousy. not for hatred. but mther for 
admiration. gratitude. and friendship. 
I am persuaded of this IlS much as I am 
of anything that I know or believe, 
that the more perfect the friendship 
that is established between the people 
of England and the free people of 
America. the more you will lind your 
path of progress here made easy for 
you. alld the more will social and 
political liberty advance amonl:'>t us. 

But this country whicll I have been 
in part describing is now the scene of 
olle of the grentest calamities Ihat CIlQ 

alllict mankind. After seventy years 
of almost Wlillterrupted ~ce. it has 
become the scene of a ciVil "=. more 
gil:lUltic. perhaps. than any that we 
have any record of with fCl,...nt to any 
other nlltion or any other people; for 
the scelle of this warfare is so extended 
as to embrace a region almost equal in 
size to the whole of Europe. At this 
very momellt military operations are 
being undertaken at points as distant 
f.om each other as Ma".id is distllnt 
from Moscow. But this great strite 
cannot have arisen amOlll:'>t an educa
ted and illtelligt'Dt people without some 
great alld overruling cause. l.d us for 
a moment e.'Cllmille thn! cause. alld 1<'1 
us ask oursel~ ,,·hether it is possible 
at such a time to stalld neutral ill 
rq:ard to the contending parties, and 
to refuse our sYlllf'l\thy tu olle or the 
other of them. I lind men sometimes 
who profess a strict neutrality; they 
wish neither the OIIe thing nor the 
other. This arises either from the fact 
that they are profOW\\Uy ~"IIumnt with 
regard to this matter. or dse that they 
symll&thise with the South. but are 

, rather ashamed to admit it. 
There are two questiolls concemed in 

this stl'llb'gle. Hitherto, ~lIerall~. one 
only has been discussed. There IS the 
question whelher nt'l,"l'O slavery shall 
cOlltinue tl) be uphel" amon~"S1 Chris
tian nations. or whether it shall be 
eIItirely abolished. Because. beM ill 

mind Ihat if the result of Ihulru!:l:le that 
is now proceeding in America shoul" 
abolish Slavery within the territoriei of 
the Ullited States, then soon after sla
very in Bruil. and slavery in Cuba, 
will also fall. I was speak illg Ihe other 
day to a gentleman well acquaillled 
with Cuban &tl'airs; he is often in Ihe 
habit of se.:ing persons "'ho cOllie 
from Cuba to this COUIItry on business; 
and I asked him what hi:; Cuban frio:ods 
said of what was goUlg on UI Ame/l\.· .. 
He saUd. 'They speak of it with tht 
greatest apprehension; all the prol>erly 
of Cuba,' he said. 'is ba>;cd on slav.:ry; 
and they say thaI if slavery comes to an 
end Ul America. u they believe it "'ill, 
through this war. slavery will ha~ a 
very short life in Cuba.' TheNfore. 
the question whicll is beuig now tried 
is. not nleo:ly whether four nlillious of 
s1a\u in America shall be free. but 
whether the vast number of sla\u \1 
kllow not the number) in Cuba and 
Dnuil shall also be libcJllted. 

h'ut there is another IllleStion be,;.i,les 
that of the negro, amt ... hicll to you 
whum I &In now a,Id~llg is SCOU\.-ely 
less important. I say thaI the qllesliuu 
of freedom to men of all m~'t'S i~ deeply 
inyoh'ed ill this gmlt strife in Ihe 
Ullited Slates. I SIlid 1 "'allled the 
wurkulg men of this audience to listen 
to my slalemellt, becau.e it is to thelD 
that I Il&rtkularly wish to address 
m)''SClf. I say. that not ollly is the 
qllestion of n"l:I'O sla\'el')' cOllcerned in 
this sll~'gle. bill. if ,,~are to lake the 
opinion of l ... "ing writers alld men in 
the Southem Stat.... of Aml'rica. the 
fn:edom of white nit'll is 1101 sare in 
their hamls. Now. °1 ... iIl 1I0t trouble 
you wilb J'o'l:CS of exlracts whicll would 
IXlllfinll aU that I lUll about 10 SQY. but 
I sh"U read you two or three short Olles 
"'hicl1 will explain exactly what I mCGD. 

The cily of RicllmOlld. u you know. 
is the Clpital of what is Cllled the , 
Southern COllfederacy. III that city 
a newspaper lS pnhlished. called the 
Ri<~ Jo: ..... lfli_. which is olle of 
the most able. and perhaps about the 
most inlluclltiaI. paper published in the 



I' 

All/ERIOA. III. 

Slave States. Listen to what the Ricb-
mond E:caminer says :- . 

• The experiment of universal liberty 
has failed. The evils of free society are 
insufferable. Free society in the long run 
is impracticable; it is everywhere starving, 
demoralizing, and insurrectionary. Policy 
and humanity alike forbid the extension 
of its evils to J)eW peoples and to coming' 
generations; and therefore free society 
must faU and give way to a slave society 
-a social system old as the world, univer
lal as man.' 

Well, on another occasion, the same 
paper treats the subject in this way. 
The writer says :-

I Hitherto the defence of slavery has 
encountered great difficulties, because its 
apologists stopped half way. They con
fined the defence of slavery to negro 
slavery alone, abandoning the principle of 
slavery, and admitting that every other 
form of slavery was wrong. Now the line 
of defence is changed. The South main
tains that slavery is just, natural, and 
necess.ry, and that it does not depend on 
the difference of complexions.' 

But following up this is an extract 
from a speech by a Mr. Cobb, who is 
an eminent man in Southern politics 
and in Southern opinion. He says:-

I There is, perhaps, no solution of the 
great problem of reconciling the interests 
of labour and capital, so as to protect each 
from the encroachments and oppressions 
of the other, so simple and effective as 
negro sl.very. By making the I.bourer 
himself capital, the conflict ceases, and 
the interests become identical.' 

Now, I do not know whether there is 
any working man here who does not 
fully or partly realize the meaning of 
those extracts. They mean this, that if a 
man in this neighbourhood (for they pity 
us very much in our benighted condition 
as regards capital and labour, and they 
have an admirable way, from their view, 
of putting an end to strikes)-they say 
that, if a man in this neighbourhood 
had ten thousand pounds sterling in 

a cotton or woollen factory, and he em
ployed a hundred men, women, and 
children, that instead of paying them 
whatever wages had been agreed upon, 
allowing them to go to the other side 
of the town, and work where they liked, 
or to move to another county, or to 
emigrate to America, or to have any 
kind of will or wish whatever with 
regard to their own disposal. that they 
should be to him capital, just the same 
as the 'horses are' in his stable; that 
he should sell the husband South.
I South' in America means something 
very dreadful to the negro.-that he 
should sell the wife if he liked. that he 
should sell the children, that, in point 
of fact, he should do whatsoever he 
liked with them, and that, if anyone 
of them resisted any punishment which 
the master chose to inflict, the master 
should be held justified if he beat his 
slave to death; and that not one of 
those men should have the power to 
give evidence in any court of justice, 
in any case, against a white man, how
ever much he might have suffered from 
that white man. 

You will observe that this most im
portant paper in the South writes for 
that principle, and this eminent Southern 
politician indorses it, and thinks it a 
cure for all the evils which exist in 
the Old World and in .the Northern and 
Free States; and there is not a paper in 
the South, nor is there a man as emi
nent or more eminent than Mr. Cobb, 
who has dared to write or speak in 
condemnation of the atrocity of that 
language. I believe this great strife 
to have had its origin in an infamous 
conspiracy against the ,rights of human 
nature. Tf>.ose principles, which they 
distinctly avow and proclaim, are not to 
be found, as far as I know, in the pages 
of any heathen writer of old times. nor 
are they to be discovered in the teach
ings or the practice of savage nations 
in our times. It is the doctrine of 
devils, and not of men; and all mankind 
should shudder at the enormity of the 
guilt which the leaders of this conspiracy 
have brought upon that country. It 
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Now, let us look at two or three 
facts, which seem to me very remark
able, on the surface of the case, but 
which there are men in this country, and 
I am told they may be found even in 
this town, who altogether ignore and 
deny. The war was not commenced by 
those to whom your resolution refers; 
it was commenced by the South; they 
rebelled against the majority. It was 
not a rebellion against a monarchy, or 
an aristocracy, or some· other form of 
government which has its hold upon 
people, sometimes by services, but often 
from tradition; but it was against a 
Government of their own, and a com
pact of their own, that thcy violently 
rebelled, and for the expressed and 
avowed purpose of maintaining the in
stitution of slavery, and for the purpose, 
not disavowed, of re-opening the slave 
trade, and, as these extracts show, if 
their principles should be fully carried 
out, of making bondage universal among 
all classes of labourers and artisans. 
When I say that their object was to 
re-open the slave trade, do not for a 
moment imagine that I am overstating 
the case against them. They argue, 
with a perfect logic, that, if slavery was 
right, the slave trade could not be 
wrong; if the slave trade be wrong, 
slavery cannot be right; and that if it 
be lawful and moral to go to the State 
of Virginia and buy a slave for two 
thousand dollars, and take him to Loui
siana, it cannot be wrong to go to 
Africa, and buy a slave for fifty dollars, 
and take him to Louisiana. That was 
their argument; it is an argument ,to 
this day, and is an argument that in my 
opinion no man can controvert; and the 
lawful existence of slavery is as a matter 
of course to be followed, ~nd would be 
followed, wherever there was the power, 
by the re-opening of the trl>.flic in ne-
groes from Africa. \ 

That is not all these people have 
done. Reference has been mad~ in the 
resolution and in the speeches to the 
distress which prevails in this istrict, 
and you are told, and have be n told 
oV'~r and over again, that all this ·;;1stress 

has arisen from the blockade of the ports 
of the Southern States. There is at 
least one great port from which in past 
times two millions of bales of cotton 
a-year have found their way to Europe 
-the port of New Orleans-which is 
blockaded; and the United States' Go
vernment has proclaimed that any cotton 
that is sent from the interior to New 
Orleans for shipment, although it be
longs to persons in arms against the 
Government, shall yet be permitted to 
go to Europe, and they shall receive 
unmolested the proceeds of the sale of 
that cotton. But still the cotton does 
not come. The reason why it does not 
come is, not because it would do harm I 

to the United States' Government for it 
to come, or that it would in any way 
assist the United States' Government in 
carrying on the war. The reason that 
it does not come is, because its being 
kept back is supposed to be a way of 
influencing public opinion in England 
and the course of the English Govern
ment in reference to the American war. 
They bum the cotton that they may 
injure us, and they injure us because 
they think that we cannot live even 
for a year without their cotton; and 
that to get it we should send ships of 
war, break the blockade, make war 
upon the North, and assist the slave· 
owners to maintain, or to obtain, their 
independence. 

Now, with regard to the question of 
American cotton, one or two extracts 
will be sufficient; but I could give 
you a whole pamphlet of them, if it 
were necessary. Mr. Mann, an eminent 
person in the State of Georgia, says:-

'With the failure of the cotton, England 
fails. Stop her supply of Southern slave
grown cotton, and ber factories stop, her 
commerce stops, tbe heal tbful normal cir
culation of her hfe-blood stops/, 

Again he says :-

'In one year from the stoppage of 
England's supply of Southern slave-grown 
colton, the Chartists would be in ali her 
streets and fields, revolution would be 
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rampant throughout the island, and no
thing that is would exist.' 

He also says, addressing an audience:-

'Why, Sirs, British lords hold their lands, 
British bishops hold their revenues, Victoria 
holds her sceptre, by the grace of cotton, 
as surely as by the grace of God.' 

Senator Wigfall says:-

• If we stop the supply of cotton for one 
week, England would be starving. ~een 
Victoria's crown would not stand on her 
head one week, if the supply of cotton was I, stopped; nor would her head stand on 
her shoulders.' 

H 
;.1 Mr. Stephens, who is the Vice·President 

of the Southern Confederacy, says:-

'There will be revolution in Europe, 
there will be starva tion there; our cotton 
is the element that will do it.' 

J Now,1 am not stating the mere result 
.1 of any discovery of my own, but it 
~I would be impossible to read the papers 

of the South, or the speeches made in 
the South, before, and at the time of, 
and after the secession. without seeing 
that the universal opinion there was, 
that the stoppage of the supply of cotton 
would be our instantaneous ruin, and 
that if they could only lay hold of it, 
keep it back in the country, or bum it, 
so that it never could be used, that 
then the people of Lancashire, mer
chants, manufacturers, and operatives in 
mills-everybody dependent upon this 
vast industry-would immediately arise 
and protest against the English Govern
ment abstaining for one moment from 
the recognition of the South, from war 
with the North, and from a resolution 
to do the utmost that we could to create 
a slave-holding independent republic in 
the South. 

And these very men who have been 
wishing to drag us into a war that 
would have covered us with everlasting 
infamy, have sent their envoys to this 
country, Mr. Yancey, Mr. Mann (I do 
not know whether or not the same Mr. 

Mann to whom 1 have been referring), 
and Mr. Mason, the author of the }'ugi
tive Slave Law. These men have been 
in this country,_one of them 1 believe 
is here now,-envoys sent to offer 
friendship to the Queen of England, to 
be received at her Court, and to make 
friends with the great men in London. 
They come,-I have seen them under 
the gallery of the House of Commons; 
I have seen Members of the House 
shaking hands with them and congratu
lating them, if there has. been some 
military success on their side, and re
ceiving them as if they were here from the 
most honourable Government, and with 
the most honourable mission. Why, 
the thing which. they have broken off 
from the United States to maintain, is 
felony by your law. They are not only 
slave owners, slave buyers and sellers, 
but that which out of Pandemonium 
itself was never before conceived,-they 
are slave breeders for the slave market; 
and these men have come to your 
country, and are to be met with at 
elegant tables in London, and are in fast 
friendship with some of your public 
men, and are constantly found in some 
of your newspaper offices; and they are 
here to ask Englishmen-Englishmen 
with a history of freedom-to join 
hands with their atrocious conspiracy. 

I regret more than I have words to 
express this painful fact, that of all the 
countries in Europe this country is the 
only one which has men in it who are 
willing to take active steps in favour of 
this intended slave government. We 
supply the ships; we supply the arms, 
the munitions of war; we give aid and 
comfort to this foulest of all crimes. 
Englishmen only do it. I believe you 
have not seen a single statement in the 
newspapers that any French, or Belgian, 
or Dutch, or Russian ship has been en
gaged in, or seized whilst attempting 
to violate the blockade and to carry 
arms to the South. They are English 
Liberal newspapers only which support 
this stupendous iniquity. They are 
English statesmen only, who profess 
to be liberal, who have said a w'ilrd 
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to favour the authors of this now
enacting revolution in America. 

The other day, not a week since, a 
member of the present Government,
he is not a statesman-he is the son of 
'a great statesmllll, and occupies the 
position of Secretary for Ireland,-he 
dared to say to an English audience 
that he wished the Republic to be 
divided, and that the South should 
become an independent State. If that 
island which-I suppose in punishment 
for some of its offences-has been com
mitted to his care,-if that island were 
to attempt to secede, not to set up a 
slave kingdom, b)lt a kingdom more 
free than it has ever yet been, the 
Government of which he is a member 
would sack its cities and drencl:! its soil 
with blood before they would allow 
such a kingdom to be established. 

But the working men of England, 
and I will say it too for the great body 
of the middle classes of England, have 
not been wrong upon this great question. 
As for you,-men labouring from morn 
till night that you may honourably and 
honestly maintain your families, and 
the independence of your households,
you are too slowly emerging from a 
condition of things far from independent 
-far from free-for you to have sym
pathy with this fearful crime which I 
have been describing. You come, as it 
were, from bonds yourselves, and you 
can sympathize with them who are still 
in bondage. 

See that meeting that was held in 
Manchester a month ago, in the Free 
Trade Hall, of five or six thousand men. 
See the address which they there carried
unanimously to the President of the 
United States. See that meeting held 
the other night in Exeter Hall, in 
London; that vast room, the greatest 
room, I suppose, in the Metropolis, 
filled so much that its overflowings 
filled another large room in the same 
building. and when that was full, the 
further overflowings filled the street; 
and in both rooms, and in the street, 
speeches were made on this great ques
tioe. But what is said by the writers 

in this infamous Southern press in this 
country with regard to that meeting? 
Who was there? • A gentleman who 
who had written a novel, and two or 
three Dissenting ministers.' I shall not 
attempt any defence of those gentlemen. 
What they do, they do openly, in the 
face of day; and if they utter senti
ments on this question, it is from a 
public platform, with thousands of their 
countrymen gazing into their faces. 
These men who slander them write 
behind a mask,~d, what is more, 
they dare not tell in the open day that 
which they write in the columns of their 
journal. But if it be true that there is 
nothing in the writer of a successful 
novel, or in two or three pious and 
noble-minded Dissenting ministers, to 
collect a great audience, what does it 
prove if there was a great audience? 
It only proves that they were not col
lected by the reputation of any orator 
who was expected to address them, but 
by their cordial and ardent sympathy 
for the great cause which was pleaded 
before them. 

Everybody now that I meet says to 
me, • Public opinion seems to have 
undergone a considerable change.' The 
fact is, people do not know very much 
about America. They are learning 
more every day. They have been 
greatly misled by what are called • the 
best public instructors.' Jefferson, who 
was one of the greatest men that the 
United States have produced, said that 
newspapers should be divided into four 
compartments: in one of them they 
should print the true; in the next, the 
probable; in the third, the possible; 
and in the fourth, the lies. With regard 
to some of these newspapers, I incline 
to think, as far as their leading columns 
go, that an equal division of space 
would be found very inconvenient. and 
that the last-named compartment. when 
dealing with American questions, would 
have to be at least four times as large 
as the first .. 

Coming back to the question of this 
war: I admit. of course-everybody 
must admit~ that we are not responsi-
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ble for it, for its commencement, or for 
the manner in which it is cond~cted; 
nor can we be responsible for its result. 
But there is one thing which we are 
responsible for, and that is for our 
sympathies, for the manner in which 
we regard it, and for the tone in which 
we discuss it. What shall we say, then, 
with regard to it? On which side shall . 
we stand? I do not believe it is pos
sible to be strictly, coldly neutral The 
question at issue is too great, the 
contest is too grand in the eye of the 
world. It is impossible for any man, 
who can have an opinion worth any
thing on anr question, not to have 
some kind 0 an opinion on the ques
tion of this war. I am not ashamed of 
my opinion, or of the sympathy which 
I feel, and have over and over again 
expressed, on the side of the free North. 
I cannot understand how any man 
witnessing what is enacting on the 
American continent can indulge in 
small cavils against the free people of 
the North, and close his eye entirely to 
the enormity of the purposes of the 
South. I cannot understand how any 
Englishman, who in past years has 

i been accustomed to say that· there was i one foul blot upon the fair fame of the 
American Republic: can now express 
any sympathy for. those who would 
perpetuate and extend that b10t. And, 
more, if we profess to be, though it be 
with imperfect and faltering steps. the 
followers of Him who declared it to be 
His Divine mission' to heal the broken
hearted, to preach deliverance to the 
captives and recovering of sight to the 

, blind, to set at liberty them that are 
bruised: must we not reject with indig
nation and scorn the proffered alliance 
and friendship with a power based on 

human bondage, and which contem
plates the over~ow and the extinction 
of the dearest rights of the most 
helpless of mankind? 

If we are the friends of freedom, per
sonal and political,-and we all profess 
to be so, and most of us, more or less, are 
striving after it more completely for 
our own country,-how can we with
hold our sympathy from a Government 
and a people amongst whom white men 
have always been free, and who are now 
offering an equal freedom to the black? 
I advise you not to believe in the 
• destruction' of the American nation. 
If facts should happe\l by any chance to 
force you to believe it, do not commit 
the crime of wishing it. I do not blame 
men who draw different conclusions 
from mine from the facts, and who 
believe that the restoration of the Union 
is impossible. As the facts lie before 
our senses, so must we form a judgment 
on them. Hut I blame those men that 
wish for such a catastrophe. For 
myself, I have never despaired, and I 
will not despair. In the language of 
one of our old poets, who wrote, I think. 
more than three hundred years ago, I 
will not despair,-

• For I have seen a ship in haven fall, 
After the storm had broke both mast 

and shroud.' 

From the very outburst of this great 
.convulsion, I have had but one hope 
and one faith, and it is this-that the 
result of this stupendous strife may be 
to make freedom the heritage for ever 
of a whole continent, and that the 
grandeur and the prosperity of the 
American Union may never be im
paired. 

.. 
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THE STRUGGLE IN AMERICA. 

ST. JAl\IES'S HALL, MARCH 26, 1863_ 

[The meeting at which this speech was delivered was convened by the Trades' Unions 
of London to enable the working men to express their sentiments on the war in the 
United States. Mr. Bright was Chairman of the meeting.] 

WREN the Committee did me the 
honour to ask me to attend this meeting 
to-night and to take the Chair, I felt 
that I was not at liberty to refuse, for 
I considered that there was something 
remarkable in the character of this 
meeting; and I need not tell you that 
the cause which we are assembled to 
discuss is one which excites my warmest 
sympathies. This meeting is remark-· 
able, inasmuch as it is not what is 
commonly called a public meeting, but 
it is a meeting, as you have seen from 
the announcements and advertisements 
by which it has been called-it is a 
meeting of members of Trades' Unions 
and Trades' Societies in London. The 
members of these Societies have not 
usually stepped out from their ordinary 
business to take part in meetings of this 
kind on public questions. 

The subject which we have met to 
discuss is one of surpassing interest
which excites at this moment. and has 
excited for two years past, the attention 
and the astonishment of the civili.ed 

world. We see a country which for 
many years-during the lifetime of the 
oldest amongst us-has been the most 
peaceful, and prosperous, and the most 
free amongst the great nations of the 
e:uth-we. see it plunged at once into 
the midst of a sanguinary revolution. 
whose proportions are so gigantic as to 
dwarf all other revolutionary records 
and events of which we have any 
knowledge. But I do not wonder at 
this revolution. No man can read the 
history of the United States from the 
time when they ceased to be depen
dent colonies of England. without 
discovering. that at the birth of thnt 
great Republic there was sown the seed, 
if not of its dissolution, at least of its 
extreme peril; and the infant giant in 
its crndle mny be said to have been 
rocked -under the shadow of the cypress, 
which is the symbol of mortality and of 
the tomb. 

Colonial weakness. when face to face 
. with British strength, m!lde it impos

sible to put an end to slavery, or to 
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I establish 8 republic free from slavery. that we in England, who are opposed 
~ To meet England, it was necessary to to war, should take no public part in 
1 be united, and to be united it was this great question. Only yesterday I 
Ij necessary to tolerate slavery; and from received from 8 friend of mine, whose 
I that hour to this-at least, to a period fidelity I honour, a letter, in which he 

I
~l within the last two or three years-the asked me whether I thought, with the 

love of the Union and the patriotism of views which he supposed I entertain 
the American people have induced them on the question of war, it was fitting 
constantly to make concessions to sla- that I should appear at such 'a meeting 
very, because they knew that when they as this. It is not our war; we did not 
ceased to make concessions they ran make it. We deeply lament it. It is 
the peril of that disruption which has not in our power to bring it to a close; 
now arrived; and they dreaded the but I know not that we are ,called upon 
destruction of their country even more to shut our eyes and to close our hearts 
than they hated the evil of slavery. to the great issues which are depending 
But these concessions failed, as I believe upon it. Now we are met here, let us 
concessions to evil always do faiL ask each other some questions. Has 
These concessions failed to secure safety England any opinion with regard to 
in that Umon. There were principles this American question? Has Eng
at war which were wholly irreconcila- land any sympathy, on'one side or the 

t ble. The South, as you know, has been other, with either party in this great 
engaged for fifty years in building fresh struggle? But, to come nearer, I would 
ramparts by which it may defend its ask whether this meeting has any 
institutions. The North has been opinion upon it, and whether our sym
growing yearly greater in freedom; and pathies have been stirred in relation to 
though the conflict might be postponed, it? It is true, to this meeting not many 
it was obviously inevitable. rich, not many noble, have been called. 

In our day, then, that which the It is a meeting composed of artisans 
statesmen of America have hoped per- and working men of the ~ty of Lon
manently to postpone has arrived. don,-men whose labour, in combina
The great trial is now going on in the tion with capital and directing skill, 
sight of the world, and the verdict upon has built, this great city, and has made 
this great question must at last be ren- England great. I address myself to 
dered. But how much is at stake? these men. I ask them-I ask you
Some men of this country, some writers, have you any special interest in this 
treat it as if, after all. it was no great contest? 
matter that had caused this contest in Privilege thinks it has a great in
the United States. I say that a whole terest in it, and every morning, with 
continent is at stake. It is not 8 ques- blatant voice, it comes into your streets 
tion of boundary; it is not a question and curses the American Republic. 
of tariff; it is not a question of supre- Privilege has beheld an afflicting spec
macy of party, or even of the condition tacle for many years past. It has beheld 
of four millions of negroes. It is more thirty millions of men, happy and pros
than that. It is a question of a whole perous, without emperor, without king, 
continent, with its teeming millions, without the surroundings of a court, 
and what shall be their present and without nobles, except such as are made 
their future fate. It is fur these mil- by eminence in intellect and virtue, 
lions freedom or slavery, education or without State bishops and State 
ignorance, light or darkness, Christian priests,-
morality ever widening and all-blessing • Sole venden of the lore which works 
in its inlluence, or an overshadowing salvation,'-
and all-blasting guilt. 

.. There are men, good men, who say without great armies and great na-aes,./ 
I 
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without great debt and without great 
taxes. Privilege has shuddered at what 
might happen to old Europe if this 
grand experiment should succeed. But 
you, the workers,.you, striving after a 
better time,-yoll, struggling upwards 
towards the light, with slow and pain
ful steps,-yoll have no cause to look 
with jealousy upon a country which, 
amongst all the great nations of the 
globe, is that one where labour has 
met with the highest honour, and 
where it has reaped its greatest reward. 
Are you aware of the fact, that in 
fifteen years, which is but as yesterday 
when it is past, two and a half millions 
of your countrymen have found a home 
in the United States,-that a population 
equal nearly, if not quite, to the popu
lation of this great city-itself'equal to 
no mean kingdom-has emigrated from 
these shores? In the United States 
there has been, as you know, an open 
door for every man,-and millions have 
entered into it, and have found rest. 

-N ow, take the two sections of the 
country which are engaged in this fear
ful struggle. In the one, labour is 
honoured more than elsewhere in the 
world; there, more than in any other 
country, men rise to competence and 
independence; a career is open; the 
pursuit of happiness is not hopelessly 
thwarted by the law. In the other 
section of that country, labour is not 
only not honoured, but it is degraded. 
The labourer" is made a chattel. Heis 
no more his own than the horse that 
drags a carriage through the next street; 
nor is his wife, nor is his child, nor is 
anything that is his, his own. And if 
you have not heard the astounding state
ment, it may be as well for a moment 
to refer to it,-that it is not black men 
only who should be slaves. Only to
day 1 read from one of the Southern 
papers a statement that-

• Slavery in the Jewish times was not 
the slavery of negroes; and therefore, if 
you confine slavery to negroes, you lose 
your sheet·anchor, which is the Bible
argrment in favour of slavery.' 

I think nothing can be more fitting 
for the discussion of the members of the 
Trade Societies of London. You in 
your Trade Societies help each other 
when you are sick, or if yon meet with 
accidents. You do many kind acts 
amongst each other.' You have other 
business also; you have to maintain 
what you believe'to be the just rights 
of industry and of your separate trades ; 
and sometimes; as you know, you do 
things which many people do not 
approve, and which, probably, when 
you come to think more coolly of them, 
you may even doubt the wisdom of 
yourselves. That is only saying that 
you are not immaculate, and that your 
wisdom, like the wisdom of other classes, 
is not absolutely perfect. But they 
have in the Southern States a specific 
for all the differences between capital 
and labour. They say,-

• Make the labourer capital; the free 
system in Europe is a rotten system; let . 
us get rid of that, and make all the la
bourers as much capital and as much the 
property of the capitalist and employer as 
the capitalist's cattle and horses are pro
perty, and then the whole system will 
move with that perfect ease and harmony 
which the world admires so much in the 
Southern States of America.' 

I believe there never was a question 
submitted to the public opinion of the 
world which it was more becoming the 
working men and members of Trades' 
Unions and Trade Societies of every 
kind in this country fully to consider, 
than this great question. 

But there may be some in this room, 
and there are some who say to n1e, 
• Rut what is to become of our trade, 
what is to become of the capitalist and 
the labourer of Lancashire ?' I am not 
sure that much of the capital of Lan
cashire will not be ruined. I am not 
sure that very large numbers of its 
population will not have to remove to 
seek other employment, either in this 
or some other country. I am not one 
of those who underrate this great cala
mity. On the contrary, I have scarcely 
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met with any man,-not more than 
half a dozen,-since this distress in our 
county began, who has been willing to 
measure the magnitude of this calamity 
according to the scale with which I 
have viewed it. 

But let us examine this question. 
The distress of Lancashire comes from 
a failure of the supply of cotton. The 
failure of the supply of cotton comes 
from the war in the United States. 
The war in the United States has ori
ginated in the effort of the slaveholders 
of that country to break up what they 
themselves admit to be the freest and 
best government that ever existed, 
for the sole purpose of making per
petual the institution of slavery. But 
if the South began the war, and created 
all the mischief, does it look reasonable 
that we should pat them on the back, 
and be their friends? If they have 
destroyed cotton, or withheld it, shall 
we therefore take them to our bosoms? 

I have a letter written by an agent in 
the City of Nashville, who had been 
accustomed to buy cotton there before 
the war, and who returned there imme
diately after that city came into the 
possession of the Northern forces. He 
began his trade, and cotton came in. 
Not Union planters only, but Secession 
planters, began to bring in the produce 
of their plantations, and he had a fair 
chance of re-establishing his business; 
but the moment this was discovered by 
the commanders of the Southern forces 
at some distance from the city, they 
issued the most peremptory orders 
that every boat-load of cotton on the 
rivers, every waggon-Ioad upon the 
roads, and every car-load upon the 
railroads, that was leaving any plan
tations for the purposes of sale, should 
be immediately destroyed. The result 
was, that the cotton trade was at once 
again put an end to, and I believe only 
to a very small extent has it been re
opened, even to this hour. 

Then take the City of New Orleans, 
which, as you know, has been now for 
many months in the possession of the 
Northern forces. The Northern com-

manders there had issued announcements 
that any cotton sent down to New 
Orleans for exportation, even though it 
came from the most resolved friends of 
secession in the district, should still be 
safe. It might be purchased to ship to 
Europe, and the proceeds of that cotton 
might be returned, and the trade be re
opened. But you have not found cotton 
come down to New Orleans, although 
its coming there under those terms would 
be of no particular advantage to the 
North. It has been withheld with this 
single object, to create in the manufac
turing districts of France and England a 
state of suffering that might at last be
come unbearable, and thus might com
pel the Governments of those countries, 
in spite of all that international law may 
teach, in spite of all that morality may 
enjoin upon them, to take sides with the 
South, and go to war with the North for 
the sake of liberating whatever cotton I 

there is now in the plantations of the 
Secession States. 

At this moment, such of you as read 
the City articles of the daily papers will 
see that a loan has been contracted for 
in the City, to the amount of three mil
lions sterling, on behalf of the Southern 
Confederacy. It is not brought"into the 
market by any firm with an English 
name; but I am sorry to be obliged to 
believe that many Englishmen have taken 
portions of that loan. Now the one 
great object of that loan is this, to pay 
in this country for vessels which are 
being built-Alabamas-from which it is 
hoped that so much irritation will arise in 
the minds of the people of the Northern 
States, that England may be dragged 
into war to take sides with the South 
and with slavery. The South was natu
rally hostile to England, because Eng
land was hostile to slavery. Now the 
great hope of the insurrection has been 
from the beginning, that Englishmen 
would not have fortitude to bear the 
calamities which it has brought upon 
us; but by some trick or by some acci
dent we might be brought into a war 
with the North, and thereby give strength 
to the South. 
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without great debt and without great 
taxes. Privilege has shuddered at what 
might happen to old Europe if this 
grand experiment should succeed. But 
you, the workers,,-you, striving after a 
better time,-you, struggling upwards 
towards the light, with slow and pain
ful steps,-you have no cause to look 
with jeal6usy upon a country which, 
amongst all the great nations of the 
globe, is that one where labour has 
met with the highest honour, and 
where it has reaped its greatest reward. 
Are you aware of the fact, that in 
fifteen years, which is but as yesterday 
when it is past, ,two and a half millions 
of your countrymen have found a home 
in the United States,-that a population 
equal nearly, if not quite, to the popu
lation of this great city -itself equal to 
no mean kingdom-has emigrated from 
these shores? In the United States 
there has been, as you know, an open 
door for every man,-and millions have 
entered into it, and have found rest. 

'N ow, take the two sections of the 
country which are engaged in this fear
ful struggle, In the one, labour is 
honoured more than elsewhere in the 
world; there, more than in any other 
country, men rise to competence and 
independence; a career is open; the 
pursuit of happiness is not hopelessly 
thwarted by the law. In the other 
section of that country, labour is not 
only not honoured, but it is degraded. 
The labourer is made a chattel. He is . 
no more his own than the horse that 
drags a carriage through the next street; 
nor is his wife, nor is his child, nor is 
anything that is his, his own. And if 
you have not heard the astounding stat ... 
ment, it may be as well for a moment 
to refer to it,-that it is not black men 
only who should be slaves. Only to
day 1 read from one of the Southern 
papers a statement that-

• Slavery in the Jewish times was not 
the slavery of negroes; and therefore, if 
you confine slavery to negroes, you lose 
your sheet-anchor, which is the Bibl ... 
arg'KIlent in favour of slavery.' 

I think nothing can be more fitting 
for the discussion of the members of the 
Trade Societies of London. You in 
your Trade Societies help each other 
when you are sick, or if yon meet with 
accidents. You do many kind acts 
amongst each other.' You have other 
business also; you have to maintain 
what you believe to be the just rights 
of industry and of your separate trades ; 
and sometimes; as you know, you do 
things which many people do not 
approve, and which, probably, when 
you corne to think more coolly of them, 
you may even doubt the wisdom of 
yourselves. That is only saying that 
you are not immaculate, and that your 
wisdom,like the wisdom of other classes, 
is not absolutely perfect. But they 
have in the Southern States a specific 
for all the differences between capital 
and labour. They 5Oy,-

• Make the labourer capital; the free 
system in Europe is a rotten system; let . 
us get rid of that, and make all the la
bourers as much capital and as much the 
property of the capitalist and employer as 
the capitalist's cattle and horses are pro
perty, and then the whole system will 
move with that perfect ease and harmony 
which the world admires so much in the 
Southern States of America.' 

I believe there never was a question 
submitted to the public opinion of the 
world which it was more becoming the 
working men and members of Trades' 
Unions and Trade Societies of every 
kind in this country fully to consider, 
than this great question. 

But there may be some in this room, 
and there are some who say to me, 
• Rut what is to become of our trade, 
what is to become of the capitalist and 
the labourer of Lancashire?' I am not 
sure that much of the capital of Lan
cashire will not be ruined. I am not 
sure that very large numbers of its 
population will not have to remove to 
seek other employment, either in this 
or some other country. I am not one 
of those who underrate this great cala
mity. On the contrary, I have scarcely 
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met with any lII&Do_ot more thaD 
half a dOlm,-sinc:e this distress in our 
county bq:aD, who bas been willing 10 
m_re the magnitude of this calamity 
acmrding to the sc:ale with which I 
have Yiewed iL 

But let lIS examine this question. 
The distress of Lancashire comes from 
a failwe of the supply of muon. The 
failure of the supply of cottOD comes 
from the war in the United States. 
The war in the United States bas 0ri
ginated in the effort of the slaMoiders 
of that country to break up what they 
themse1'VCS admit 10 be the freest and 
best goverummt that eft!' existed. 
fur the sole pmpose of making pel'" 
~al the institutiOD of slavery. But 
if the South began the ...... and created 
all the mischief. docs it look reasonable 
that we should pat them OIl the back. 
and be their friends' If they have 
destroyed mttoa, 01" withheld it, shall 
we therefore take them to our bosoms' 

I have a letteI' writtm by an agent in 
the City of NasbYille, who had been 
accustomed to buy CXIltOD there before 
the war. and who returned there imme
diately after that city came into the 
possess!oa of the Northern fon:es. He 
tq:aD his trade, and CXIlton came in. 
Not UniOD planters oaiy. but ~OD 
planteJS, began 10 bring in the produce 
of their plantatioos, and he had a fAir 
chance of re-establisbing his business; 
but the momeat this 'WU discovered by 
the commanders of the Southern forces 
at some distaDce from the city. they 
issued the most peremptory orders 
tbat nery boat-load of mltOD on the 
ri\"US, eYer! waggon-load upoa the 
roads, and nery ClU'-load upoa the 
railroads, that was lraring any plan
tatioos fOl' the purposes of sale, should 
be immediately destroyed. The result 
was. that the cotton trade was at once 
again put an ead to. and 1 believe only 
to a very smaU extmt has it been re
opened. eYal to this hour. 

Then tnke the City of New Orleans, 
which. as you know. bas been DOW for 

L 
many months in the possessioo of the 
Northern foroes. The Northern com-

manders there had issued announcements 
that any muoo sent down to New j 

Orleans for exponatioo. eTeD thou"coIl it 
came from the most resolved fiieads of 
secession in the district. should still be 
safe. It might be purchased 10 ship to 
Europe. and the proceeds of that CXIlton 
might be returned. and the trade be Ie
opeaed. But you have not found «:olton 
come down to New Orleans, althOUgh 
its coming there under those terms would 
be of DO partieular adVUltage 10 the 
North. It lias been withheld with this 
single object. 10 create in the mauufae
turing distriets of France and England a 
state of suffering that might at last be
come unbearable, and thus might CXIm

pel the Govemmmts of those eountries, 
In spite of all that internatiODallaw may 
teach. in spite of all that morality may 
enjoin upoa them, 10 take sides with the 
South. and go to ..... with the North for 
the sake of liberating whatever mUon 
there is DOW in the piantatiOllS of the 
Secession States. 

At this momeat, such of you as read 
the City articles of the daily papers ... ·ill 
see that a loan has been CXlDtracted fOl' 
in the City. 10 the amount of three mil- I 

liOllS sterling, 00 behalf of the Southern ' 
Coofederac:y. It is Dot brought lnlO the 
market by any firm ... ·ith an English 
name; but I am sorry to be obliged to 
believe that many Englisbmm ha-.e taken 
portiOllS of that loan. Now the one 
great object of that loan is this, to pay 
in this eountry for 'VCSSels which are 
being built-AlaN-from which it is 
hoped that so much irritation will arise in I 

tile minds of the people of the Northern 
States, that England may be cI.raggat 
into ..... to tnke sides with the South 
and with slavery. The South was natu
rally hostile to England. because Eng
land was hostile 10 sla\-ery. Now the 
great bope of the insunectioo bas beeD 
from the beginning, that Englishmen 
would Dot ~ve fortitude to bear the 
calamities which it has brought upon 
lIS; but by some b ick or by some acci
dent we might be brought into a war 
... ith the North. and thereby give slreflgth 
to the South. -
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I should hope that this question is now 
so plain- that most Englishmen must 
understand it; and least of all do I ex
pect that the six millions of men in the 
United. Kingdom who are not enfran
chised can have any doubt upon it. 
Their instincts are always right in the 
main, and if they get the facts and infor
mation. I can rely on their influence 
being thrown into the right scale. I wish 
I could state what would be as satisfac
tory to myself with regard to some 
others. There may be men outside, 
there are men sitting amongst your legis
lators, who will build and equip- corsair 
ships to prey upon the commerce of a 
friendly ppwer,-who will disregard tho 
laws and the honour of their country,
who will trample on the Proclamation of 
their sovereign,-and whQ, for the sake 
of the glittering profit which sometimes 
waits on crime, are content to cover them
selves with everlasting infamy. There 
may be men. too-rich men-in this 
city of London. who will buy in the 
slave-owners' loan, and who. for the 
chance of more gain than honest dealing 
will afford them, will help a conspiracy 
whose fundamental institution. whose 
comer-stone, is declared to be felony, 
and in(amous by the statutes of their 
country. 

I speak not to these men-I leave 
them to th.eir conscience in U1at hour 

which comes to all of us, when conscience 
speaks and the soul is no longer deaf to 
her voice. I speak rather to you, the 
working men of London. the representa
tives. as you are here to-night, of the 
feelings and the interests of the millions 
who cannot hear my voice. I wish you 
to be true to yourselves. Dynasties may 
fall, aristocracies may perish. privilege 
will vanish into the dim past; but 
you, your children, and your children's 
children, will remain, and from you the 
English people will be continued to suc
ceeding generations. 

_. You wish the freedom of your country. 
You wish it for yourselves. You strive 
for it in many ways. Do not then give 
the hand of fellowship to the worst foes 
of freedom that the world has ever seen, 
and do not, I beseech you, bring down 
a curse upon your cause which no after
penitence can ever lift from it. You 
will not do this. I have faith in you." 
Impartial history will tell that, when 
your statesman were hostile or coldly 
neutral, when many of your rich men 
were corrupt, when your press-which 
ought to have instructed and defended
was mainly written to betray. the fate of 
a continent and of its vast popUlation 
being in peril, you clung to freedom with 
an unfaltering trust that God in His in
finite mercy will yet make it the heritage 
of /Ill His children. 
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LONDON, JUNE 16, 1863. 

[On June J6, 1863, a public meeting was held at the London Tavern, at the instance 
. of the Union and Emancipation Society, in order to hear an address from ~r. M. D. 

Conway, of Eastern Virginia. Mr. Bright was in the Chair.], 

, 
: ~ IF we look back a little over two 

years-two years and a half-when the 
, question of secession was first raised in 

a practical shape, I think we shall be 
able to remember that, when the news 
first arrived in England, there was but 
one opinion with regard to it-that 
every man condemned the folly and 
the wickedness of the South, and pro
tested against their plea that they had 
any grievance which justified them in 
revolt-and every man hoped that some 
mode might be discovered by which 
the terrible calamity of war might be 
avoided. 

For a time, many thought that there 
would be no war. Whilst the reins 
were slipping from the hands-the too 
feeble hands-of Mr. Buchanan into the 
grasp of President Lincoln, there was a 
moment when men thought that we 
were about to see the wonderful ex
ample of a great question, which in all 
other countries would have involved a 
war, settled perhaps by moderation
some moderation on one side, and some 
concession on the other; and so long 
as men believed that there would be no 

war, so long everybody condemned the 
South. We were afraid of a war in 
America, because we knew that one of 
the great industries of our country de
pended upon the continuous reception 
of its raw material from the Southern 
States. But it was a folly-it was a 
gross absurdity-for any man to believe, 
with the history of the world before 
him, that the people of the Northern 
States, twenty millions, with their free 
Government, would for one moment sit 

, down satisfied with the dismemberment 
of their country, and make no answer 
to the war which had been commenced 
by the South. 

I speak not in justification of war. 
I am only treating this question 'upon 
principles which are almost universally 
acknowledged throughout the world, 
and by an overwhelming majority even 
of those men who accept the Christian 
religion; and it is only upon those prin': 
ciples, so almost universally acknow
ledged, and acknowledged as much in 
this country as anywhere else-It is 
only just that we should judge the 
United States upon those principlel 

9 

1 
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upon which we in this country would 
be likely to act. 

But the North did not yield to the 
dismemberment of their country, and 
they did not allow a conspiracy of 
Southern politicians and slaveholders 
to seize their forts and arsenals without 
preparing for resistance. Then, when 
the people of England found that the 
North were about to resist, and that 
war was inevitable, they turned their 
eyes from the South, which ~as the 
beginner of the war, and looked to the 
North, saying that, if the North would 
not resist, there could be no war, and 
then we should get our cotton, and 
trade would go on as" before; and 
therefore, from that hour to this, not 
a few persons 'in this country, who at 
first condemned the South, have been 
incessant in their condemnation of the 
North. 

Now, I believe this is a fair state
ment of the feeling which prevailed 
when the first news of secession arrived, 
and of the change of opinion which 
took place in a few weeks, when it was 
found that, by the resolution of the 
North to maintain the integrity of their 
Country, war, and civil war, was un
avoidable. The trade interests of the 
country affected our opinion; and I 
fear did then prevent, and have since 
prevented, our doing justice to the 
people of the North. 

Now I am going to transport you, in 
mind, to Lancashire, and the interests 
of Lancashire, which, after all, are the 
interests of the whole Uniied Kingdom, 
and clearly of not a few in this metro
polis. What was the condition of our 
greatest manufacturing" industry before 
the war, and before secession had been 
practically attempted? It was this: 
that almost ninety per cent. of all our 
cotton came from the Southern States 
of the American Union, and was, at 
least nine-tenths of it, the produce of 
the uncompensated labour of the negro. 

Everybody knew that we were carry
ing on a prodigious industry upon a 
most insecure foundation; and it was 
t:le "commonest thing in the world for 

men who were discussing the present 
and the future of the cotton trade, 
whether in Parliament or out of it, to 
point to the existence of slavery in the 
United States of America as the one 
dangerous thing in connection with that 
great trade; and it was one of the 
reasons which stimulated me on several 
occasions to urge upon the Government 
of this country to improve the Govern
ment of Indi!J., and to give us a chance 
of receiving '!- considerable portion of 
our supply from India, so that we 
might not be left in absolute want 

"when the calamity occurred, which all 
thoughtful men knew must some day 
come, in the United States. 

Now, I maintain that with a supply 
of cotton mainly derived from the 
Southern States, and raised by slave 
labour, two things are indisputable: 
first. that the supply must always be 
insufficient; and second, that it must 
always be insecure. Perhaps many of 
you are not aware that in the United 
States-I am speaking of the Slave 
States, and the cotton-growing States
the quantity of land which is cultivated 
for cotton is a mere garden, a mere 
plot, in comparison with the whole 
of the cotton region. I speak from 
the authority of a report lately pre
sented to the Boston Chamber of Com
merce, containing much inlportant in
formation on this question; and I 
believe that the whole acreage, or the 
whole breadth of the land on which 
cotton is grown in America, does not 
exceed ten thousand square miles-that 
is, a space one hundred miles long and 
one hundred miles broad, or the size of 
two of our largest counties in England; 
but the land of the ten chief cotton
producing States is sixty times as much 
as that, being, I helieve, about twelve 
times the size of England and Wales. 

It cannot be, therefore, because there 
has not been land enough that we have 
not in former years had cotton enough; 
it cannot be that there has not been a 
demand for the produce of the land, for 
the demand has constantly outstripped 
the supply; it has not been because the 
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price has not been sufficient, for, as is 
well known, the price has been much 
higher of late years, and the profit to 
the planter much greater; and yet, 
notwithstanding the land and the de
mand, and the price and the profit, the 
supply of cotton has not been sufficient 
for the wants of the spinners and the 
manufacturers of the world, and for the 
wants of civilization. 

The particular facts with regard to 
this I need not, perhaps, enter into; 
but I find, if I compare the prices of 
cotton in Liverpool from 185{) to 1860 
with the prices from 1841 to 1845, 
that every pound of cotton brought 
from America and sold in Liverpool 
fetched in the last five years more than 
twenty per cent. in excess of what it 
did in the former five years, notwith
standing that we were every year in 
greater difficulties through finding our 
supply of cotton insufficient. 

But what was the reason that we did 
not get enough? It was because there 
was not labour enough in the Southern 
States. You see every day in the news
papers that there are four millions of 
slaves, but of those four millions of 
slaves some are growing tobacco, some 
rice, and some sugar; a very large 
number are employed in domestic servi
tude, and a large number in factories, 
mechanical opemtions, and business in 
towns; and there remain only about 
one mi11ion negroes, or only one-quarter 
of the whole number, who are regularly 
engaged in the cultivation of cotton. 

Now, you will see that the production 
of cotton and its continued increase must 
depend upon the constantly increasing 
productiveness of the labour of those one 
million negroes, and on the natuml in
crease of population from them, Well, 
the increase of the population of the 
slaves in the United States is mther 
less than two and a-half per cent. per 
annum, and the increase on the mi11ion 
will be about twenty-five thousand
a-year; and the increased production of 
cotton from that increased amount of 
labour consisting of twenty-five thou
sand more negroes every year wi1\ pro-. 

bably never exceed-l believe it haS not 
reached-one hundred and fifty thousand 
bales per annum. The exact facts with 
regard to this are these: that in the ten 
years from 1841 to 1850 the avemge 
crop was 2,173.000 bales, and in the ten 
years from 1851 to 1860 it was 3,252,000, 
being an increase of 1,079.000 bales in 
the ten years, or only about 100,000 
bales of increase per annum. 

I have shown that the increase of pro
duction must depend upon the increase 
of labour, because every other element 
is in abundance-soil, climate, and so 
forth. (A Voice: • How about sugar?,) 
A Gentleman asks about sugar. If in 
any particular year there was an exb'8.
vagant profit upon cotton, there might 
be, and there probably would be, some 
abstmction of labour from the cultivation 
of tobacco, and rice, and sugar, in order 
to apply it to cotton, and a larger tem
pomry increase of growth might take 
place; but I have given you the facts 
with regard to the last twenty years, and 
I think you will see that my statement 
is correct. 

Now, can this be remedied under 
slavery? I will show you how it can
not. And first of all. everybody who is 
acquainted with American affairs knows 
that there is not very much migmtion 
of the population of the Northern States 
into the Southern States to engage in 
the ordinary occupations of agricultuml 
labour. Labour is not honoumble and 
is not honoured in the South, and there
fore free labourers from the North are 
not likely to go South. Again, of all 
the emigration from this country
amounting as it did, in the fifteen years 
from 1846 to Il!60, to two millions'five 
hundred thousand persons, being equal 
to the whole of the population of this 
great city-a mere trifle went South and 
settled there to pursue the occupation 
of agriculture; they remained in the 
North, where labour is honoumble and 
honoured. 

Whence, then, could the planters of 
the South receive their increasing labour? 
Only from the slave-ship and the cOl\st 
of Africa. But, fortunately for the 
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world, the United States' Government 
has never yet become so prostrate under 
the heel of the slave-owner as to consent 
to the reopening of the slave-trade. 
Therefore the Southern planter was in 
this unfortunate position: he could not 
tempt, perhaps he did not want. free 
labourers from the North; he could not 
tempt, perhaps he did not want, free 
labourers from Europe; and if he did 
want, he was not permitted to fetch 
slave labour from Africa. Well, that 
being so, we arrive at this conclusion
that whilst the cultivation of cotton was 
performed by slave labour, you were 
shut up for your hope of increased 
growth to the small increase that was 
possible with the increase of two and 
a half per cent: per annum in the popu
lation of the slaves, about Qne million 
in number, that have been regularly 
employed in the cultivation of cotton. 

Then, if the growth was thus insuffi
cient-and I as one connected with the 
trade can speak very clearly upon that 
point-I ask you whether the production 
and the supply were not necessarily in
secure by reason of the institution of 
slavery? It was perilous within the 
Union. In this country we made one 
mistake in our forecast of this question: 
we did not believe that the South would 
commit suicide; we thought it possible 
that the slaves might revolt. They might 
revolt, but their SUbjugation was inevit
able, because the whole power of the 
Union was pledged to the maintenance 
of order in every part of its dominions. 

But if there be men who think that 
the cotton trade would be safer if the 
South were an independent State. with 
slavery established there in permanence, 
they greatly mistake; because, what
ever was the danger of revol t in the 
Southern States whilst the Union was 
complete, the possibility of revolt and 
the possibility of success would surely 
be greatly increased if the North were 
separate from the South, and the negro 
had only his Southern master, and not 
the Northern power, to contend against. 

Dut I believe there is little danger of 
ret>olt, and no possihility of success. 

When the revolt took place in the island 
of St. Domingo, the blacks were far 
superior in numbers to the whites. In 
the Southern States it is not so. Igno
rant, degraded, without organization, 
without arms, and scarcely with any 
faint hope of freedom for ever, except 
the enthusiastic hope which they have 
when they believe that God will some 
day stretch out His arm for their deliver
ance-I say that under these circum
stances, to my mind, there was no reason
able expectation of revolt, and that they 
had no expectation whatever of success 
in any attempt to gain their liberty by 
force of arms. 

But now we are in a different position. 
Slavery itself has chosen its own issue, 
and has chosen its own field. Slavery
and when I say slavery, I mean the 
slave power-has not trusted to the 
future; but it has rushed into the battle
field to settle this great question; and 
having chosen war, it is from day to day 
sinking to inevitable ruin under it. Now, 
if we are agreed-and I am keel?ing you 
still to Lancashire and to its mterests 
for a moment longer-that this vast in
dustry with all its interests of capital and 
labour has been standing on a menacing 
volcano, is it not possible that hereafter 
it may be placed upon a rock which no
thing can disturb? 

Imagine-what of course some people 
will say I have no right to imagine
imagine the war over, the Union re
stored and slavery abolished-does any 
man suppose that there would afterwards 
be ill the South one single negro fewer 
than there are at present? On the 
contrary, I believe there would be more. 
I believe there is many a negro in the 
Northern States, and even in Canada. 
who, if the lash, and the chain, and 
the branding-iron, and the despotism 
against which even he dared not com
plain, were abolished for ever, would 
tum his face to the sunny lands of the 
South, and would find himself happier 
and more useful there than he can be in 
a more Northern clime. 

More than this, there would be a mi. 
gration from the North to the South. 
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You do not suppose that those beautiful 
States, those regions than which earth 
offers nothing to man more fertile and 
more lovely, are shunned by the enter
prising population of the North beCause 
they like the rigours of a Northern 
winter and the greater changeableness 
of the Northern seasons? Once abolish 
slavery in the South, and the whole of 
the country will be open to the enter
prise and to the industry of all. And 
more than that, when you find that, only 
the other day, not fewer than four thou
sand emigrants, most of them from the 
United Kingdom, landed in one day in 
the city of New York, do you suppose 
that all those men would go north and 
west at once? Would not some of them 
tum their faces southwards, and seek the 
clime of the sun, which is so grateful to 
all men; where they would find a soil 
more fertile, rivers more abundant, and 
everything that Nature offers more pro
fusely given, but from which they are 
now shut out by the accursed power 
which slavery exerts? With freedom 

! you would have a gradual filling up of 
I- the wildernesses of the Southern States; 
r you would have there, not population 
~ only, but capital, and industry, and roads, 
, and schools, and everything which tends 

°to produce growth, and wealth, and 
. prosperity. 

I maintain-and I believe my opinion 
will be supported by all those men who 
are most conversant with American af
fairs-that, with slavery abolished, with 
freedom firmly established in the South, 
you would find in ten years to come a 
mpid increase in the growth of cotton; 
and not ouly would its growth be rapid, 
but its permanent increas&- would lle 
secured. 

I said that I was interested in this 
great question of cotton. I come from 
the midst of the great cotton industry 
of Lancashire; much the largest por
tion of anything I have in the world 
depends upon it; not a little of it is 
now utterly valueless, during the con
tinuance of this war. My neighbours, 
by thousands and scores of thousands, 
are suffering, more or less, as I am suf-

fering; and many of them, as you know 
-more than a quarter of a million of 
them-have been driven from a sub
sistence gained by their honourable 
labour to the extremest poverty, and to 
a dependence upon the charity of their 
fellow-countrymen. My interest is the 
interest of all the population. 

My interest is against a mere enthu. 
siasm, a mere sentiment, a mere vision
ary fancy of freedom as against slavery. 
I am speaking now as a matter of busi
ness. I am glad when matters of busi
ness go straight with matters of high 
sentiment and morality, and from this 
platform I declare my solemn convic
tion that there is no greater enemy to 
Lancashire, to its capital 0 and to its 
labour, than the man who wishes the 
cotton agriculture of the Southern States 
to be continued under the conditions of 0 

slave labour. 0 

One word more upon another branch 
of the question, and I have done. 1 
would turn for a moment from com
merce to politics. I believe that our 
true commercial interests in this country 
are very much in harmony with what I 
think ought to be our true political 
sympathies. There is no people in the 
world, I think, that more fully and en
tirely accepts the theory that one nation 
acts very much upon the character and 
upon the career of another, than Eng
land; for our newspapers and 0 our 
statesmen, our writers and our speakers 
of every class, are constantly telling us 
of the wonderful influence which Eng

olish constitutional government and Eng
lish freedom have on the position and 
career of every nation in Europe. I am 
not about to deny that some such in
°fluence, and occasionally, I believe, a 
beneficent influence, is thus exerted; 
but if we exert any influence upon Eu
rope--and we pride ourselves upon it
perhaps it will not be a humiliation to 
admit that we feel some influence ex
erted upon us by the great American 
Republic. American freedom acts upon 
England, and there is nothing that is 
better known, at the west end of this 
great city-from which I have jast 
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come-than the influence that has been, 
and nothing more feared than the in
fluence that may be, exerted by the 
United States upon this country. 
, We all of us know that there has 
been a great effect produced in Eng
land by the career of the United States. 
An emigration of three or four millions 
of persons from the United Kingdom, 
during the last forty years, has bound 
us to them by thousands of family ties, 
and therefore it follows that whatever 
there is that is good, and whatever 
there is that is free in America. which 
we have not, we know something 
about, and gradually may begin to 
wish for, and some day may insist upon 
having. 

And when I speak of • us,' I mean 
the people of this country. When I 
am asserting the fact that the people of 
England have a great interest in the 
well-being of the American RepUblic. I 
mean the people of England. I do not 
speak of the wearers of crowns or of 
coronets, but of the twenty millions of 
people in this country who live on their 
labour, and who, having no votes, are 
not counted in our political census, but 
without whom there could be no British 
nation at all. I say that these have an 
interest, almost as great and direct as 
though they were living in Massachu
setts or New York, in the tremendous 
struggle for freedom which is now shak-

ing the whole North American Con
tinent. 

. During the last two years there has 
been much said, and much written, and 
some things done in this country, which 
are calculated to gain us the hate of 
both sections of the American Union. 
I believe that a course of policy might 
have been taken by the English press, 
and by the English Government, and 
by what are called the influential classes 
in England, that would have bound 
them to our hearts and us to their 
hearts. I speak of. the twenty millions 
of the Free North. I believe we might 
have been so thoroughly united with 
that people, that all remembrance of 
the war of the Revolution and of the 
war of 1812 would have been oblite
rated, and we should have been in heart 
and spirit for all time forth but one 
nation. 

I can only hope that, as time passes, 
and our people become better informed, 
they will be more just, and that ill 
feeling of every kind will pass away;; 
that in future all who love freedom here 
will hold converse with all who love 
freedom there, and that the two nations, 
separated as they are by the ocean, 
come as they are, notwithstanding, of 
one stock, may be in future time united 
in soul, and may work together for the 
advancement of the liberties and the 
happiness of mankind. 
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MR. ROEBUCK'S MOTION FOR RECOGNITION OF THE 
SOUTHERN CONFEDERACY. 

HOUSE OF COMMONS, JUNE 30, 1863. 

I WILL not attempt to follow the 
I noble Lord in the laboured attack 

: - which he has made upon the Treasury 
, Bench, for these two reasons :-that he 
'; did not appear to me very much to un· 

derstand what it was he was condemn
ing them for; and, again, I am not 
in the habit of defending Gentlemen 

, who sit on that bench. I will address 
• myself to the question before the House, 

which I think the House generally feels 
to be very important, although I am 
quite satisfied that they do not feel it to 
be a practical one. Nejther do I think 

, that the House will be disposed to, take 
· any course in support of the hon. Gen
tleman who introduced the resolution 
now before us. 

, We sometimes are engaged in dis-
· cussions, and have great difficulty to 
know what we are about; but the hon. 
Gentleman left us in no kind of doubt 
when he sat down. He proposed a re
solution, in words which, under certain 

,circumstances and addressed to certain 
parties, might end in offensive or in
Jurious consequences. Taken in con
nection with his character, and with the 
speech he has made to-night, and with 
the speech he has recently made else
where on this subject, I may say that 
he would have come to about the same 
.conclusion if he had proposed to ad-

dress the Crown inviting the Queen to 
declare war against the United States of 
America. The Chancellor of the Ex
chequer, who is known not to be very 
zealous in the particular line of opinion 
that I have adopted, addressed the hon. 
Gentleman in the smoothest language 
possible, but still he was obliged to 
charge him with the tone of bitter hos
tility which marked his speech. 

On a recent occasion the hon. Mem
ber addressed some members of his 
eonstituency-I do not mean in his last 
speech, I mean in the speech in August 
last year-in which he entered upon 
a course of prophecy which, like most 
prophecies in our day, does not happen 
to come true. But he said then what 
'he said to-night, that the American 
people and Government were overbear
ing. He did not tell his constituents 
that the Government of the United 
States had, almost during the whole of 
his lifetime, been conducted by his 
friends of the South. He said that, if 
they were divided, they would not be 
able to bully the whole world; and he 
made use of these expressions: • The 
North will never be our friends; of the 
South you can make friends,-they are 
Englishmen,-they are not the scum' 
and refuse of the world.' , 

Mr. Roebuck: • Allow me to corr~cf 
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that statement. What I said I now 
state to the House, that the men of the 
South were' Englishmen, but that the 
army of the North was composed of 
the scum of Europe.' 

Mr. Bright: I take, of course, that 
explanation of the hon. and learned 
Gentleman, with this explanation from 
me, that there is not, so' far as I can' 
find, any mention near that paragraph, 
and I think there is not in the speech 
a single word, about the army. ' 

Mr. Roebuck: • I assure you I said 
that.' 

Mr. Bright: Then I take it for 
granted that the hon. and learned 
Gentleman said that, or that if he said 
what I have read he greatly regrets it. 

Mr. Roebuck: • No, I did ,not say it.' 
Mr. Bright: The hon. and learned 

Gentleman in his resolution speaks 'of 
other powers. But he has unceremo
niously got rid of all the powers but 
France, and he comes here to-night 
with a story of an interview with a man 
whom he describes as the great ruler 
of France-tells us of a conversation 
with him-asks us to accept the lead of 
the Emperor of the French on, I will 
undertake to say, one of the greatest 
questions that ever was submitted, to 
the British Parliament. But it is not 
long since the hon. and learned Gentle
man held very different language. I 
recollect in this House, only about two 
years ago, that the hon. and learned 
Gentleman said: 'I hope I maybe 
permitted to express in respectful terms 
my opinion, even though it should affect 
so great a potentate as the Emperor of 
the French. I have no faith in the 
Emperor of the French.' On another 
occasion the hon. and learned Gentle
man said,-not, I believe, in this House, 
-' I am still of opinion that we have 
nothing but animosity and bad faith to 
look for from the French Emperor.' 
And he went on to say that still, though 
he had been laughed at, he adopted the 
patriotic character of 'Tear-'em,' and 
was still at his post. 

And when the hon. and learned 
G~tleman came back, I think from 

his expedition to Cherbourg, does the 
House recollect the language he used 
on that occasion-language which, if it 
expressed the sentiments which he felt, 
at least I think he might have been 
content to have withheld? If I am 
not mistaken, referring to the salutation 
between the Emperor of the French 
and the Queen of these kingdoms, he 
said, 'When I saw his peIjured lips 
touch that hallowed cheek: And now, 
Sir, the hon. and learned Gentleman 
has been to Paris, introduced there by 
the hon. Member for Sunderland, and 
he has sought to become as it were in 
the palace of the French Emperor a 
co-conspirator with him to drag this 
country into a policy which I maintain 
is as hostile to its interests as it would 
be degrading to its honour. 

But then the high contracting parties, 
I suspect, are not agreed, because I will 
say this in justice to the French Em
peror! that there has never come from 
him in public. nor from anyone of his 
Ministers, nor is there anything to be 
found in what they have written, that is 
tinctured in the smallest degree with 
that bitter hostility which the hon. and 
learned Gentleman has constantly ex
hibited to the United States of America 
and their people. France. if not wise 
in this matter, is at least not unfriendly. 
The hon. and learned Member, in my 
opinion - indeed I am sure - is not 
friendly, and I believe he is not wise. 

But now, on this subject, without 
speaking disrespectfully of the great 
potentate who has taken the hon. and 
learned Gentleman into his confidence; 
I must say that the Emperor runs the 
risk of being far too much represented 
in this House. We have now two-I will 
not call them envoys extraordinary, but 
most extraordinary. And, if report 
speaks true, even they are not all. The 
hon. Member for King's County (Mr. 
Hennessy)-I do not see him in his 
place-came back the other day f~om 
Paris, and there were whispers that he 
had seen the great ruler of France, and 
that he could tell everybody in the most 
confidential manner .that the Empero~ 
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was ready to make a spring at Russia 
for the sake of delivering foland, and 
that he only waited for a word from the 
Prime Minister of England. 

I do not understand the policy of the 
Emperor if these new Ministers of his 
tell the truth. For, Sir, if one Gentle
man says that he is about to make war 
with Russia, and another that he is 
about to make war with America, I am 
disposed to look at what he is already 
doing. I find that he is holding Rome 
against the opinion of all Italy. He is 
conquering Mexico by painful steps, 
every footstep marked by devastation 
and blood. He is warring, in some 
desnltory manner, in China, and for 
aught I know he may be about to do it 
in Japan. I say that, if he is to en
gage, at the same time, in dismember
ing the greatest Eastern Empire and 
the great Western Republic, he has 
a greater ambition than Louis XIV, 
a greater daring than the first of his 
name; and that, if he endeavours to 
grasp these great transactions, his dy
nasty may fall and be buried in the 
ruins of his own ambition. 

I can say only one sentence upon the 
question to which the noble Lord has 
directed so much attention. I under
stand that we have not heard all the 
story from Paris, and further, that it is 
not at all remarkable, seeing that the 
secret has been confided to two persons, 
that we have not heard it correctly. I 
saw my hon. Friend, the Member for 
Sunderland, near me, and his face un-· 

. derwent remarkable contortions during 
the speech of the hon. and learned 
Gentleman, and I felt perfectly satisfied 
that he did not agree with what his 
colleague was saying. I am told there 
is in existence a little memorandum 
which contains an account of what was 
said and done at that interview in Paris; 
and before the discussion closes we shall 
no doubt have that memorandum pro
duced, and from it know how far these 
two gentlemen are agreed. 

I now come to the proposition which 
the hon. and learned Gentleman has 
submitted to the House, anc! which he 

has already submitted to a meeting of his 
constituents at Sheffield. At that meet
ing, on the 'l7th of May, the hon. and 
learned Gentleman used these words: 
, What I have to consider is, what are 
the interests of EnglllJld: what is for 
her interests I believe to be for the in
terests of the world.' Now, leaving 
out of consideration the latter part of 
that statement, if the hon. and learned 
Gentleman will keep to the first part of 
it, then what we have now to consider 
in this question is, what is for the in
terest of England. But the hon. and 
learned Gentleman has put it to-night 
in almost as offensive a way as he did 
before at Sheffield, and has said that 
the United States would not bully the 
world if they were divided and sub
divided; for he went so far as to con
template division into more than two 
independent sections. I say that the 
whole of his case rests upon a miserable 
jealousy of the United States, or on 
what I may term a base fear. It is 
a fear which appears to me just as 
groundless as any of those panics by 
which the hon. and learned Gentleman 
has attempted to frighten the country. 

There never was a State in the world 
which was less capable of aggression 
with regard to Europe than the United 
States of America. I speak of its go
vernment. of its confederation, of the 
peculiarities of its organization; for the 
House will agree with me, that nothing 
is more peculiar than the fact of the 
great power which the separate States, 
both of the North and South, exercise 
upon the policy and . course of the 
country. I will undertake to say, that, 
unless in a question of overwhelming 
magnitude. which 'would be able to 
unite any people, it would be utterly 
hopeless to expect that all the States 
of the American Union would join to
gether to support the central Govern
ment in any plan of aggression on Eng. 
land or any other country of Europe. 

Besides, nothing can be more certain 
than this, that the Government which 
is now in power. and the party which 
have elected Mr. Lincoln to office, is'a 
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moral and peaceable party, which has 
been above all things anxious to cul
tivate the best possible state of feeling 
with regard to England. The hon. and 
learned Gentleman, of all men, ought 
not to entertain this fear of United 
States' aggression, for he is always 
boasting of his readiness to come into 
the field himself. I grant that it would 
be a great necessity indeed which would 
justify a conscription in calling out the 
hon. and learned Gentleman, but I say 
he ought to consider well before he 
spreads these alarms among the people. 
For the sake of this miserable jealousy, 
and that he may help to break up a 
friendly nation, he would depart from 
the usages of' nations, and create an 
everlasting breach between ~e people 
of England and the people of the 
United States of America. He would 
do more; and, notwithstanding what 
he has said to-night, I may put this as 
my strongest argument against his case 
-he would throw the weight of Eng
land into the scale in favour of the 
cause of slavery. 

I want to show the hon. and learned 
Gentleman that England is not in
terested in the course he proposes we 
should take; and when I speak of in
terests, I mean the commercial interests, 
the political interests, and the moral 
interests of the country. And first, 
with regard to the supply of cotton, in 
which the noble Lord the Member for 
Stamford takes such a prodigious in
terest. I must explain to the noble 
Lord that I know a little about cotton. 
I happen to have been engaged in that 
business,-not all my life, for the noble 
Lord has seen me here for twenty years, 
-but my interests have been in it; and 
at this moment the firm of which I 
am a member have no less than 
six mills, which have been at a stand 
for nearly a year, owing to the impos
sibility of working under the present 
conditions of the supply of cotton. I 
live among a people who live by this 
trade; and there is no man in England 
who has a more direct interest in it 
titan I have. Before the war, the sup-

ply of cotton was little and costly, and 
every year it was becoming more costly, 
for the supply did not keep pace with 
the demand. 

The point that I am about to argue 
is this: I believe that the war which is 
now raging in America is more likely 
to abolish slavery than not, and more 
likely to abolish it than any other thing 
that can be proposed in the world. I 
regret very much that the pride and 
passion of men are such as to justify me 
in making this statement. The supply 
of cotton under slavery must always be 
insecure. The House felt so in past 
years; for at my recommendation they 
appointed a committee, and but for the 
folly of a foolish Minister they would 
have appointed a special commission to 
India at my request. Is there any 
gentleman in this House who wiU not 
agree with me in this,-that it would 
be far better for our great Lancashire 
industry that. our supply of cotton 
should be grown by free labour than by 
slave labour 1 

Before the war, the whole number of 
negroes engaged in the production of 
cotton was about one million,-that is, 
about a fourth of the whole of the 
negroes in the Slave States. The an
nual increase in the number of negroes 
growing cotton was about twenty-five 
thousand, - only two and a-half per 
cent. It was impossible for the Southern 
States to keep up their growth of sugar, 
rice, tobacco, and their ordinary slave 
productions, and at the same time to in
crease the growth of cotton more than 
at a rate corresponding with the annual 
increase of negroes. Therefore you 
will find that the quantity of cotton 
grown, taking. ten years together, in
creased only at the rate of about one 
hundred thousand bales a-year. But 
that was nothing like the quantity 
which we required. That supply could 
not be increased, because the South did 
not cultivate more than probably one 
and a-half per cent. of the land which 
was capable of cultivation for cotton. 

The great bulk of the land in the 
Southern States is uncultivated. Ten 
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thousand square miles are appropriated 
to the cultivation of cotton; but there 
are six hundred thousand square miles, 
or sixty times as much land, which is 
capable of being cultivated for cotton. 
It was, however, impossible that the 
land should be so cultivated, because, 
although you had climate and sun, you 
had no labour. The institution of 
slavery forbade free-labour men in the 
North to come to the South; and every 
emigrant that landed in New York from 
Europe knew that the Slave States were 
no States for him, and therefore he 
went North or West. The laws of the 
United States, the sentiments· of Eu
rope and of the world, being against any 

, opening of the slave-trade, the planters 
of the South were shut up, and the 
annual increase in the supply of cotton 

" 

could increase only in the same pro
portion as the annual increase in the 
number of their negroes. 

There is only one other point with 
. regard to that matter which is worth 
,mentioning. The hon. and learned 
. Gentleman the Member for Sheffield 
! will understand it, although on some 
,; points he seems to be peculiarly dark. 
i, If a planter in the Southern States 

,; wanted to grow one thousand bales of 
cotton a-year, he would require about 
two hundred negroes. Taking them at 
five hundred dolJars, or one hundred 
pounds each, which is not more than 
half the price of a first-class hand, the 
cost of the two hundred would be 
twenty thousand pounds. To grow 
one thousand bales of cotton a-year you 
require not only to possess an estate, 
machinery, tools, and other things ne
cessary to carry on the cotton-growing 
business, but you must find a capital of 
twenty thousand p,ounds to buy the 
actual labourers by whom the planta
tion is to be worked; and therefore, as 
every gentleman will see at once, this 
great trade, to a large extent, was shut 
up in the hands of men who were re
quired to be richer than would be ne
cessary if slavery did not exist. 

Thus the plantation business to a 
large extent became a monopoly, and 

therefore even on that account the pro
duction of cotton was constantly limited 
and controlled. I was speaking to a 
gentleman the other day from Missis
sippi. I believe no man in America or 
in England is more acquainted with the 
facts of this case. He has been for 
many years a Senator from the State of 
Mississippi. He told me that every 
one of these facts was true, and said, 
• I have no doubt whatever that in ten 
years after freedom' in the South, or 
after freedom in conjunction with the 
North, the production of cotton will 
be doubled, and cotton will be for
warded to the consumers of the world 
at a much less price than we have had 
it for many years past.' 

I shall tum for a moment to the 
political interest, to which the hon. and 
learned Gentleman paid much more 
attention than to the commercial. The 
more I consider the course of this war, 
the more I come to the conclusion that 
it is improbable in future that the 
United States will be broken into sepa
rate repUblics. I do not come to the 
conclusion that the North will conquer 
the South. But I think the conclusion 
to which I am more disposed to come 
now than at any time since the breaking 
out of the war is this,-that if a sepa
ration should occur for a time, still the 
interest, the sympathies, the sentiments, 
the necessities of the whole continent, 
and its ambition also, which, as hon. 
Gentlemen have mentioned, seems to 

. some people to be a necessity, render 
it highly probable that the continent 
would still be united under one central 
Government. I may be quite mistaken. 
I do not express that opinion with any 
more confidence than hon. Gentlemen 
have expressed theirs in favour of a 
permanent dissolution; but now is not 
this possible,-that the Union may be 
again formed on the basis of the South ? 
There are persons who think that 
possible. I hope it is not, but we 
cannot say that it is absolusely im
possible. 

Is it not possible that the Northern 
Government may be baffled in their 
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military operations? Is it not possible 
that, by their own incapacity, they may 
be humiliated before their own people? 
And is it not even possible that the 
party which you please to call the 
Peace party in the North, but which 
is in no sense a peace party, should 

"unite with the South, and that the 
Union should be reconstituted on the 
basis of Southern opinions and of the 
Southern social system? Is it not 
possible, for example, that the South
ern people, and those in their favour, 
should appeal to the Irish population 
of America against the negroes, between 
whom there has been little sympathy 
and little respect; and is it not possible 
they should appeal to the commercial 
classes of the North-and the rich 
commercial classes in ail - countries; 
from the uncertainty of their posses
sions and the fluctuation of their in
terests, are rendered always timid and 
very often corrupt -is it not possible, 
I say, that they might prefer the union 
of their whole country upon the basis 
of the South, rather than that union 
which many Members of this House 
look upon with so much apprehension? 

If that should ever take place-but I 
believe, with my hon. Friend below me 
(Mr. Forster), in the moral government 
of the world, and therefore I cannot 
believe that it will take place; but if 
it were to take place, with their great 
armies, and with their great navy, and 
their almost unlimited power, they 
might seek to drive England out of 
Canada, France out of Mexico, and 
whatever nations are interested in them 
out of the islands of the West Indies; 
and you might then have a great State 
built upon slavery and war, instead of 
that free State to which I look, bnilt 
up upon nn educated people, upon 
general freedom, and upon morality 
in government. 

Now there is one more point to 
which the hon. and learned Gentleman 
will forgive me if I allude-he does not 
appear to me to think it of great im
portance-and that is, the morality of 
this question. The right hon. Gentle-

man the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
and the hon. Gentleman who spoke 
from the bench behind-and I think 
the noble Lord, if I am not mistaken
referred to the carnage which is occa
sioned by this lamentable strife. Well, 
carnage, I presume, is the accompani
ment of all war. Two years ago the 
press of London ridiculed very much 
the battles of the United States, in 
which nobody was killed and few were 
hurt. There was a time when I stood 
up in this House, and pointed out the 
dreadful horrors of war. There was a war 
waged by this country in the Crimea; 
and the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
with an uneasy conscience, is con
stantly striving to defend that strug
gle. That war-for it lasted about the 
same time that the American war has 
lasted-at least destroyed as many lives 
as are estimated to have been destroyed 
in the United States. 

My hon. Friend the Member for 
Montrose, who, I think, is not in the 
House, made a speech in Scotland some 
time last year, in which he gave the 
numbers which were lost by Russia in 
that war. An hon. Friend near me 
observes, that some people do not 
reckon the Russians for anything. I 
say, if you will add the Russians to 
the English, and the two to the French, 
and the three to the Sardinians, and the 
four to the Turks, that more lives were 
lost in the invasion of the Crimea, in 
the two years that it lasted, than have 
been lost hitherto in the American war. 
That is no defence of the carnage of the 
American war; but let hon. Gentlemen 
bear in mind that, when I protested 
against the carnage in the Crimea-for 
an object which few could compre
hend and nobody ~ fairly explain-I 
was told that I was actuated by a 
morbid sentimentality. Well, if I am 
converted, if I view the mortality in 
war with less horror than I did then, 
it must be attributed to the arguments 
of hon. Gentlemen opposite and on the 
Treasury bench; but the fact is, I view 
this carnage just as I viewed that, with 
only this differenre, that while our 
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soldiers perished three thousand miles 
from home in a worthless and indefen
sible cause, these men were on their own 
soil, and every man of them knew for 
what he enlisted and for what purpose 
he was to fight. 

Now, I will ask the right hon. 
Gentleman the Chancellor of the Ex
chequer, and those who are of opinion 

· with him on this question of slaughter 
in the American war-a slaughter which 
I hope there is no hon. Member here, 

· and no person out of this House, that 
· does not in his calm moments look 
.. upon with grief and horror-to consider 

what was the state of things before the 
war. It was this: that every year in 

:, the Slave States of America there were· 
, one hundred and fifty thousand children 
l' born into the world-born with the 

:, badge and the doom of slavery-born to 
,; the liability by law, and by custom, and 
; by the devilish cupidity of man-to the 
, lash and to the chain and to the branding-

iron, and to be taken from their families 
· and carried they know not where. 

I want to know whether you feel as I 
, feel upon this question. When I can 
~ get down to my home from this House, 
• 1 find half a dozen little children playing 

upon my hearth. How many Members 
are there who can say with me, that the 
most innocent, the most pure, the most 
holy joy which in their past years they 
have felt, or in their future years they 
have hoped for, has not arisen from 
contact and association with our pre
cious children? Well. then, if that be 
so-if, when the hand of Death takes 
one of those flowers from our dwelling, 
our heart is overwhelmed with sorrow 

, and our household is covered with 
gloom; what would it be if our chil
dren were brought up to this infernal 
system-one hundred and fifty thousand 
of them every year brought into the 
world in these Slave States, amongst 
these • gentlemen: amongst this 'chi
valry,' amongst these men that we can 
make our friends? 

Do you forget the thousand-fold griefs 
and the countless agonies which belonged 
to the silent conflict of slavery before 

the war began? It is all very well for 
the hon. and learned Gentleman to tell 
me, to tell this House-he will not -tell 
the country with any satisfaction to it
that slavery, after all, is not so bad a 
thing. The brother of my hon. Friend 
the Member for South Durham told me 
that in North Carolina he himself saw 
a woman whose every child, ten in 
number, had been sold when they grew 
up to the age at which they would fetch 
a price to their master. 

1 have not heard a word to-night of 
another matter-the Proclamation of the 
President of the United States. The 
hon. and learned Gentleman spoke 
somewhere in the country, and he had 
not the magnanimity to abstain from a 
statement which I was going to say he 
must have known had no real founda
tion. 1 can make all allowance for the 
passion-and I was going to say the 
malice-but I will say the ill-will of the 
hon. and learned Gentleman; but I 
make no allowance for his ignorance. 
I make no allowance for that, because 
if he is ignorant it is his own fault, for 
God has given him an intellect which 
ought to keep him from ignorance on a 
question.of this magnitude. I now take 
that Proclamation. What do you pro
pose to do? You propose by your reso
lution to help the South, if possible, to 
gain and sustain its independence. No
body doubts that. The hon. and learned 
Gentleman will not deny it. But what 
becomes of the Proclamation? I should 
like to ask any lawyer in what light we 
stand as regards that Proclamation? 
To us there is only one country in what 
was called the United States; there is 
only one President, there is only one 
general Legislature, there is only one 
law; and if that Proclamation be law
ful anywhere, we are not in a condition 
to deny its legality, because at present 
we know no President Davis, nor do we 
know the men who are about him. We 
have our Consuls in the South, but 
recognizing only one Legislature, one 
President, one law. So far as we are 
concerned, that Proclamation is a legal 
and effective document. 
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1 want to know, to ask you, the 
House of Commons, whether you have 
tulUed back to your own proceedings in 
1834, and traced the praises which 
have been lavished upon you for thirty 
years by the great and good men of 
other countries,-and whether, after 
what you did at that time, you believe 
that you will meet the views of the 
thoughtful, moral, and religious people 
of England, when you propose to remit 
to slavery three millions of negroes in 
the Southern States, who in our views, 
and regarding the Proclamation of the 
only President of the United States as a 
legal document, are certainly and to all 
intents and purposes free? [' Oh I'J 
The hon. and .learned Gentleman may 
say 'Oh I' and shake his head lightly, 
and be scornful at this. He has ma
naged to get rid of all those feelings 
under which all men, black and white, 
like to be free. He has talked of the 
cant and hypocrisy of these men. Was 
Wilberforce, was Clarkson, was Buxton, 
-I might run over the whole list,
were these men hypocrites, and had 
they tlothing about them but cant? 

1 could state something about the 
family of my hon. Friend below me 
(Mr. Forster), which 1 almost fear to 
state in his presence; but his revered 
father-a man unsurpassed in character, 
not equalled by many in intellect, and 
approached by few in service-laid down 
his life in a Slave State in America, 
while carrying to the governors and 
legislatures of every Slave State the pro
test of himself and his sect against the 
enormity of that odious system. 

In conclusion, Sir, I have only this to 
say,-that I wish to take a generous 
view of this question,-a view, I say, 
generous with regard to the people with 
whom we are in amity, whose Minister 
we receive here, and who receive our 
Minister in Washington. We see that 
the Government of the United States has 
for two years past been contending for its 
life, and we know that it is contending 
necessarily for human freedom. That 
Government affords the remarkable ex
ample-offered fllr the first time in the 

history of the world-of a great Govern
ment coming forward as the organized 
defender of law, freedom, and equality. 

Surely hon. Gentlemen opposite can
not be so ill-informed as to say that the 
revolt of the Southern States is in favour 
of freedom and equality. In Europe 
often, and in some parts of America, 
when there has been insurrection, it has 
generally been of the suffering against 
the oppressor, and rarely has it been 
found, and not more commonly in our 
history than in the history of any other 
country, that the Government has stepped 
forward as the organized defender of 
freedom-of the wide and general free
dom of those under its rule. With such 
a Government, in such a contest, with 
such a foe, the hon. and learned Gentle
man the Member for Sheffield, who pro
fesses to be more an Englishman than 
most Englishmen, asks us to throw into 
the scale against it the weight of the 
hostility of England. 

I have not said a word with regard 
to what may happen to England if we 
go into 'War with the United States. It 
will be a war npon the ocean,-every 
ship that belongs to the two nations 
will, as far as possible, be 'swept from 
the seas. But when the troubles in 
America are over.-'be they ended by 
the restoration of the Union, or by sepa
ration,-that great and free people, the 
most instructed in the world,-there is 
not an American to be found in the New 
England States who cannot read and 
write, and there are not three men in 
one hundred in the whole Northern 
States who cannot read and write,-and 
those who cannot read and write are· 
those who have recently come from 
Europe,-I say the most instructed 
people in the world, and the most 
wealthy,-if you take the distribution 
of wealth among the whole people,-. 
will have a wound in their hearts by 
your act which a century may not heal ;. 
and the posterity of some of those who 
now hear my voice may look back with 
amazement, and I will say with lamenta
tion, at the course which was taken by 
the hon. and learned Gentleman, and by 
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• such hon. Members as may choose to 
I' follow his leading. [, No 1 No 1 ') I 

· r suppose the hon. Gentlemen who cry 
., 'No I' will admit that we sometimes 

suffer from the errors of our ancestors. 
. There are few persons who will not 

admit that, if their fathers had been 
wiser. their children would have been 
happier. 

We know the cause of this revolt. its 
purposes, and its aims. Those who 
made it have not left us in darkness 

. respecting their intentions, but what 
· they are to accomplish is still hidden 
, f from our sight; and I wil.l abstain now, 
· as I have always abstained with regard 
! ' to it, from predicting what is to come. I 

know what I hope for,-and what 1 shall 
rejoice in,-but I know nothing of future 
facts that will enable me to express a 
confident opinion. Whether it will give 
freedom to the race which white men 
have trampled in the dust. and whether 
the issue will purify a nation steeped in 

. crimes cominitted against that race, is 
. known only to the Supreme. In His 
hands are alike the breath of man and 
the life of States. I am willing to com
mit to Him the issue of this dreaded 
contest; but I implore of Him, and I 
beseech this House. that my country 
may lift nor haud nor voice in aid of the 
most stupendous act of guilt that history 
has recorded in the ~ls of mankind. 

--~~-
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LONDON, JUNE 29, 1867. 

[The following speech was made at a public breakfast given to William Lloyd Garrison, 
in St. James's Hall, at which Mr. Bright occupied the Chair.] 

When I look at this hall, filled with 
such an assembly-when I partake of 
the sympathy which runs from heart to 
heart at this moment in welcome to 
our gnest of to-day-I cannot but con
trast his present position with that 
which, not so far back but that many 
of us can remember, he occupied in his 
own country. It is. not forty years ago, 
I believe about the year 1829, when the 
gnest whom we honour this morning 
was spending his solitary days in a 
prison in. the slave-owning city of Bal
timore. I will not say that he was 
languishing in prison, for that I do not 
believe; he was sustained by a hope 
that did not yield to the persecution of 
those who thus maltreated him; and to 
show that the effect of that imprison
ment was of no avail to suppress or 
extinguish his ardour, within two years 
after that he had the courage, the au
dacity-I dare say many of his country
men used even a stronger phrase than 
that-he had the courage to commence 
the publication, in the city of Boston, 
of a newspaper devoted mainly to the 
question of the abolition of slaV!'ry. 
The first number of that paper, issued 
on the 1st of January, 183I, contained 

THE position in which I am placed 
this morning is one very unusual for me; 
and one that I find somewhat difficult; 
but I consider it a signal distinction to 
be permitted to take a prominent part 
in the proceedings of this day, which 
are intended to commemorate one of 
the greatest of the great triumphs of 
freedom, and to do honour to a most 
eminent instrument in the achievement 
of that freedom. There may be, per
haps, those who ask what is this tri
umph of which I speak. To put it 
briefly, and, indeed, only to put one 
part of it, I may say that it is a triumph 
which has had the effect of raising 
4,000,000 of human beings from the 
very lowest depth of social and political 
degradation to that lofty height which 
men have attained when they possess 
equality of rights in the first country on 
the globe. More than this, it is a tri
umph which has pronounced the irre
versible doom of slavery in all countries 
and' for all time. Another question 
suggests itself-how has this great tri
umph been accomplished' The answer 
suggests itself in another question
How is it that any great thing is ac
complished! By love of justice, by 
constant devotion to a great cause, and 
by an unfaltering faith that what is 
right will in the end succeed. 

an address to the public, one passage 
of which I have often read with the 
greatest interest, and it is a key to the i 

~------------------------------------------~I I 
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future life of Mr. Garrison. He had 
been complained of for having used 
hard language-which is a very common, 
complaint indeed-and he said in his 
first number ~ 

'I am aware that many object to the 
severity of my language, but is there not 
cause for such severity? I will be as 
harsh as truth, and as uncompromising as 
justice. 1 am in earnest, 1 will not equi
vocate, 1 will not excuse, I will not retract 
II single inch, and 1 will be heard.' 

And that, after all, expresses to a great 
extent .the future course of his life. 
But what was at that time the temper 
of the people amongst whom he lived
of the people who are glorying now, 
as they well may glory, in the abolition 
of slavery throughout their country? 
At that time it was very little better in 
the North than it was in the South. I 
think it was in the year 1835 that riots 
of the most serious character took place 
in some of the Northern cities: during 
that time Mr. Garrison·s life was in im
minent peril: and he has never ascel'
tained to this day how it was that he 
was left alive on tM earth to carry out 
his great work. Turning to the South, 
a State that has lately suffered from the 
ravages of armies, the State of Georgia, 
by its legislature of House, Senate, and 
Governor, if my memory does not de
ceive me, passed a bill, offering 10,000 
dollars reward-[Mr. Garrison here said 
, 5,000 1-well, they seemed to think 
there were people who would do it 
cheap-offering 5,000 dollars, and zeal, 
doubtless, would make up the difference, 
for the capture of Mr. Garrison, or for 
adequate proof of his death. Now, 
these were menaces and perils such as 
we have not in our time been accustomed 
to in this country in any of our political 
movements, and we shall take a very 
poor measure indeed of the conduct of 
the leaders of the Emancipation party in 
the United States if we estimate them by 
that of any of those who have been con
cerned in political movements amongst 
us. But, notwithstanding all draw
backs, the cause was gathering strength, 

and Mr. Garrison found himself by-and
by surrounded by a small but increasing 
band of men IlBd women who were 
devoted to this cause, as he himself 
was. We have in this country a very' 
noble woman, who taught the English 
people much upon this question about 
thirty years ago: I allude to Harriet 
Martineau. I recollect well the impres
sion with which I read a most powerful 
and touching paper which she had 
written, and which was published in 
the number of the Westminster Rernew 
for December, 1838. It was 'entitled 
'The Martyr Age of the United States.' 
The paper introduQed to the English 
public the great names which were ap
·pearing on the scene in connection with 
this cause in America. There was, of 
course I need hardly say, our eminent 
guest of tCHlay; there was Arthur Tap
pan, and Lewis Tappan, and James G. 
Birney of Alabama, a planter and slave
owner, who liberated his slaves and 
came North, and became, I believe, the 
first Presidential candidate upon Aboli
tion principles in the United States. 
There were besides them, Dr. Channing, 
J obo Quincy Adams, a statesman and 
President of the· United States, and 
father of the eminent man who is now 
Minister from that people amongst us. 
Then there was Wendell Phillips, ad
mitted to be by all who knew him per
haps the most powerful orator who 
speaks the English language. I might 
refer to others, to Charles Sumner, the 
scholar and statesman, and Horace 
Greeley, the first of journalists in the 
United States, if not the first of journal
ists in the world. But, besides these, 
there were of noble women not a few. 
There was Lydia Maria Child: there 
were the two sisters, Sarah and Ange
lina Grimke, ladies who came from 
South' Carolina, who liberated their 
slaves, and devoted all they had to the 
service of this just cause; and Maria 
Weston Chapman, of whom Miss Mar
tineau speaks in tenns which, though I 
do not exactly recollect them, yet I 
know describe her as noble-Ininded, 
beautiful, and good. It may be that 

10 
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there are some of her family who are took their stand on other and different, I 
now within the sound of my voice. If and what they in their blindness thought ! 
it be so, all I have to say is, that I hope higher grounds, and they said, 'Evil! ,I 

they will feel, in addition to all they be thou my good;' and so they ex-
have felt heretofore as to the character changed light for darkness, and free- I 
of their mother, that we who are here dom for bondage, and good for evil, 
can appreciate her services, and the and, if you like, heaven for hell. Of I 
services of all who were united with course, unless there was some stu-
her as co-operators in this great and pendous miracle, greater than any that 
worthy cause. But there was another is on record even in the inspired 
whose name must not be forgotten, a writings, it was impossible that war I 
man whose name must live for ever in should not spring out of that state of 
history, Elijah P. Lovejoy, who in the things; and the political slaveholderS, /' 
free State of Illinois laid down his life that' dreadful brotherhood, in whom 
for the cause. When I read that article all turbulent passions were let loose: 
by Harriet Martineau, and the descrip- the moment they found that the p~ : 
tion of those men and women there sidential election of 1860 was adverse 
given, I was led, I know not how, te) to the cause of slavery, took up arms to 
think of a very striking pass~ which I sustain their cherished and endangered 
am sure must be familiar to most here, system. Then came the outbreak which 
because it is to be found in the Epistle had been so often foretold, so often 
to the Hebrews. After the writer of menaced; and the ground reeled under 
that Epistle has described the great the nation during four years of agony, 
men and fathers of the nation, he says: until at last, after the smoke of the 
-'Time would fail me to tell of Gideon, battle-field had cleared away, the horrid 
of Barak, of Samson, of }ephtha, of shape which had cast its shadow over 
David, of Samuel, and the Prophets, a whole continent had vanished, and 
who through faith subdued kingdoms, was gone for ever. An ancient and 
wrought righteousness, obtained p(~ renowned poet has<6aid-
mises, stopped the mouths of lions, 
quenched the violence of fire, escaped 
the edge of the sword, out of weakness 
were made strong, waxed valiant in 
fight, turned to flight the armies of the 
aliens.' I ask if this grand passage of 
the inspired writer may not be applied 
to that heroic band who have made 
America the perpetual home of free
dom? 

Thus, in spite of all that persecutions 
could do, opinion grew in the North in 
favour of freedom; but in the South, 
alas I in favour of that most devilish 
delusion that slavery was a Divine in
stitution. The moment that idea took 
possession of the South, war was in
evitable. Neither. fact, nor argument, 
nor counsel, nor philosophy, nor ~ 
ligion, could by any possibility affect 
the discussion of the question when 
once the Church leaders of the South 
had taught their people that slavery 

j' was a Divine inStitution;. for then they 

• Unholy is the voice 
Ofloud thanksgiving over slaughtered men.' 

It becomes us not to rejoice. but to be 
humbled, that a chastisement so terrible 
should have fallen upon any of our race ; 
but we may be thankful for this-that 
this chastisement was at least not sent in 
vain. The great triumph in the field 
was not all; there came after it another 
great triumph-a triumph over passion, 
and there came up before the world 
the spectacle. not of armies and military 
commanders, but of the magnanimity 
and mercy of a powerful and victorious 
nation. The vanquished were treated 
as the vanquished, in the history of the 
world, have never before been treated. 
There was a universal feeling in the 
North that every care should be taken 
of those who had so recently and mar
vellously been enfranchised. Imme
diately we found that the privileges of .) 
independent labour were open to them. , I 
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schools were established in which their 
sons might obtain an education that 
would nUse them to an intellectual 
position never reached by their fathers; 
and at length full political rights were 
conferred upon those who a few short 
years, or rather months before, had been 
called chattels, and things, to be bought 
and sold in any market. And we may 
feel assured, that those persons in the 
Northern States wbo befriended the 
negro in his bondage will not now fail 
to assist his struggles for a higher p0-
sition. May we not say, reviewing 
what has taken place-and I have only 
glanoed in the briefest possible way at 
the chief aspects of this great question 
-that probably history has no sadder, 
and yet. if we take a different view, I 
may say also probably no brighter 
page? To Mr. Garrison mon! than to 
any other man this is due; his is the 
creation of that opinion which has made 
slavery hateful, and which has made free. 
dom possible in America. His name is 
'VeIlerated in his own country-venerated I 
where not long ago it was a name of 
obloquy and reproach. His name is 
'VeIlerated in this country and in Europe 
wheresoever Christianity softens the 
hearts and lessens the sorrows of men ; 
and I 'VeIlture to say that in time to 
come, near or remote I know not, his 
name ,.ill become the herald and the 
synonym of good to millions of men 
who will dwell on the now almost un
known continent of Africa. 

But we must not allow our own land 
to be forgotten or depreciated, even 
whilst we are saying what our feelings 
bid us say of our friend beside me and 
of our other friends across the water. 
We, too. can share in the triumph I have 
described, and in the honours which the 
world is ,.-illing to shower upon our 
guest, and upon those who, like him, 
are unwearied in doing good. We have 
had slaves in the colonial territories 
that owned the sway of this country. 
Our position was difterent from that in 
which the Americans stood towards 
theirs; the negroes were far from being 
SO numerous, and they were not in our 

midst, but 4,000 miles away. We 
had no prejudices of colour to over-
come, we had a Parliament that was 
omnipotent in those colonies, and public 
opinion acting upon that Parliament 
was too powerful for the Englishmen 
.who were interested in the continuance 
of slavery. We liberated our slaves; 
for the English soil did not reject the 
bondsman, but the moment he touched 
it made him free. We have now in om 
memory Clarkson, and Wilberforce, and 
Buxton, and Sturge; and even now we 
have within this hall the most eloquent 
living English champion of the freedom 
of the slave in my friend, and om friend, 

'George Thompson. Well, then, I may 
presume to say that we are sharers in 
that good work which has raised om 
guest to eminence; and we may divide 
it ,.ith the country from which he 
comes. Our country is still his; for 
did not his fathers bear allegiance to 
our ancient monarchy, and were they 
not at one time citirens of this common
wealth? and may we not add that the 
freedom which now overspreads his 
noble nation fust sprang into life 
amongst om own ancestors? To Mr. 
Garrison, as is stated in one of the 
letters which has just been read, to : 
William lloyd Garnson it has been I 

given, in a manner not often permitted 
to those who do great things of this 
kind, to see the ripe fruit of his vast 
labours. Over a territory Iarge enough 
to make many realms, he has seen 
hopeless toil supplanted by compen
sated industry; and where the bond
man dragged his chain, there freedom is 
established for ever. We now welcome 
him amongst us as a friend whom some ~ 
of us have known long; for I have 
watched his career with no common 
interest, even when I was too young to 
take much part in public affairs; and 
I have kept within my heart his name, 
and the names of those who have been 
associated with him in every step which 
he has taken; and in public debates in 
the halls of peace, and even on the 
blood-soiled fields of war, my heart has 
always been with those who were the 
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friends of freedom. We welcome him, 
then, with a cordiality which knows no 
stint and no limit for him and for his 
noble associates, both men and women ; 
and we venture to speak a verdict 
which, I believe, will be sanctioned by 
all mankind, not only by those who live 
now, but by those who shall come 
after, to whom their perseverance and 
their success shall be a lesson and a 

help in the future struggles which re
main for men to make. One of our 
oldest and greatest poets has furnished 
me with a line that well expresses that 
verdict. Are not William Lloyd Gar
rison and his fellow-labourers in that 
world's work-are they not 

• On Fame's eternal bead.roll worthy to 
be filed l' 
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MAYNOOTH GRANT. 

HOUSE OF COMMONS; APRIL 16, 1845. 

[On April 3rd Sir Robert Peel proposed a Resolution for the improvement of Maynooth 
College, the grant to consist of 26,0001. per annum. It was suggested by some 
speakers, that the act would justify the endowment of the Roman Catholic priesthood, 
and Lord John Russell asserted that such a plan would be " larger, more liberal, and 
more statesmanlike measure. Otheto objected to the grant on theological grounds, 
others for the reason that it was a step towards endowing another Church Establishment 
in Ireland. The Resolution was carried by 216 to I14. The debate on the Bill 
was resumed on April loth, and was continued on April 14th and 16th. The second 
reading was carried on the last day by 323 votes to 176; on May 2nd the Bill passed 
through Committee. It was opposed again on bringing up the Report, on May 5th, 
and was finally passed on May 'lISt, by 317 to 184. The Bill, after opposition, 
passed in the Lords on JWle 10th.] 

I AM anxious to make a few obser. 
vations on the principle on which I shall 
give my vote; because I shall be obliged 
to pass into the lobby along with a 
number of Members of the House from 
whose principles I entirely dissent; and 
after the speech of the noble Lord the 
Member for Bandon, I think that any 
one who votes with him has need to ex
plain why he votes on his side, for any
thing more unlike the principles of the 
present day, more intolerant, or more 
insane with respect to the policy to be 
pursued towards Ireland, I have never 
heard; and I could not have believed 
that any man coming from that country 
could have used such language in address
ing this House. I do not think that this 
question is to be looked at in a favour
able or unfavourable light because of 
the party from which it eomes. Some 

hon. Members have charged the right 
hon. Baronet with inconsistency, and 
have in some degree thrown the blame 
of his conduct on the measure which he 
has introduced. The right hon. Baronet 
has, from unfortunate circumstances, 
been connected in Opposition with a 
party of such a nature, that he could 
never promote any good measure whilst 
in power without being charged, and 
justly, with inconsistent conduct. But 
I will look at the measure as a measure 
by itself, and if it be a good measure I 
will vote for it as willingly, coming from 
the present Government, as if it came 
from the Government which preceded 
it. But I object to this measure on the 
ground that it is proposed to vote some 
of the public taxes for the purpose of 
maintaining an institution purely eccle
siastical, and for the rearing and edu-
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cating of the priests of a particular sect. 
I am the more strongly against the Bill, 
because, from all that has been said on 
both sides of the House, and from all 
that I can learn from the public papers, 
and even from the organs of the Govern
ment, I am convinced that there is no 
argument which has been used in defence 
of this measure, which would not be 
just as valid for the defence of further 
measures, not for the payment of Ca
tholic priests of the College of Maynooth ' 
only, but for the payment of all the 
priests in Ireland or in England. I, 
admit that the principles and the argu
ments which have justified the original 
vote are good ,to some extent to justify 
this vote. The right hon. Baronet in 
his opening speech has stateft that the 
principle was conceded, that it is but 
a matter of a few thousand pounds. 
But if the principle were conceded now, 
ten or twenty years hegce some Prime 
Minister might stand up and state that 
in 1795 the principle was conceded, and 
in 1845 that concession-or rather, that 
principle - was again sanctioned; and 
then, arguing from the two cases, it 
would be easy to demonstrate that it 
was no violation of principle whatever 
to establish a new Church in Ireland, 
and add thereby to the monstrous evils 
which exist there now from the estab
lishment of one in connection with the 
State. The right hon. Baronet has paid 
no great compliment to the Irish Catho
lies in the possession of means and pro
perty, when he has said that the 9,oo~1. 
now voted is just sufficient to damp the 
generosity of the people of that country. 
If 9,0001. were enough in some degree 
to check their generosity, I should think 
that a sum of 26,0001. is sufficient to 
destroy it altogether. When I consider 
that the Catholic gentry of Ireland pay 
no Income Tax and no Property Tax, 
and no Assessed Taxes, I do not think 
it would be a thing altogether impos
sible, or to be unlooked for, that they 
should have supported an establishment 
for the rearing of priests to teach that 
religion to which they profess to be 
so much devoted. 

-------------------
But the object of this measure was just 

as objectionable to me when I learned 
that it was intended by this vote to 
soothe the discontent which exists in 
Ireland. I will look at the causes 
whence this discontent arises. Does it 
arise because the priests of Maynooth 
lire now insufficiently clad or fed? I 
have always thought that it arose from 
the fact that one-third of the people are 
paupers-that almost all of them are 
not in regular employment at the very 
lowest rate of wages_and that the state 
of things amongst the bulk of the popu
lation is most disastrous, and to be 
deplored; but I cannot for the life of 
me conceive how the grant of additional 
money to Maynooth is to give addi
tional employment, or food, or clothing 
to the people of Ireland, or make them 
more satisfied with their condition. I 
can easily see how, by the granting of 
this sum, the Legislature may hear far 
leSs in future times of the sufferings and 
wrongs of the people of Ireland than 
they have heard heretofore; for they 
may discover that one large means of 
influence, possessed by those who had 
agitated for the redress of Irish wrongs, 
is to he found in the support whim the 
Irish. Catholic clergy has given to the 
various associations for carrying .on 
political agitation; and the object of 
this Bill is to tame down those agita~ 
tors-it is a sop given to the priests. 
It is hush-money given, that they may 
not proclaim to the whole country, to 
Europe, and to the world, the sufferings 
of the population to whom they ad
minister the rites and the consolations 
of religion. I assert that the Protestant 
Church of Ireland is at the root of the 
evils of that country. The Irish Catho
lies would thank you infinitely more if 
you were to wipe out that foul blot, than 
they would even if Parliament were to 
establish the Roman Catholic Church 
alongside of it. They have had every
thing Protestant-a Protestant clique 
whim has been dominant in the country; 
a Protestant Viceroy to distribute places 
and emoluments amongst that Protes
tant clique; Protestant judges who have 
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I polluted the seats of justice; Protes- thing can be more disastrous to the 
C tant magistrates, before whom the Ca- best interests of the community, nor 
" tholic peasant could not hope for justice. more dangerous to religion itself. If 

They have not only Protestant, but ex- the Government wanls to make the 
terminating landlords, and more than priests of Ireland as useless for all 
that, a Protestant soldiery, who, :at the practical purposes as the paid priests 
beck and command of a Protestant of their own Establishment, they should 
priest, have butchered and killed a not ~ive them 36.oool. merely, but 

, Catholic peasant, even in the presence as much as they can persuade the 
of his widowed mother. All these things House to agree to. Ireland is suffer
are notorious; I merely state them. I ing, not from the want of another 
do not bring the proof of them: they Church, but rather because she a1ready 
are patent to all the world, and that has one Church too many; for with 
man must have been unobservant indeed the present Church, having a small 
who is not perfectly convinced of their community, overpaid ministers, a costly 
truth. The consequence of all this is, Establishment, and little work, it is 
the extreme discontent of the Irish peo- quite impossible to have peace and 
pie; and because this House is not content in' that country. If you give 
prepared yet to take those measures the Catholic priests a portion of the 
which would be really doing justice to public funds, as the Government has 
Ireland, and to wipe . .away that Pro- given the Regi .. ". Dtm,.". to the Pres
testant Establishment which is the most byterians of the North, they will unite 
disgraceful institution in Christendom; with the Church as the Presbyterians 
the next thing is, that they should drive did against any attempt to overtum the 
off the watch-dogs, if it be possible, old system of Church and State alliance 
and take from Mr. O'Connell and the in that country. 
Repeal Association that formidable or- The experience of State Churches is 
ganization which has been established not of a character to warrant the House 
throughout the whole country. through in going further in that direction. In 
the sympathies of the Catholic priests this country there is 11 State Church, 
being bound up with the interests of and I do not deny that there are many 
the people. Their object is to take excellent ministers in it; but from time 
away the sympathy of the Catholic immemorial it has been characterized 
priests from the people, and to give by a most deplorable and disastrous 
them more Latin and Greek. The ob- spirit of persecution. which even at this 
ject is to make the priests in Ireland hour still exists; for that Church is 
as tame as those of Suffolk and Dorset- now persecuting a poor shoemaker at 
shire. The object is, that when the Cambridge for non-payment of Church 
horizon is brightened every night with rates, and pursuing him from court to 
incendiary fires, no priest of the paid court. That Church has been upheld 
Establishment shall e\-er tell of the as a bulwark against Catholicism, and 
wrongs of the people against whom he yet all the errors of Catholicism find a 
is living; and when the population is home and a hearty welcome there. In 
staning. and pauperised by thousands, Lancashire and Yorkshire. and in other 
as in the southern parts of England, counties, that Church is found to be too 
the priests shall not unite themselves unwieldy a machine. and altogether 
with any association for the purpose of unfitled to a population growing in 
wresting from an oppressive Govern- numbers and intelligence like that of 
ment those rights to which the people those parts of the kingdom. Even in 
have a claim. Scotland, where there is a model of the 

I am altogether against this system most perfect Establishment which pe~ 
for any purpose. under any circum- haps could be raised, there are the 
stances, at any time whatever. No- Secession Church, the Relief Church, 
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and the Free Church; that which the 
State upholds being called by the com
plimentary name of the Residuary 
Church. After the experience of such 
·State Churches, which have done so 
little good and so much evil, is this a 
time for establishing another Church ? 
If I approved of Church endowments by 
the State I would vote for this Bilt with 
all my heart, because it is calculated to 
create a kinder feeling towards this 
country amongst the people of Ireland. 

Two parties opposed to the Bill are 
represented by hon. Gentlemen on the 
other side of the House. They state 
that the Roman Catholic religion 
should not be established or helped by 
the State. But when their ·Church is 
absorbing millions of the public money, 
while millions of their countrymen 
refuse to enter its doors, how can they 
for a moment object to the passing of a 
measure which will give some sort of 
show of assistance to that Church to 
which millions of the Irish people 
belong? The Nonconformist or Dis
senting party in this country are op
posed to the measure; but by some of 
them a spirit is mixed up with their 
agitation of this question which shows 
that they do not understand, or do not 
value, the great principles of Noncon
formity, for which their forefathers strug
gled and suffered. I allude more es
pecially to a portion of the Wesleyan 
body, which, I believe, does not alto
gether repudiate the principle of en
dowment. 

But, with regard to the rest, I am 
persuaded that their agitation against 
this measure is honest. If the Dis
senters look back to all that their fore
fathers have suffered, aye, even within 
a late period, they will be recreant to 
their own principles, and merit the 
contempt of the House and of the 

world, if they do not come forward 
manfully to uphold their own principles, 
and dissent from and oppose the mea
sure under the consideration of the 
House. For myself, I shall oppose the 
Bill in every stage, simply on one 
ground, that I believe the principle of 
endowment to be most unjust and in
jurious to the colmtry, and whatever 
may be the effect on any Government, 
whether that of the right hon. Baronet 
or any that has preceded or will succeed 
him, no strength of attachment to party 
or Government will induce me to tam
per with what I hold to be the greatest 
and dearest principle which any man or 
any body of men can assert. When I 
look back to the history of this country, 
and consider its present condition, I 
must say, that all that the people pos
sess of liberty has come, not through 
the portals of the cathedrals and the 
parish churches, but from the conven
ticles, which are despised by hon. Gen
tlemen opposite. When I know that if 
a good measure is to be carried in this 
House, it must be by men who are sent 
hither by the Nonconformists of Great 
BIitain; when I read and see thnt the 
past and present State alliance with re
ligion is hostile to religious liberty, pre
venting all growth and nearly destroying 
all vitality in religion itself, then I shall 
hold myself to have read, thought, and 
lived in vain, if I vote for a measure 
which in the smallest degree shall give 
any further power or life to the princi
ple of State endowment; and, in con
clusion, I will only exhort the Dissenters 
of England to act in the same way, and 
to stand upon their own great, pure, 
and unassailable principle; for, if they 
stand by it manfully, and work for it 
vigorously, the time may come, nay, it 
will come, when that principle will be 
adopted by the Legislature of the country. 

I 
i 
I 
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CRIME AND OUTRAGE BILL. 

HOUSE OF COMMONS, DECEMBER 13, 1847 • . 
[Towards the conclusion of this year (1847) numerous crimes and outrages of a serious 

character were committed in Ireland. They were chiefly agrarian. In order to in
crease the powers of the Irish Executive, Parliament was invited in the Q!teen's Speech 
(Nov. 23) to take further precautions against the perpetration of crime in certain 
counties in Ireland. The Bill was moved by Sir George Grey on Nov. 29, and leave 
was given, by 324 votes to 18, was read a second time (296 to 19) on Dec. 9, and 
passed (174 to 14) on Dec. 13. It was passed in the House of Lords on Dec. 19. On 
July 31, 184!!. the Irish Government proclaimed certain districts in which rebellion 
had brokrn out. Smith O'Brien and the other leaders of the insurgents were speedily 
arrested. tried. and convicted.] 

r I FEEL very much in the position of 
r the hone Member who has just ad
I. dressed the House, for I am in some 
I degree compelled to speak before this 

I Bill is read a third time. I have pre
. sented a petition against the Bill, signed 
r by more than 20,000 persons. inhabitI ants of the borough of Manchester, nod 
!, I am unwilling to vote without briefly 

The case of the Government, so far 
as the necessity for this Bill is con
cerned, seems to me to be as clear and 
as perfect as it can be. From the 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary of the Home Department, 
from the unanimous statements of all 
the newspapers, and from the evidence 
of all parties connected with Ireland, it 
is placed beyond a doubt that in the 
disturbed districts o~ Ireland the ordi
nary law is utterly powerless. The 
reason why the law is carried into effect 
in England is, because. the feeling of 
the people is in favour of it, and every 
man is willing to become and is in reality 
a peace officer, in order to further the 
ends of justice. 

giving the reasons which make it im
possible for me to oppose this Bill. 
When I recollect the circumstances at
tending the rejection of the Bill of 1846. 
for the protection of life in Ireland, I 
am convinced that the Government 
would not have brought forward the 
present measure if it had not appeared 
to them absolutely necessary. and that. 
but for this supposed necessity. it would 
never have been heard of. 

But in Ireland this state of things 
does not exist. The public sentiment 
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in certain districts is depraved and 
thoroughly vitiated. [Mr. J. O'Connell : 
• No 1 No I'] The hon. Member cries 
• No, No;' but I maintain that in the 
disturbed districts the public or popular 
feeling is as I have described it. I do 
not mean to assert that all which the 
newspapers contain is true, or tha'they 
contain all the truth; but I ask the 
hon. Gentleman if he has not· read aC
counts which are not contradicted, from' 
which we learn that on the occurrence 
of some recent cases' of assassination, 
whole districts have been in a state of' 
rejoicing and exultation? These assas

-sinations are not looked upon as mur
ders, but rather as executions. Take 
the case of Mr. Lloyd, a clergyman, 
who was recently assassinate!I. There 
was no show of vindictive feeling. on 
the part of his murderers; there was 
little of the character of ordinary mur
ders in it. The servant was allowed to 
depart unharmed; a boy who was in 
the carriage was removed that he might 
not be injured; and the unhappy gentle
man was shot with all the deliberation 
and the calmness with which a man would 
be made to suffer the extreme penalty 
of the law. It is clear, then, that the 
ordinary law fails, and that the Govern
ment have a case for the demand they 
make for an extension of the present 
powers of the law. 

I do not say the present Bill willcer" 
tainly be effective, but it is the less to 
be opposed because it does not greatly 
exceed or infringe the ordinary law; 
and it is the duty of the Legislature, 
when called upon to strengthen the Ex
ecutive, to do so by the smallest pos
sible infringement of the law and the 
constitution. But to leave the par
ticular measure now before us, I am 
bound to say that the case of the Go
vernment with respect to their Irish 
policy in general is not as good as could 
be wished. The Government has not 
shown the courage which is necessary 
to deal effectually with the difficulties of 
Ireland. They should remember what 
passed when the Poor-law was pro
posed for that country. They were 

told it would be a failure-that it could 
not be worked; but disregarding these 
statements, they passed the Bill; and I 
believe, since the Act of 1829, no mea
sure has passed this House of equal 
benefit to Ireland. The noble Lord at 
the head of the Government has said 
that all parties are to be blamed for 
the misgovernment of Ireland; but he 
should remember the responsibility 
which is upon him, for he is now in the 
position of dictator on Irish questions, 
. and whatever he proposes for that 
country, I verily believe, will find no 
successful opposition in this House. 

There is another fact to which I 
would call attention. The Irish Mem
bers complain, and very justly, of the 
past legislation .of this House; but 
when we call to mind that there are 105 
of them here, of whom 60 or 70 are of 
Liberal politics or opinions, and that 
about 30 of them are Repealers, and hold 
very strong views with regard to the 
mismanagement of Irish affairs in the 
Imperial Parliament, I think we have 
a right to complain that they have not 
laid on the table of the House anyone 
measure which they believe to be neces
sary to the prosperity of their country. 

I have been in this House more than 
four years, and I have never yet seen 
the Irish Members bringing forward 
any proposition of a practical character 
-nor am I.aware that they have sup
ported any measure they deemed neces
sary for. Ireland, with unanimity and 
earnestness, or with anything like per
severance and resolution. I am sure 
that 105, or even 30 English Members, 
sitting in a Parliament in Dublin, and 
believing their country had suffered 
from the effects of bad legislation, 
would, by their knowledge of the case, 
their business habits, activity, union, 
and perseverance, have showed a power
ful front, and by uniting together, and 
working manfully in favour of any pro
position they might think necessary to 
remedy the evils of which they com
plained, they would have forced it on 
the attention of the House. But the 
Irish Members have not done this. So 
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, far then, they are and have been as home is, that there is little or no'tnide t much to blame as any other Member of in Ireland; there are few flourishing 
I this House for the absence of good towns to which the increasing popula
, government in Ireland. tion can resort for employment, so that 
~ I will not, like them, complain of there is a vast mass of people living on 
~, bad legislation, and propose no reme<ly. the land; and the land itself is not half 
t What is the condition of Ireland? Last so useful for their employment and sus-

" 

year we voted millions to keep its tentation as it might be. A great pro
population from starvation; and this portion of her skill, her strength, her 

.' year we have been asked for a further sinews, and her labour, is useless to 
sum, but have not granted it. We Ireland for the support of her popula-
maintain a large army in Ireland, and tion. Every year they have a large 

. an armed police, which is an army in emigration, because there are a great 
: everything but in name, and yet we number of persons with just enough 

have in that country a condition of means to transport themselves to other 
things which is not to be matched in countries, who, finding it impossible to 
any other civilized country on the face live at home in comfort, carry them
of the earth, and which is alike dis- selves and their capital out of Ireland; 
graceful to Ireland and to us. The so that, year after year, she loses a large 
great cause of Ireland's calamities is, portion of those between the very poorest 
that Ireland is idle. I believe it would and the more wealthy classes of society, 
be found, on inquiry, that the popula- and with them many of the opportu
tion of Ireland, as compared with that nities for the employment of labour. 
of England, do not work more than two I do not believe that, the Bill for 
days per week. Wherever a people are regulating the relations of landlord and 
not industrious and are not employed, tenant, as recommended by the hon. 
there is the greatest danger of crime Member for the County of Limerick, 
and outrage. Ireland is idle, and there- will restore prosperity to Ireland. Such 
fore she starves; Ireland starves, and a measure may be passed with great 
therefore she rebels. We must choose advantage; but if it be intended by a 
between industry and anarchy: we must Bill with this title to vest the owner
have onE! or the other in Ireland. This ship of the land in the present occupiers, 
proposition I believe to be incontro- I believe this House will never pass it, 
vertible, and I defy the House to give and if it did, that it would prove most 
peace and prosperity to that country fatal to the best interests of the country. 
until they set in motion her industry, I think we have a right to blame the 
create and diffuse capital, and thus es- Government that as yet we have not 
tablish those gradations of rank and seen the Bill for the sale of encumbered 
condition by which the whole social estates in Ireland. I wish to ask why 
fabric can alone be held together. such it Bill is not ready before this? 

But the idleness of the people of [Lord John Russell: • The Bill has been 
Ireland is not wholly their fault. It is ready a long time.'] The noble Lord 

• for the most part a forced idleness, for says the Bill has been ready long ago; 
it is notorious that when the Irish come but that statement only makes the 
to England, or remove to the United Government open to greater blame, for 
States or the Colonies, they are about if the Bill is ready, why has it not been 
the hardest working people in the world. brought forward before this? Last 
We employ them down in Lancashire, Session the Bill was withdrawn, and 
and with the prospect of good pay they the reason given was that landlords and 
work about as well, and are as trust- mortgagees did not like it. If the 
worthy, and quiet, and well-disposed to Government wait till the landlords and 
the law as the people of this country. mortgagees like it, it ,will never be 
The great secret of their idleness at brought forward at all. Had they 



SPEECHES OF JOHN BRIGHT. 

waited till the Irish landlords asked for 
the Poor-law, there would have been no 
Poor-law in Ireland now. 

The Government should disregard the 
opposition of these parties, and should 
take their stand above all class interests. 
They must refuse to listen to the in
terested suggestions of one class or the 
other, and they must remember that 
they are the Executive Government .of 
the country, and bound to act for the 
public good. There is an unanimous 
admission now that the misfortunes of 
Ireland are connected with the question 
of the management of the land. I have 
a theory that, in England as well as in 
Ireland, the proprietors of the soil are 
chiefly responsible for whatever bad 
legislation has been inflicted upon us. 
The ownership of land confers more 
political power than the possession of 
any other description of property. The 
Irish landowners have been willing 
parties to the past legislation for Ireland, 
and they have also had the administra
tion and execution of the laws in that 
country. The encumbered condition of 
landed property in Ireland is at this 
moment the most pressing question. I 
am informed by a gentleman in Dublin, 
of the best means of information and of 
undoubted veracity, that in the province 
of Connaught there is not five per cent. 
of the land free from settlements of one 
kind or other, and that probably not 
one per cent. is free from mortgages. I 
have asked Irish Members of all parties 
if this be true, and not one of them is 
disposed to deny it; and if it be true, I 
say it is idle to seek elsewhere for the 
source of the evils of Ireland; and every 
day, nay, every hour we allow to go by 
without taking instant measures to 
remedy this crying mischief, only adds 
to the criminality which rests on us for 
our past legislation. 

Patchwork legislation will not now 
succeed; speeches from the Lord Lieu
tenant-articles in the newspapers
lending to the landowners at 3 i per 
cent. money raised by taxation from the 
traders of England, who have recently 
been paying 8 per cent.-all will fail to 

revive the industry of Ireland. I will 
now state what, in my opinion, is the 
remedy, and I beg to ask the attention 
of the Government to it, because, 
though they may no* think it an ex
treme one, I am convinced that the time 
will come when they will be compelled 
to adopt it.· . 

In the first place, it is their duty to 
bring in a Sale of Estates Bill, and 
make it easy for landowners who wish 
to dispose of their estates to do so. 
They should bring in a Bill to simplify 
the titles to land in Ireland. I under
stand that it is aIniost impossible to 
transfer an estate now, the difficulties 
in the way of a clear title being almost 
insurmountable. In the next place, 
they should diminish temporarily, if 
not permanently, all stamp duties which 
hinder the transfer of landed property, 
and they should pass a Jaw by which 
the system of entailing estates should 
for the future be prevented. [Laughter.] 
I can assure hone Gentlemen who laugh 
at this, that at some not distant day 
this must be done, and not in Ireland 
only, but in England also. It is an abo 
surd and monstrous system, for it binds, 
as it were, the living under the power 
ofthe dead. 

The principle on which the law 
should proceed is this, that the owner 
of property should be permitted to 
leave it to whomsoever he will, pro
vided the individual is living when the 
will is made; but he should not be 
suffered, after he is dead, and buried, 
and forgotten, to speak and still to 
direct the channel through which the 
estate should pass. I shall be told that 
the law of entail in Ireland is the same 
as in England, and that in Scotland it 
is even more strict. I admit it; but the 
evil is great in England, and in Scotland 
it has become intolerable, and must 
soon. be relaxed if not abolished. Per
haps I shaiI be told that the laws of 
entail and primogeniture are necessary 
for the maintenance of our aristocratic 
institutions; but if the evils of Ireland 
spring from this source, I say, perish your 
aristocratic institutions rather than that 
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~- a whole nation should be in this terrible r condition. If your aristocratic families 
, would rear up their children in habits 
, of business, and with some notions of 

duty and prudence. these mischievous 
; arrangements would not be required, 

, - and they would retain in their posses
sion estates at least as large as is com
patible with the interests of the rest of 

, the community. If the laws of entail 
and primogeniture are sound and just, 
why not apply them to personal pro
perty as well as to freehold? Imagine 

- them in force ill the middle classes of the 
I: community, and it will be seen at once 
t that the unnatural system, if universal, 
_ would produce confusion; and confusion 
j_ would necessitate its total abolition. 
, I am thoroughly convinced that every
i thing the Government or Parliament 
,. can do for Ireland will be unavailing, 
, unless the foundation of the work be 
, laid well and deep, by clearing away the 
, fetters under which land is now held, so 

that it may become the possession of 
,. real owners, and be made instrumental 
; to the employment and sustentation of 
l' the people. Hon. Gentlemen opposite 
I: may fancy themselves interested in main
~ taining the present system; but there is 

surely no interest they can have in it 
_ which they will weigh against the safety 
i and prosperity of Ireland? I speak as 

a representative from a county which 
suffers extremely from the condition of 
Ireland. Lancashire is periodically over
run by the pauperism of Ireland; for a 
year past it has suffered most seriously 
from the pestilence imported from Ire
land; and many of the evils which in 
times past have been attributed to the 
extension of manufactures in that county 

have arisen from the enormous immi
gration of a: suffering and pauperized 
people driven for sustenance from their 
own country. 

As a Lancashire representative, I 
protest most solemnly against a system 
which drives the Irish population to seek 
work and wages in -this country and in 
other countries, when both might be 
afforded theln at home. Parliament is 
bound to remedy this state ofthings. The 
present Parliament contains a largernum
ber of men of business and of members 
representing the middle classes than any 
former Parliament. The present Govem
ment is essentiallf of the middle class
[a laugh]-and ItS Members have on 
many occasions shown their sympathy 
with it. Let the hon. Gentleman laugh; 
but he will not deny that no Govemment 
can long have a majority in this House 
which does not sympathise with the 
great middle class of this country. If 
the Govemment will manfully and 
courageously grapple with the question 
of the condition of land in Ireland, they 
will, I am convinced, be supported by a 
majority of the Members of this House, 
they will enable the strength and skill 
of Irishmen to be expended on their own 
soil, and lay the foundation of her 
certain prosperity by giving that sti
mulus and reward to industry which it 
cannot have in the present circumstances 
of that country. ::iir, I feel it impos
sible to refuse my vote in favour of the 
Bill now before us; but! am compelled 
to say that unless the Govemment will 

- zealously promote measures in the di
rection I have indicated, they cannot 
hope long to retain the confidence of 
this House or of the country. 

-~----
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FROM the speeches that have been 
delivered in this debate, and from what 
we know of Ireland, it is clear that 
Ireland is so entirely disorganised, that 
it is extremely difficult to suggest any 
means by which relief can be exten
sively given without causing two evils: 
first, the waste of a great portion of the 
money which is granted; and next, the 
demoralization of a large number of 
those to whom the relief is given. It is 
on account of these difficulties that I am 
disposed to make great allowance for 
the measures which the Government 
have undertaken, as well as' for any 
propositions which may be made by 
the hon. Member for Stroud, even when 
they appear somewhat inconsistent with 
correct economical principles. . 

As this is probably the last opportunity 
during this Session when the questipn 
of the condition of Ireland can be dis
cussed, I am anxious to avail myself of 
it to offer a few observations to the 
House, and to explain briefly what I. 
conceive to be the course which ought 
to be taken with regard to that country, 
to enable its popUlation to place them
selves in a position of comfort and 
independence. The past of Ireland is 
known to us all; it is a tale of idleness, 

and poverty, and periodical insurrection; 
the present of Ireland is like the past, 
except that at this moment all its ordi
nary evils are exhibited in an aggravated 
form. But there are one or two points 
with regard to this subject to which I 
wish especially to ask the attention of 
the House. Have you ever fully con
sidered the effect which this state of 
things in Ireland has upon the con
dition of certain districts in England? 
We have had some threatenings of dis
turbances in England, and of disaffec
tion-I hope it is not widespread-here 
and there in various parts of the country. 
Take the county of Lancaster as an ex
ample, and you will see something of 
the consequences of a large influx of the 
Irish population into that district. In 
Uverpool and Manchester, and in all 
the belt of towns which surround Man
chester, there is a large Irish popula
tion-in fact, there is an Irish quarter 
in each of these towns. It is true that 

. a great number of these persons are 
steady, respectable, and industrious. but 
it is notorious that a portion of them 
are, in some degree, the opposite of all 
this. They bring to this country all the 
vices which have prevailed so long in 
Ireland; their influence on the people 
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of Lancashire is often of an unfavourable 
character, and the effect of their example 
on the native population must neces
sarily be injurious. We find that crimes 
attended with violence prevail too ge
nerally in Lancashire and Yorkshire. 
These crimes to a large extent are com
mitted by persons who are not natives 
·of those counties, but who come from 
Ireland, because it is impossible for 
them to find subsistence in that country. 

There is another point which seems 
to me important. Driven forth by 
poverty, Irishmen emigrate in great 
numbers, and in whatever quarter of 
the world an Irishman sets his foot, 
there stands a bitter. an implacable 
enemy of England. That is one of 
the results of the widespread disaffec
tion that exists in Ireland. There are 
hundreds of thousands-I suppose there 

:1 are millions-of the population of the 

l~'" United States of America who are Irish 
ij by birth, or by immediate descent; and 

be it remembered, Irishmen settled in 
the United States have a large influence 
in public affairs. They sometimes sway 
the election of Members of the Legis
lature, and may even affect the election 
of the President of the Republic. There 
may come a time when questions of a 
critical nature will be' agitated between 
the Governments of Great Britain and 
. the United States; and it is certain 
that at such a time the Irish in that 

, country will throw their whole weight 
'.into the scale against this country, and 

against peace with this country. These 
are points which it is necessary to 
consider, and which arise out of the 
lamentable condition in which Ireland 
is placed. 

When we reflect for a moment upon 
the destitution which millions of our 
countrymen suffer in that unfortunate 
island, the conclusion is inevitable that 

. either the Government or the people of 
. Ireland are in fault. I think both are 
;' in fault. I think the Government has 
"been negligent of. Ireland~ I do not 

mean the present Government in par
ticular; for they are fully as anxious 
for the welfare of Ireland as any former 

Administration has been-but I think 
the Government generally has been neg
ligent of Ireland. It is a common thing 
to hear it said, and especially by Gen
tlemen sitting on the Treasury bench, 
that the remedy for Irish evils is dif
ficult, and that the difficulty seems in
surmountable; but the House may rest 
assured that no' difficulty can be so 
great as that which must be met if no 
remedy is applied. To do anything 
that can be effectual, must be infinitely 
less dangerous than to do nothing. 

Now I believe the real difficulties 
which beset this question do .not arise 
from anything in Ireland, so much as 
from the constitution of the Govern
ment. This House, and the other HOllse 
of Parliament, are almost exclusively 
aristocratic in their character. The Ad
ministration is therefore necessarily the 
same, and on the Treasury benches 
aristocracy reigns supreme. No fewer 
than seven Members of the Cabinet are 
Members of the House of Lords; and 
every other Member of it is either a 

. Lord by title, or on the very threshold of 
the peerage by birth or marriage. I am 
not blaming them for this; it may even 
be that from neither House of Parlia
ment can fourteen better men be chosen 
to fill their places. But I maintain that 
in theprcsent position of Ireland, and 
looking at human nature as it is, it is 
not possible that fourteen Gentlemen, 
circumstanced as they are, can meet 
round the Council table, and with un
biassed minds fairly discuss the question 

. of Ireland, as it now presents itself to 
this House, to the country, and to the 
world. 

The condition of Ireland requires two 
kinds of .remedies-one political, the 
other social; and it is hard to tell 
where the one ends and the other 
begins. I will speak first of the political 
remedies. At present, there prevails 
throughout three-fourths of the Irish 
people a total unbelief in the honesty 
and integrity of the Government of this 
.country. There mayor may not be 
good grounds for all this ill feeling; 
.but that. it exists, no man acquainted 
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with Ireland will deny. The first step 
to be taken is to remove this feeling; 
and, to do this, some great measure or 
measures should be olfered to the peo
ple of Ireland, which will act as a com
plete demonstration to them that by
gones are to be bygones, with regard 
to the administration of Irish affairs, 
and that henceforth new, generous. and 
equal principles of government are to 
be adopted. 

I have on a former occasion stated 
my opinions on one or two subjects, and 
I will venture again briefly to explain 
them to the House. Ireland has long 
been a country of jars and tUrmoil, and 
its jars have arisen chiefly from religious 
dissensions. In respect of matters of re
ligion she has' been governed in a man
ner totally unknown in England and 
Scotland. If Ireland has been rightly 
governed-if it has been wise and just 
to maintain the Protestant Church es
tablished there, you ought, in order to 
carry out your system, to establish Pre
lacy in Scotland, and Catholicism in 
England; though, if you were to at
tempt to do either the one or the other, 
it would not be a sham but a real insur· 
rection that you would provoke. There 
must be equality between the great 
religious sects in Ireland-between Ca
tholic and Protestant. It is impossible 
that this equality can be much longer 
denied. 

It is suspected that it is the intention 
of the Government to bring forward at 
no distant day, if they can catch the 
people of England napping, a propo
sition for paying the 'Roman Catholic 
priests of Ireland. On more than one 
ground I should object to any such 
scheme. In the first place, I believe 
the Government cannot, from any funds 
they possess, or from any they can 
obtain, place the Catholic priests on an 
equality with the ministers of the Pro
testant Church; and if they cannot do 
that in every respect, the thing is not 
worth attempting. They will, I think, 
find it infinitely more easy, and it will 
certainly be much more in accordance 
with political jt\stice, and with the true 

interests of religion, to withdraw from 
Ireland the Church Establishment which 
now exists there, and to bring about the 
perfect equality which may be secured 
by taking away so much of the funds 
as are proved to be totally unnecessary 
for the wants of the population. I do 
not mean that you should withdraw 
from the Protestant Church every six
pence now in its possession; what I 
mean is, that you should separate it 
from the State, and appropriate all the 
funds of which it might justly be de
prived to some grand national object, 
such as the support and extension of the 
system of education now established in 
Ireland; an appropriation of money 
which would, I am sure, produce in the 
minds of the people of Ireland an entire 
change of feeling with regard to the 
legislation of Parliament in relation to 
their country. 

With regard to the Parliamentary 
representation of Ireland, having re
cently spent seventy-three days in an 
examination of the SUbject, whilst serv
ing as a member of the Dublin Election 
Committee, I assert most distinctly that 

'the representation which exists at this 
moment is a fraud; and I believe it 
would be far better if there were no 
representation at all, because the people 
would not then be deluded by the idea 
that they had a representative Govern
ment to protect their interests. The 
number of taxes which the people have 
to pay, in order to secure either the 
municipal or Parliamentary franchise, 
is so great that it is utterly impossible 
for the constituencies to be maintained, 
and for public opinion-the honest, real 
opinion of intelligent classes in Ireland. 
-to obtain any common or decent 
degree of representation in the Imperial 
Legislature. I feel quite confident that 
in the next Session of Parliament, the 
'questions of religious equality in Ireland 
and of Irish representation must receive 
a much more serious attention than 
they have obtained in any past Ses
sion. 

I come now to those social questions 
which must also receive the attention 
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of Parliament: for if they do not, the 
political remedies will, after all, be of 
very little pemlanent use. I advocate 
these political changes on the ground, 
not that they will feed the hungry or 
employ the idle, but that they will be 
as oil thrown upon the waters, and will 
induce the people no longer to feel 
themselves treated as a conquered race. 
It is agreed on all sides that the social 
remedies which are immediately pos
sible to us, are those having reference to 
the mode in which the land of Ireland 
is owned, or held and cultivated-per
haps 'not cultivated' would be a more 
correct expression. The noble Lord at 
the head of the Government has alluded 
to parts of Ireland.in which it is im pos
sible that the. land as at present held, 
or the rateS which can be collected, can 
find relief or sustentation for the people. 
It is a notorious fact, that there are vast 
tracts of land in Ireland, which, if left 
in the hands of nominal and banknlpt 
owners, will never to the end of time 
support the population which ought to 
live upon them. And it is on this 
ground that I must question the policy 
of measures for expending public money 
with a view to the culth'lltion and recla
mation of these lands. 

The true solution of this matter is to 
get the lands out of the hands of men 
who are the nominal, and not the real, 
possessors. But Parliament !"aintains 
laws which act most injuriously in this 
particular. The law and practice of 
entails tends to keep the soil in large 
properties, and in the hands of those 
who cannot perform their duty to it. 
It will be said that entails exist in Scot
land and in England. Yes; but this 
Session a law has passed, or is passing, 
to modify the system as it has hereto
fore existed in Scotland; and in Eng
land many of its evils have been partially 
overcome by the extraordinary, and, to 
some degree. the accidental extension of 
manufacturing industry among the peo
ple. 10 Ireland there are no such miti
gations; a code of laws exists, under 
which it is impossible for the land and 
the people to be brought, as it were, 

together, and for industry to live lh in
dependence and comfort, instead of 
crawling to this House, as it does 
almost annually, to ask alms of the 
hardworking people of England. 

The law and practice of primogeni
ture is another evil of the same character. 
It is a law unnatural and unjust at all 
times; but in the present condition of 
Ireland it cannot much longer be en
dured. Were I called upon-and it is a 
bold figure of speech to mention such a 
thing-but were I called upon to treat 
this Irish Question, I would establish, 
for a limited period at least, a special 
court in Ireland ·to adjudicate on all 
questions connected with the titles and 
transfers of landed property. This court 
should finally decide questions of title; 
it should prepare and enforce a simple 
and short form of conveyance, as short 
almost as that by which railway stock 
is' transferred; and, without regard to 
the public revenue, I would abolish 
every farthing of expense which is now 
incurred in the duties on stamps, for the 
purpose of facilitating the distribution 
of land in Ireland, and of allowing the 
c.'\pital and industry of the people to 
work out its salvation. All this is pos
sible; and, more than this, it is all 
necessary. Well, now, what is the real 
obstacle ill our path? You have toiled 
at this Irish difficulty Session after Ses
sion, . and. some of you have grown 

. almost from boyhood to greyheaded old 
men since it first met you in your legis
lative career, and yet there is not in 
ancient or modem history a picture so 
humiliating as that which Ireland pre
sents to the world at this moment; and 
there is not an English gentleman who, 
if he crossed the Chnnnel in the present 
autumn, and travelled in any foreign 
country, would not wish to escape from 
any conversation among foreigners in 
which the question of the condition 
of Ireland was mooted for a single 
moment. 

Let the House, if it can, regard Ire
land as an English country. Let us 
think of the eight millions of people, 
and of the millions of them doomed to 

II 
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this intolerable suffering. Let us think 
of the half-million who, within two 
years past, have perished miserably 
in the workhouses, and on the high
ways, and in their hovels-more, far 
more than ever fell by the sword in any 
war this country ever waged; let us 
think of the crop of nameless horrors 
which is even now growing up in Ire· 
land, and whose disastrous fruit may be 
gathered in years and generations to 
come. Let us examine what are the 
laws and the principles under which 
alone God and nature have permitted 
that nations should become industrious 
and provident. 

I hope the House will pardon me if 
I have said a word that can offend any 

one. But I feel conscious of a personal 
humiliation when I consider the state of 
Ireland. I do not wish to puff nostrums 
of my ovm, though it may be thought I 
am opposed to much that exists in the 
present order of things; but whether it 
tended to advance democracy, or to up
hold aristocracy, or any other system, I 
would wish to 1Iing to the winds any 
prejudice I have entertained, and any 
principle that may be questioned, if I 
can thereby do one single thing to 
hasten by a single day the time when 
Ireland shall be equal to England in 
that comfort and that independence 
which an industrious people may enjoy, 
if the Government under which they 
live is equal and just. 

l.-___ --a) 
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RATE IN AID. 

HOUSE OF COMMONS, APRIL 2, 1849. 

[On February 'I, 1849, a proposal was made by the Chancellor of the Exchequer that a 
sum of 50,0001. should be granted to certain Irish Unions, in which distress was more 
than usually prevalent. The resolution was passed on March 3. On March 27 the 
secOllji reading of the Bi11 founded on this resolution was mqved, and the debate cou
tinued. till April 3, when the s~cond reading was affirmed by 193 vot,es to 138. The 
third reading was carried by 139 to 55, on April 30. The Bi11 passed the House of 
Lords on May 18.] 

I VENTURED to move the adjournment 
of the debate on Friday night, because 
I was anxious to have the opportunity 
of expressing the opinions which I enter
tain on this most important subject. I 
am one of the Committee appointed by 
this House to inquire into the working 
of the Irish poor·law, and on that Com
mittee I was one of the majority-the 
large majority-by which the resolution' 
for a rate in aid was affirmed. In the 
division which took place on the same 
proposition in the House, I also voted in 
the majority. But I am not by any means 
disposed to say that there are no reasons 
against the course which I take, or 
against the proposition which has been 
submitted to the House by the Govern
ment. On the whole, however, I am 
prepared to-night to justify that propo
sition, and the vote which I have given 
for it. 

As to the project of raising money for 
the purpose of these distressed Unions, 

I think there can be no doubt in the 
mind of any Member of the House, that 
money must come from some quarter. 
It appears to be a question of life or 
money. All the witnesses who were 
examined before the Committee; the 
concurrent testimony of all parties in 
Ireland, of all the public papers, of all 
the speeches which have been delivered 
in the course of this debate, go to prove, 
that unless additional funds be provided, 
tens of thousands of our unfortunate 
fellow-countrymen in Ireland must perish 
of famine in the course of the present 
year. If this be true, it is evident that 
a great necessity is upon us; a grave 
emergency, which we must meet. I am 
not prepared to justify the proposition 
of a rate in aid merely on the ground of 
this necessity, because it will be said, 
and justly, that the same amount of 
funds might be raised by some other 
mode; but I am prepared to justify the 
proposition which restricts this rate in 

ll-~ 
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aid to Ireland, on the ground that the The ranks of these Irish paupers are 
rest of the United Kingdom has, during recruited to a comparatively small extent 
the ~ast three years, paid its own rate from the Irish workmen, who have been. 
in BId for Ireland; and this to a far with their families, attracted by, and 
larger amount than any call which the who have found employment in. the 
Government now proposes to make on numerous manufactories of Glasgow. 
the rateable property in Ireland. The Irish paupers, upon whom two-

We. have taken from the general taxa- thirds of the Glasgow poo .... rates are 
tion of this country, in the last two or spent, are principally squalid and desti-
three years, for the purposes of Ireland, tute creatUles who are brought over as 
several millions, I may say not fewer deck passengers, clustering like bees to 
than from eight to ten millions sterling. the bulwarks and rigging, by almost 
We have paid also very large subscrip- every steamer that sails from a northern 
tions from private resources, to the same Irish port. With respect to the town 
purpose; the sums expended by the of Manchester, I am able to give some 
British Association were not less, in more definite particulars as to the 
the aggregate, than 600,oool., in addi- burthen imposed upon the inhabitants 
tion to other lllrge amounts contributed. for the support of the Irish casual 
The Irish, certainly, gave something to poor. In the year 18.8, the sum ex-
these funds; but by far the larger amount pended in the relief of the settled 
was paid by the tax-paying classes of poor, which term includes- the resident 
Great Britain. In addition to this special Irish who are not distinguished by 
outlay for this purpose, very heavy local name from the English, amounted to 
taxation has been lDcurred by several of 37,8471. The sum expended for the 
the great communities of this island, for relief of the non-settled English fmupers 
the purpose of supporting the pauperism in the town of Manchester, in the year 
which has escaped from Ireland to Great 1848, was 18,6991. The amount ex-
Britain. In this metropolis. in Glasgow, pended for the relief of casual Irish 
in Liverpool, and in the great manu- poor alone was 28.ooi'. The total 
facturing town which I have the honour assessment of Manchester is 6.7.S6/l1 .• 
to represent. the overllow of Irish pau- which. if divided by the amount required 
perism has, within the last two or three to relieve the casunl Irish poor. would 
years more especially, occasioned a vast amount to a rate of loid. in the pound 
additional burden of taxation. I believe upon every pound of rateable property 
the hon. Member for South Lancashire in the town of Manchester; but if esti-
made some statement in this House on mated according to the property really 
a former occasion with respect to the rated (as there are great numbers of 
burden which was inllicted upon Liver- persons who. from pO\-erty. do not pay 
pool by the Irish paupers. who con- the poo .... rates on the property they 
stantly lIow into that town. As to occupy). the amount of assessment for 
Glasgow, the poor-rate levied last year the relief of the casual Irish poor alone 
in the city parish alone, amounted to wiII be from ISd. to ISd. in the pound. 
70.0001.; and this year, owing to the and the charge upon the ratepnyers of 
visitation of cholera and the poverty Manchester for the relief of the Irish 
thereby engendered. there will be an casual poor during the last year is not 
additional assessment of 20.oool. The less than 2 •. Id. per head upon the whole 
city palish contains only about 120,000 popUlation of that town. 
or 130.000 of the ~80.000 residents in N ow, during the last year. Manchester 
the mass of buildings known by the had to struggle with very severe difficul-
general name of Glasgow. Of the sum ties, and the manufacturers there sutIered 
levied as poor-rate in the city parish, it most acutely from various causes. The ) 
is estimated that, on an average, two- failure of the cotton crop of 18.6, the 
thirds are spent upon Irish paupers. panic in the financial Blld commercial L-________________________________________ ~! 
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world in 1847, the conwlsions in the 
European States in 1848-all these 
contributed to bring upon Manchester 
enormous evil; and in addition to this 
we had to bear an additional burden of 
~8,oool. for the maintenance of the 
casual Irish poor. I have here an ana
lysis of the poor-rates collected in Man
chester during the last four years, and I 
will briefly state the results to the House .. 
In the year 1845 the amount of rates 
collected expressly for the relief of the 
casual Irish poor was 3.5001: In 1846 the 
cost of the casual Irish poor imposed a 
burden upon Manchester of 3,300/.; in 
1847 of 6,5581.; and in 1848 this item 
of expenditure reached the extraor
dinary sum of 28,0071. The people of 
Manchester have uttered no loud or 
clamorous complaints respecting the 
excessive burden borne by them for the 
support of the Irish. They have sent 
no urgent deputations .to the Govern
ment on the subject of this heavy 
expense. But, seeing that they have 
paid this money for the relief of Irish 
paupers, and seeing also that the 
smaller manufacturing and other towns 
in England have also paid no small sums 
for Irish paupers, they do think, and I 
here express my conviction, that it will 
be seen and a!lmitted that we have paid 
our rate in aid for the relief of Ireland, 
and that it does become the landowners 
and persons of property in that country 
to make an effort during a temporary 
period to supply that small sum which 
is by this Bill demanded of them. 

I will now say a few words regard~ 
ing the province of Ulster. An hon. 
Gentleman opposite, the Member for 
Londonderry, who made a not very 
civil speech, so far as it regarded per
sons who entertain the same opinions 
generally which I profess, seemed to 
allege that there was no party so 
tyrannical as those who wished to carry 
this rate in aid, and that no body of 
men on earth were so oppressed as the 
unfortunate proprietors of Ulster. [Mr. 
Bateson: • The farmers of Ulster.') I 
have made a calculation, the result of 
which is, that, with the population of 

Ulster, a 6d. rate would be 82,0001. 
a-year, or 164,0001. for the two years 
during which they will be required to 
·pay towards the support of their fellow
countrymen in the south and west. If 
I were an Ulster proprietor, I would 
not have raised my voice against such 
a proposition, because it is not a state 
of things of an ordinary character, nor 
are these proprietors called on to do 
that which nobody else bas done be
fore them. Neither were they called 
upon before other sources had been 
applied to. Had I been an Ulster pro
prietor, I would rather have left this 
House than have taken the course they 
have pursued in denouncing this mea
sure. As to the farmers of Ulster, they 
would not have raised this opposition 
had they not been instigated to do so 
by hon. Members in this House, and by 
the proprietors in that province, whom 
they represented. It appears by the 
reports of the inspectors under the poor
law, that where there has been a diffi_ 
culty in collecting rates, and the people 
have refused to pay, they have followed 
the example of the higher and landlord 
class; and the conduct of that class in 
many cases has been such as to render 
the collection extremely difficult. [Mr. 
Bateson: • Not in Ulster.') I do not 
speak of Ulster particularly in this in
stance, but the case has occurred in 
other places; but happily for Ulster 
the burden has not proved so serious in 
that province. 

I have heard a good deal said respect
ing the resignation of Mr. Twisleton, who 
preferred giving up his situation to sup
porting the rate in aid. But the reasons 
assigned by Mr. Twisleton destroy the 
importance of his own act. He did not 
insist upon the question whether Ulster 
was able to bear the rate in aid; but 
his objection was that Ulster was Ulster, 
and more Ulster than it was Ireland. 
He said Ulster preferred being united 
with England, rather than with Lein. 
ster, Connaught, and Munster; in short, 
that Ulster was unwilling to be made 
a part of Ireland. Now, if this Bill can 
succeed in making Ulster a part of 
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Ireland ill interests and sympathies, I 
think it will be attended with a very 
happy result, and one that will com
pensate for some portion of the present 
misfortunes of Ireland. 

But the hon. Member also, in another 
part of his speech, charged the Govern
ment with having caused the calamities 
of Ireland. Now, if I were the hon. 
Member, I would not have opened up 
that question. My opinion is, that the 
course which Parliament has taken with 
respect to Ireland for upwards of a 
century, and especially since the Union, 
has been in accordance with the wishes 
of the proprietors of the land of that 
country. If, therefore, there has beea 
misgovernment. in Ireland during that 
period, it is the land which has influ
enced Parliament, and the landowners 
are responsible. I do not mean to say 
that the House of Commons is not re
sponsible for taking the evil advice 
which the landowners of Ireland have 
proffered; but what I mean to assert is, 
that this advice has been almost invari
ably acted upon by the Government. 
This it is which has proved fatal to the 
interests of Ireland; the Ulster men have 
stood in the way of improvements in 
the Franchise, in the Church, and in 
the Land question; they have purchased 
Protestant ascendency, and the price 
paid for it is the ruin and degradation 
of their country. So much for the vote 
which I am about to give in support of 
the rate in aid. 

In the next place, I JIlust observe that 
if an income tax were to be substituted 
for a rate in aid, I think I could show 
substantial reasons why it would no\ be 
satisfactory. In the first place, I take 
an objection to the imposition of an 
income tax for the express purpose of 
supporting paupers. This, I apprehend, 
is a fatal objection at the outset. I 
understand that there has been a docu
ment issued by a Committee in another 
place, which has reported favourably 
for the substitution of an income tax in 
lieu of the rate in aid. I always find 
that if a proposition is brought forward 
by the Govemment to impose a new 

tax, it is always for a tax which is dis
liked, and I conclude, that if an income 
tax for Ireland had been proposed in
stead of the rate in aid, that would have 
been repudiated with quite as much 
vigour as the proposition now before 
the House. 

And now I will address a few words 
to the general question of Ireland, which 
I think may be fairly entered upon in 
this debate after the speech of the right 
hon. Baronet the Member for Tam
worth. What have we been doing all 
the Session? With the exception of the 
Jewish Oaths Bill, and the Navigation 
Laws, our attention .has been solely 
taken up with Irish matters. From the 
incessant recurrence of the Irish debate, 
it would seem, either that the wrongs 
and evils endured by the Irish people 
are incurable, or else that we lack 
statesmen. I always find that, whoever 
happens to sit on the other side of the 
table, he always has some scheme to 
propose for the regeneration of J reland. 
The noble Lord on the Treasury bench 
had his schemes for that purpose when 
he was seated opposite. The right 
hon. Baronet the Member for Tam
worth now has his scheme to propose, 
and if he can succeed in it, he will not 
only have the universal 'Wish of the 
nation in his favour, but the noble Lord 
also who is at the head of the Govern
ment will not, I am sure, object to give 
way to any man who will settle the 
Irish question. But the treatment of 
this Irish malady remains ever the same. 
We have nothing for it still but force 
and alms. You have an armed force 
there of 50,000 men to keep the people 
quiet, large votes are annually required 
to keep the people quiet,. and large 
votes are annually required to keep the 
people alive. I presume the govern
ment by troops is easy, and that the 

• Civil power may snore at ease, 
While soldiers fire-to keep the peace.' 

But the noble Lord at the head of the 
Government has no policy to propose 
for Ireland. If be had, he would have 
told us what it is before now. The 
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poor·law as a means of regenerating 
Ireland is a delusion. So is the rate in 
aid. I do not believe in the regenerating 
power either of the poor-law or of the 
rate in aid. There may occur cases 
where farmers will continue to em
ploy labourers for the mere purpose ot 
preventing them from coming on the 
poor-rates, but these are exceptions. . If 
the desire of gain will not cause the 
employment of capital, assuredly poor
rales will not.. A poor-law adds to 
pauperism, by inviting to idleness. It 
drags down the man who pays, and de
moralises him who receives. It may 
expose, it may temporarily relieve, it 
will increase, but it can never put an 
end to pauperism. The poor-law and 
the rate in aid are, therefore, utterly 
unavailing for such a purpose. 

It is the absence of all demand for 
labour that constitutes the real evil of 
Ireland. In the distressed Unions a 
man's labour is absolutely worth no
thing. It is not that the Irish people 
will not work. I spoke to an Irish 
navigator the other day respecting his 
work, and I asked him why his country
men did not work in their own country. 
'Give them 2B. 8d. a-day,' said he, • and 
you will find plenty who will work.' 
There exists in Ireland a lamentable 
want of employment. The land there 
enjoys a perpetual sabbath. If the 
people of Ireland were set to work, 
they would gain their subsistence; but 
if this course is not adopted, they must 
either continue to be supported out of. 
the taxes, or else be left to starve. In 
order to show how great is the general 
poverty in Ireland, I will read a state
ment of the comparative amount of 
legacy duty paid in the two countries. 
In England, in the year 1844. the 
amount of capital on which legacy duty 
was paid was 44.393,8871,; in Ireland, 
in 1845, the amount of capital On which 
legacy duty was paid was 2,140,onl.
the population of the latter being nearly 
one-half of the former, whilst the pro
portion between the capital paying 
legacy duty is only one-twentieth. In 
1844. the legacy duty paid in England 

was r ,124,4351., with a population of 
16,000,000; in Scotland it was 740 II 61., 
with a population of 3,000,000; whilst 
Ireland paid ouly 53,6181., with a popu
lation of 8,000,000. These facts offer 
the strongest possible proof of the 
poverty of Ireland. 

On looking over the reports of the 
Poor-law Inspectors, I find them teem
ing with statements of the wretchedness 
which prevails in the distressed districts 
of Ireland. The -genernl character of 
the reports is, that starvation is, lite
rally speaking, gradually driving the 
population into their graves. The peo
ple cannot quit their hovels for want of 
clothing, whilst others cannot be dis
charged from the workhouses owing to 
the same cause. Men are seen wearing 
·women's apparel, not being able to pro
cure proper clothing; whilst, in other 
instances, men, women, and children 
are all huddled together under bundles 
of rags, unable to rise for lack of cover
ing; workhouses and prisons are crowded 
beyond their capacity to contain, the 
mortality being very great in them. 
Persons of honest character commit 
thefts in order to be sent to prison, and 
some ask, as a favour, to be transported. 

I know of nothing like this in the 
history of modem times. The only 
parallel I can find to it is in the work 
of the great German author (Mosheim), 
who, in his Institutes of the Christian 
Religion, speaking of the inroads of the 
barbarians into the Roman empire in 
the fifth century, says that in Gaul, the 
calamities of the- times drove many to 
such madness, that they wholly excluded 
God from the govemment of the world, 
and denied His providence over human 
affairs. It would almost appear that 
this state of things is now to be seen in 
Ireland. The prisons are crowded. the 
chapels deserted, society is disorganized 
and ruined; labour is useless, for capital 
is not to be had for its employment. 
The reports of the Inspectors say that 
this catastrophe has 0111y been hastened, 
and not originated, by the failure of the 
potato crop during the last four years, 
and that all men possessed of any inteI. 
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ligence must have foreseen what would 
ultimately happen. 

This being the case, in what manner 
are the Irish people to subsist in future? 
There is the land, and there is labour 
enough to bring it into cultivation. But 
such is the state in which the land is 
placed, that capital cannot be employed 
upon it. You have tied up the raw 
material in such a manner-you have 
created such a monopoly of land by 
your laws and 'your mode of dealing 
with it, as to render it alike a curse to 
the people and to the owners of it. 
Why, let me ask, should land be tied up 
any more than any other raw material ? 
If the supply of cotton wool were linIited 
to the hands of the Browns and the 
Barings, what would be the condition 
of the Lancashire manufactories? What' 
the manufactories would be under such 
a monopoly, the land in the county of 
Mayo actually is under the system which 
prevails with respect to it in Ireland. 
But land carries with it territorial in
fluence, which the Legislature will not 
interfere with lest it should be disturbed. 
Land is sacred, and must not be touched. 

The right hon. Gentleman the Presi
dent of the Board of Trade will under
stand what I mean when I allude to the 
Land Improvement Company which the 
Legislature is ready to charter for Ire
land, but which it fears to suffer to exist 
in England, lest the territorial influence 
which ever accompanies the possession 
of landed estates should be lost or 
diminished. But one of the difficulties 
to which a remedy must be applied is 
the defective titles, which cannot easily 
be got rid of under the present system 
of entails. This is one of the questions 
to which the House of Commons must 
very soon give its serious attention. 
Then there comes the question of settle
ments. Now, I do not say there ought 
not to be any settlements; but what I 
mean to say is, that they are so bound 
up and entangled with the system of 
entails as to present insuperable diffi
culties in the way of dealing with land 
as a marketable commodity. I have 
here an Opinion which I will read to 

the House, which I find recorded as 
having been given by an eminent coun
sel: it is quoted in Hayes' work on 
Conveyancing, and the Opinion was 
given on the occasion of a settlement 
on the marriage of a gentleman having 
a fee-simple estate :-

• The proposals extend to a strict settle
ment by the gentleman upon the first 
and other sons of the marriage. It will 

, appear from the prec~ding observations, 
that where the relative circumstances are 
such as in the present case, a strict settle
ment, of the gentleman's estate does not 
ordinarily enter into the arrangement, 
which begins and ends with his taking the 
lady's fortune, and imposing an equivalent 
pecuniary charge upon his estate (for her 
personal benefit). The proposals seldom 
go further, unless there is hereditary rank 
or title to be supported, or it is ill con
templation to found a family. The former 
of those two circumstances do not exist 
in this case, and the latter would require 
the settlement of the bulk of the estates. 
The policy of such settlements is extremely 
questionable.- It is difficult to refer them, 
in the absence of both the motives already 
indicated, to any rational principle. The 
present possessor has absolute dominion; 
his character is known, his right unques
tionable. He is asked to reduce himself 
to a mere tenant for life in favour of an 
unborn son, of whose character nothing 
can be predicted, and who, if he can be 
said to have any right, cannot possibly 
have a preferable right. At no very dis
tant period the absolute dominion must be 
confided to somebody-and why should 
confidence be reposed in the unborn child 
rather than the living parent? Such a 
settlement has no tendency to protect or 
benefit the father, whose advantage and 
comfort ought first to be consulted. It 
does not shield him from the consequences 
of his own imprudence. On the contrary, 
if his expenditure should in any instance 
exceed his income, he-as 'a mere tenant 
for life-is in danger of being obliged to 
borrow on annuity, a process which, once 
begun, proceeds generally and almost ne
cessarily to the exhaustion of the life 
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income. The son may be an idiot or a 
spendthrift. He may be tempted to raise 
money by pOol obit. If to these not im
probable results we add all the family feuds 
generated between the tenant for life and 
remainder-man, in regard to the manage
ment and enjoyment by the former of 
that estate which was once his own, par
ticularly with reference to cutting timber,· 
the disadvantages of thus fettering the 
dominion will appear greatly to preponde
rate. At best, a settlement is a specula
tion ; at worst, it is the occasion of distress, 
pro/ligacy, and domestic discord, ending 
not unfrequently, as the Chancery Reports 
bear witness, in obstinate litigation, ruin
ous alike to the peace and to the property 
of the family. Sometimes the father effects 
an arrangement with his eldest son on his 
coming of age; the son stipulating for an 
immediate provision in the shape of an 
annuity, the father for a gross sum to 
satisfy his creditors, or to portion his 
younger children, and for a re·settlement 
of the estate. This arrangement, perhaps, 
is brought about by means, or imposes 
terms, which, in the eye of equity, render 
it a fraud upon the son; and here we have 
another source of litigation.' 

Now, what I have here read is exactly 
that which everybody's experience tells 
us is the fact, and we have recently had 
a notable case which exactly answers to 
that referred to in the last paragraph of 
this Opinion. The practice of making 
settlements of this description is mis
chievous-leads to endless litigation-. 
and sooner or later the landed classes 
must sink under it. 

The Irish proprietors have also another 
difficulty to contend with, and that is 
their extravagance. It is said-for I 
cannot vouch for the fact myself-that 
they keep too many horses and dogs. 
I do not mean to say that an Irish 
gentleman may not spend his rents as 
he pleases; but I can say that he can
not both spend his money and have it 
too. I think if they would cast their 
pride on one side, and go honestly to 
work-if, instead of their young men 
spending their time' waiting for a com-

mission,' they were to go into business, 
they would be far better and more use
fully employed, and they would find 
that the less humiliating condition of 
the two. Another bane of Ireland is 
the prevaIt'lIce of life interests in landed 
property there. Under such a system 
the land can neither be improved nor 
sold. Now what has the noble Lord 
at the head of the Government done to· 
wards grappling with all these ques
tions? Nothing-'- absolutely nothing. 
I think him very unwise in not pro
pounding to himself the momentous 
question, • What shall be done for Ire
land?' The right han. Baronet the 
Member for Tamworth has a plan. 
He entered upon its outline on Friday 
last. But I doubt whether it has yet 
taken that distinct form which it must 
assume· in order that the House may 
take cognisance of it. I admire some 
of the measures which the right han. 
Baronet intimates he would carry into 
effect, but there are other parts of his 
proposals which are vague and imprac
ticable. I think, if it is believed in 
Ireland that a Commission is to be ap
pointed to take charge of the distressed 
Unions of the south and west~that the 
whole thing is to be 'managed through 
a new department of the Government, 
and all without the slightest trouble to 
the landlords-that there will be more 
than ever a clinging to this wretched 
property in bankrupt eStates, and more 
than ever an indisposition to adopt 
those measures which are still open to 
them, in the direction in which the 
right han. Baronet wishes to proceed. 

Therighthon. Baronet stated in his first 
speech on this topic, that he did not 
wish the transfer of property to be by 
individual barter; and on Friday he 
stated that he was very much averse to 
allowing matters to go on in their 
natural course. for by that means land 
would be unnaturally cheapened. Well, 
but upon what conditions would the 
right han. Baronet buy land in Ireland? 
would it be under the same circum
.stances, and at the same price. that he 
would buy an estate in Yorkshire or 
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Staffordshire? If any sane man goes 
to the west or south of Ireland to pur
chase an estate, he must go on account 
of the cheapness of the bargain_ 
cheapness which he hopes will com
pensate him for all the disadvantages 
to which he must necessarily be suh
jected in such a purchase. There can 
be no redemption for that part of Ire
land-if it is to be through the transfer 
of land-except the land take its na
tural course, and come so cheap into 
the market that Englishmen and Scotch
men, and Irishmen too having capital, 
will be willing to purchase it, notwith
standing all its disadvantages. [Colonel 
Dunne: • Hear, hear I'] The hon. 
Member for Portarlington cheers that, 
as if it were an extraordinary statement. 
If the hon. Member prefers purchasing 
what is dear to what is cheap, he is 
not a very sensible man to legis
late for Ireland. If he thinks that a 
man will go into Galway and pay as 
much per acre for an estate as he would 
in England, he is greatly mistaken; 
but the fact is, I believe, that not only 
English and Scotch capital, but that 
much Irish capital also, would be 
expended in the purchase of estates in 
the south and west, if the ends which 
the right hon. Baronet has in view were 
facilitated by this House. 

But we have a case in point which 
affords us some guidance upon this 
question, and it is a case with which 
the right hon. Baronet the Member for 
Tamworth, and the right hon. Baronet 
the Member for Ripon, are very fami
liar. I allude to the case of Stockport 
in 1842. Owing to a variety of circum
stances-I will not go into the question 
of the Corn-law, as that is settled-but 
owing to a variety of circumstances, 
from 1838 to 1843 there was a continued 
sinking in the condition of Stockport
its property depreciated to a lamentable 
extent. One man left property, as he 
thought, worth 80,oool. or 90,oool. 
Within two years it sold for little 
more ilian ao,oool. Since that time 
the son of one man, then supposed to 
be a person of large property, has had 

relief from the parochial funds. In 
1842 the amount of the poor-rate aver
aged from 75. to 8.. in the pound. 
From November ..... 1841, to May 30, 
1842, the rates levied were 6 •. in the 
pound, realising the amount of 19,(441. 
From January 28, 1843, to August 2 of 
the same year, the rates levied were 7', 
in the pound, and the amount raised 
was 21.9481. And bear in mind that 
at that time Stockport was in process 
of depopulatiou-many thousands quit
ted the pla~whole streets were left 
with scarcely a tenant in them-some 
public-houses, previously doing a large 
business, were let for little more than 
their rates; in fact, Stockport was as 
fair a representative of distress amongst 
a manufacturing community as Mayo, 
Galway, or any western county of Ire
land can be at this moment of distress 
amongst an agricultural community. 

Now what was done in Stockport? 
There was a Commission of Inquiry, 
which the then Home Secretary ap
pointed. Theymadean admirable report, 
the last paragraph of which oughtto be 
read by every one who wisbl!S to know 
the character of the people of Stockport. 
Mr Twisleton, speaking of them, said 
that they were" a noble people; and 
truly the exertions which they made to 
avoid becoming chargeable upon the 
rates were heroic. Well now. all this 
suffering was going on-the workhouses 
were crowded, the people were emigra
ting. there was a general desolation, 
and if it had not been for the harvest 
of 1843, which was a good one, and 
the gradual recovery of trade which 
followed, nothing in Ireland can be 
worse than the condition of Stockport 
would have been. What was the re
suit? Property was greatly depre
ciated, and much of it changed hands. 
Something like half the manufacturers 
failed, and, of course, gave up business 
altogether. My hon. Friend the Mem-
ber for Stockport purchased property in 
the borough at that period, and since 
then he has laid out not far short of a 
hundred thousand pounds, in a very 
large manufacturing establishment in I 

L-__ ~ __ -----l 
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that town. In fact, the persons who 
C are now carrying on the manufacturing 
I business in Stockport are of a. more 

substantial character than those who 
• were swept away by the calamities of 
· J 843. This is a very sorrowful process. 

I can feel as much for those persons as 
any man; but we must !loll submit to cir
cumstances such as these when they come. 

There are vicissitudes in all classes of 
society, and in all occupations in which 
we may engage; and when we have, 
as now in Ireland, a state of things-a 
grievous calamity not equalled under 

'. the sun.-it is the duty of this House 
not to interfere with the ordinary and 
natural course of remedy, and not to 
flinch from what is necessary for the 
safety of the people by reason of any 
mistaken sympathy with the owners of 
cotton mills or with the proprietors of 
landed estates. Now, I want Parlia
ment to remove every obstacle in the 
way of the free sale of land. I believe 
that in this policy lies the only security 

· you have for the restoration of the dis
II' tressed districts of Ireland. The ques
, tion of a Parliamentary title is most 
• important; but I understand that the 

u difticulty of this arises from the system 
of entails beyond persons now living, 
and because you must go back through 

• a long search of sixty years before you 
can make it quite clear that the title is 
absolutely secure. The right hon. 
Baronet the Member for Tamworth 
suggested that the Lord Chancellor 
should be ousted. I proposed last year 
that there should be a new court estab
lished in Ireland, for the adjudication of 
cases connected with land, and for no 
other purpose, and that it should thus 
relieve the present courts from much of 
the business with which they are now 
encumbered. But I do not say that 
even such a court would effect much 
good, unless it were very much more 
speedy in its operations than the exist
ing courts. I believe that the present 
Lord Chancellor is admitted to be as 
good a Judge as ever sat in the Court 
of Chancery; but he is rather timid as 

( a Minister, and inert as a statesman; 

and, if I am not mistaken, he was in a 
great measure responsible for the failure 
of the Bill for facilitating the sale of 
encumbered estates last Session. The. 
Government must have known, as well 
as I do. that such a measure could not 
succeed, and that the clause which 
was introduced-on the third reading, I 

. believe-made it impossible to work it. 
There is another point, with regard 

to intestate estates. I feel how tenderly 
one must speak, in this House, upon a 
question like this. Even the right hon. 
Member for Tamworth, with all his 
authority, appeared, when touching on 
this delicate question of the land, as if 
he were walking upon eggs which he 
was very much afraid of breaking. I 
certainly never heard the right hon. 
Gentleman steer through so many sinu
osities in a case; and hardly, at last, 
dared he come to the question, because 
he was talking about land-this sacred 
land I I believe land to have nothing 
peculiar in its nature which does not 
belong to other property; and every
thing that we have done with the view 
of treating land differently from other 
property has been a blunder-a false 
course which we must retrace-an error 
which lies at the foundation of very 
much of the pauperism and want of 
employment which so generally prevail. 
Now, with regard to intestate estates. 
I am told that the House of Lords will 
never repeal the law of primogeniture; 
but I do not want them to repeal the 
law of primogeniture in the sense enter
tained by some people. I do not want 
them to enact the system of France, by 
which a division of property is com
pelled. I think that to force the divi
sion of property by law is just as con
trary to sound principles and natural 
rights as to prevent its division, as is 
done by our law. H a man choose to 
act the unnatural and absurd part of 
leaving the whole of his property to 
one child, I should not. certainly, look 
with respect upon his memory I but I 
would not interfere to prevent the free 
exercise of his will. I think, however, 
if a man die by chance without a will, 
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that it is the duty of the Government to 
set a high moral example, and to divide 
the property equally among the children 
.of the former owner, or among those 
who may be said to be his heirs
among those, in fact, who would fairly 
participate in his personal estate. If 
that system of leaving all to the eldest 
were followed out in the case of per
sonalty, it would lead to immediate 
confusion, and, by destroying the whole 
social system, to a perfect anarchy of 
property. Why, then, should that course 
be followed with regard to land? The 
repeal of the law would not of necessity 
destroy the custom; but this House 
would no longer give its sanction to a 
practice which is bad; and I believe 
that gradually there would be a more 
just appreciation of their daties in this 
respect by the great body of testators. 

Then, with regard to life interests; I 
would make an alteration there. I think 
that life-owners should be allowed to 
graut leases-of course, only on such 
terms as should ensure the successor 
from fraud-and that estates should be 
permitted to be charged with the sums 
which were expended in their improve
ment. Next, with regard to the registry 
of land. In many European countries 
this is done; and high legal authorities 
affirm that it would not be difficult to 
accomplish it in this country. You have 
your Ordnance Survey. To make the 
Survey necessary for a perfect registry 
of deeds throughout the kingdom, would 
not cost more than 9d. an acre; and if 
you had your plans engraved, it would 
be no great addition to the expense. 
There can be no reason why the land
owners should not have that advantage 
conferred upon them, because, in addi
tion to the public benefit, it would in
crease the value of their lands by several 
years' purchase. Mr. Senior has stated, 

. that if there were the same ready means 
for the transfer of land as at present 
exist for the trausfer of personalty, the 
value of land would be increased, if I 
mistake not, by nine years' purchase. 
This is a subject which I would recom
mend to the hon. Member for Bucking-

hamshire, now distinguished as the ad
vocate of the landed interest. 

Then with regard to stamps, I think 
that they might be reduced, at any rate 
for a number of years, to a nominal 
amount. In fact, I would make any 
sacrifice for the purpose of changing 
lands from the hands of insolvent and 
embarrassed oWners into those of sol
vent persons, who would employ it in a 
manner usefully and advantageously to 
the country and themselves. There is 
another proposition with regard to the 
waste lands of Ireland. The Govern
ment made a proposal last year for ob
taining those waste lands, and bringing 
them into cultivation. That I thought 
injudicious. But they might take those 
lands at a valuation, and, dividing them 
into farms and estates of moderate size, 
might tempt purchasers from different 
parts of the United Kingdom. By such 
means I believe that a large proportion 
of the best of the waste lands might be 
brought into cultivation. I believe that 
these are the only means by which 
capital can be attracted to that country. 

The noble Lord at the head of the 
Government proposes to attract capital 
to Ireland by a maximum rate and a 
charge upon the Unions. If that maxi
mum rate be all you have to propose, 
there will be no more probability of 
capital flowing into those parts of Ire
land where it is so much required, than 
there was at the time when the poor
rate was unknown. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Tamworth 
spoke about emigration; and I think 
that he was rather unjust, or at least 
unwise, in his observations with regard 
to voluntary emigration. Things that 
are done voluntarily are not always 
done well; neither are things that are 
done by the Government; and I know 
many cases where Government under
takings have failed as eminently as any 
that have been attempted by private 
enterprise. But it does not appear 
to me that there is much wisdom in the 
project of emigration, although I know 
that some hon. Gentlemen from Ireland 
place great faith in it as a remedy. I 
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, have endeavoured to ascertain what is 
;. the relation of the population to the 
( land in Ireland, and this is what I find. 
, In speaking of the Clifden Union, the 

Inspectors state--
• In conclusion, we beg to offer our 

matured opinion that the resources of the 
, Union would, if made available, be amply 

sufficient for the independent support of its 
population: 

Mr. Hamilton, who was examined· be
fore the Committee of whicII I am a 
member, said, speaking of the Unions of 
Donegal and Glen ties-

• There is no over-population, if those 
Unions, according to their capabilities, 

'. were cultivated as the average of English 
counties, with the same skill and capital" 

And Mr. Twisleton said-

• I did not speak of a redundant popula
,. tion in reference to land, only to capital. 
,~ The land of Ireland could maintain double 
" its present population.' 

Then, if that be the case, I am not 
quite certain that we should be wise in 
raising sums of money to enable the 
people to emigrate. The cost of trans
porting a family to Australia, or even to 
Canada, is considerable; and the ques
tion is, whether, with the means whicII 
it would require to convey them to a 
distant shore, they might not be more 
profitably employed at home. 

I probably shall be told that I pro
pose schemes which are a great interfe
rence with the rights of property. My 
opinion is that nothing can be a greater 
interference and infringement of the 
rights of property than the laws which 
regulate property now. I think that the 
landowners are under an impression that 
they have been maintaining great influ
ence. political power, an hereditary alis
tocracy, and all those other arrange
ments which some think should never 
be named without reverence and awe; 
that they have been accustomed to look 
at these things, and to fancy that they 
are worth the price they pay for them. 
I JUll of opinion that the disadvantages 

under which those rights labour through
out the United Kingdom are extreme; 
but in Ireland the disadvantages are 
followed by results not bown in this 
countryl 

You speak of interference with pro
perty; but I ask what becomes of 
the property of the poor man, whicII 
consists of his labour? Take those 
4,000,000 persons who live in the dis
tressed districts, as described by the 
right hon. Baronet the member for 
Tamworth. Their property in labour 
is almost totally destroyed. There they 
are-men whom God made and per
mitted to come into this world, en
dowed with faculties like ourselves, but 
who are unable to maintain themselves, 
and must either starve or live upon 
others. The interference with their 
property has been enormous-so great 
as absolutely to destroy it. Now, I 
ask the landlords of Ireland, whether 
living in the state in whicII they have 
lived for years is not infinitely worse 
than that whicII I have proposed for 
them ? Threatening letters by the post 
at breakfast-time-now and then the 
aim of the assassin-poor-rates which 
are a grievous interference with the 
rights of property, and this rate in aid, 
whicII the gentlemen of Ulster declare 
to be directly opposed to all the rights 
of property-what can be worse? 

I shall be told that I am injuring 
aristocratical and territorial influence. 
What is that in Ireland worth to you 
now? What is Ireland worth to you 
at all? Is she not the very symbol and 
token of your disgrace and humiliation 
to the whole world? Is she not an 
incessant trouble to your Legislature, 
and the source of increased expense to 
your people, already over-taxed? Is 
not your legislation all at fault in what 
it has hitherto done for that country? 
The people of Ulster say that we shall 
weaken the Union. It has been one of 
the misfortunes of the legislation of 
this House· that there has been no 
honest attempt to make a union with 
the whole people of Ireland up to this 
time. We have had a union with 



174 SPEECHES OF JOHN BRIGHT. APRIL 2, 

Ulster, but there has been no union 
with the whole people of Ireland, and 
there never can be a union between the . 
Government and the people whilst such 
a state of things exists as has for many 
years past prevailed in the south and 
west of Ireland. 

The condition of Ireland at this mo
ment is this-the rich are menaced with 
ruin, alld ruin from which, in their 
present course, they cannot escape; 
whilst the poor are menaced with star
vation and death. There are hon. 
Gentlemen in this House, and there 
are other landed proprietors in Ireland, 
who are as admirable in the perform
ance of all their social duties as any 
men to be found in any part of the 
world. We have had brilli"'}t examples 
mentioned in this House; but those 
men themselves are suffering their cha
racters to be damaged by the present 
condition of Ireland, and are under
going a process which must end in their 
own ruin; because this demoralisation 
and pauperisation will go on in an ex
tending circle, and will engulf the whole 
property of Ireland in one common ruin, 
unless something more be done than 
passing poor-laws and proposing rates 
in aid. 

Sir, if ever there were an opportunity 
for a statesman, it is this. This is the 
hour undoubtedly, and we want the 
man. The noble Lord at the head of 
the Government has done many things 
for his country, for which I thank him 
as heartily as any man-he has shown 
on some occasions as much moral 
courage as it is necessary, in the state 
of public opinion, upon any question, 
for a statesman to show; but I have 
been much disappointed that, upon ~is 
Irish question, he has seemed to shrink 
from a full consideration of the diffi
culty, and from a resolution to meet it 
fairly. The character of the present, 
the character of any Government under 
such circumstances, must be at stake. 
The noble Lord cannot, in "his position, 
remain inactive. Let him be as inno
cent as he may, he can never justify 
himself to the country, or to the world, 

or to posterity, if he remains at the head 
of this Imperial Legislature and is still 
unable, or unwilliug, to bring forward 
measures for the restoration of Ireland. 
I would address the same language also 
to the noble Lord at the head of the 
Irish Government, who has won, I must 
say, the admiration of the population of 
this country for the temper and manner 
in which he has administered the go
vernment of Ireland. But he must 
bear in mind that it is not the highest 
effort of statesmanship to preserve the 
peace in a country where there are very 
few men anxious to go to war, and to 
preserve the .peace, too, with 50,000 
armed men at his command, and the 
whole power of this empire to back 
him. All that may be necessary, and 
peace at all hazards must be secured; 
but if that distinguished Nobleman in
tends to be known hereafter as a states
man with regard to his rule in Ireland, 
he must be. prepared to suggest mea
sures to the Government of a more 
practical and directly operative cha
racter than any he has yet initiated. 

Sir, I am ashamed, I must say, of 
the course which we have taken upon 
this question. Look at that great sub
scription that was raised three years 
ago for Ireland. There was scarcely 
a part of the globe from which sub
scriptions did not come. The Pope, as 
was very natural, subscribed-the head 
of the great Mahometan empire, the 
Grand Seignior, sent his thousand 
pounds - the uttermost parts of the 
earth sent in their donations. A tribe 
of Red Indians on the American con
tinent sent their subscription; and I 
have it on good authority that even the 
slaves on a plantation in one of the 
Carolinas subscribed their sorrowful 
mite that the miseries of Ireland might 
be relieved. The whole world looked 
upon the condition of Ireland, and 
helped to mitigate her miseries. What 
can we say to all those contributors, 
who, now that they have paid, must be 
anxious to know if anything is done to 
prevent a recurrence of these calamities? 
We must tell them with blushes that 
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nothing has been done, but that we are 
still going on with the poor-rates, and 
that, having exhausted the patience of 
the people of England in Parliamentary 
grants, we are coming now with rates 
in aid, restricted altogether to the pro
perty of Irel:ind. That is what we 
have to tell them; whilst we have to 
acknowledge that our·· Constitution, 
boasted of as it has been for genera
tions past, utterly fails to grapple with 
this great question. 
, Hon. Gentlemen tum with triumph 
to neighbouring countries, and speak 
in glowing terms of our glorious Con
stitution. It is true, that abroad thrones 
and dynasties have been overturned, 
whilst in England peace has reigned 
undisturbed. But take all the lives that 
have been lost in the last twelve months 
in Europe amidst the convulsions that 
had occurred-take all the cessation of 
trade, the destruction of industry, all 
the crushing of hopes and hearts, and 
they will not compare for an instant 
with the agonies which have been en
dured by the population of Ireland 
under your glorious Constitution. And 
there are those who DOW say that this 

is the ordering of Providence: I met 
an Irish gentleman the other night, 
and, speaking upon the subject. he said 
that he saw no remedy, but that it 
seemed as if the present state of things 
were the mode by which Providence 
intended to solve the question of Irish 
difficulties. . But let us not lay these 
calamities at the door of Providence; 
it were sinful in us, of all men, to do so, 
God has blessed Ireland-and does .still 
bless her-in position, in soil. in . cli
mate; He has not withdrawn His pro
mises, nor are they unfulfilled; there is 
still the sunshine and the shower; still 
the seed-time and the harvest; and the 
aBiuent bosom of the earth yet offers 
sustenance for man. But man must do 
his part-we must do our part-we 
must retrace our steps-we must shun 
the blunders, and, 1 would even say, 
the crimes of our past legislation. We 
must free the land, and then we shall 
discover, and not till then, that in
dustry, hopeful and remunerated - in
dustry, free and inviolate. is the only 
sure foundation on which can be reared 
the enduring edifice of union and of 
peace. 
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HABEAS CORPUS SUSPENSION BILL. 

HO.USE OF COMMONS, FEBRUARY 17, 1866. 

[The Fenian Conspiracy and threatened Insurrection in Ireland compeUed the Govern
ment to introduce a Bill to suspend the Habeas Corpus Act. It was brought in 
suddenly, the House meeting on Saturday to consider it.] 

I OWE an apology to the Irish Mem
bers for stepping in to make an obser
vation to the House on this question. 
My strong interest in the affairs of their 
country, ever since I came into Parlia
ment, will be my sufficient excuse. The 
Secretary of State, on the part of the 
Government of which he is a Member, 
has called us together on an unusual 
day and at an unusual hour, to consider 
a proposition of the greatest magnitude, 
and which we are informed is one of 
extreme urgency. If it be so, I hope it 
will not be understood that we are here 
merely to carry out the behests of the 
Administmtion; and that we are to be 
permitted, if we choose, to discuss this 
measure, and if possible to say some- . 
thing which may mitigate the apparent 
harshness of the course which the 
Government feels itself compelled to 
pursue. 

It is now more than twenty-two years 
since I was first permitted to take my 
seat in this House. During that time I 
have on many occasions. with great 
favour, been allowed to address it, but 
I declare that during the whole of that 
period I have never risen to speak here 
under so sb"Ong a feeling, as a Member 

of the House, of shame and of humilia
tion, as that by which I find myself 
oppressed at this moment. The Sec
retary of State proposes-as the right 
hon. Gentlemen himself has said-to 
deprive no inconsidemble portion of the 
subjects of the Queen-our countrymen, 
within the United Kingdom-of the 
commonest, of the most precious, and 
of the most sacred right of the English 
Constitution, the right to their personal 
freedom. From the statement of the 
Secretary of State it is clear that this is 
not asked to be done, or required to be 
done, with reference only to a small 
section of the Irish people. He has 
named. great counties, wide districts, 
whole provinces, over which this alleged 
and undoubted disaffection has spread, 
and has proposed that five or six mil
lions of the inhabitants of the United 
Kingdom shall suffer the loss of that 
right of personal freedom that is 
guamnteed to all Her Majesty's subjects 
by the Constitution of these realms. 

Now, I do not believe that the Sec
retary of State has overstated his case 
for the purpose of inducing the House 
to consent to his proposition. I believe 
that if the majority of the people of 
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Ireland, counted fairly out, had their 
will, and if they had the power, they 
would unmoor the island f!;'Om its 
fastenings in the deep, and move it at 
least 3,000 miles to the West. And I 
believe, further, that if by conspiracy, 
or insurrection, or by that open agita
tion to which alone I ever would give 
any favour or consent, they could shake 
off the authority, I will not say of the 
English Crown, but of the Imperial 
Parliament, they would gladly do so. 

An hon_ Member from Ireland a few 
nights ago referred to the character of 
the Irish people. He said, and I believe 
it is true. that there is no Christian 
nation with which we are acquainted 
amongst the people of which crime of 
the ordinary character, as we reckon it 
in this country. is so rare as it is 
amongst his countrymen. He might 
have said, also, that there is no people
whatever they may be at home-more 
industrious than his countrymen in every 
other country but their own_ He might 
have said more; that they are a people 
of a cheerful and joyous temperament_ 
He might have said more than this
that they are singularly grateful for 
kindnesses shown to them, and that of 
all the people of our race they are 
filled with the strongest sentiment of 
veneration. 

And yet, with such materials and 
with such a people, after centuries of 
government-after sixty-five years of 
government by this House--you have 
them embittered against your rule, and. 
anxious only to throw off the authority 
of the Crown and Queen of these realms. 
Now. this is not a single occasion we 
are discussing. This is merely an access 
of the complaint Ireland has been suf
fering under during the lifetime of the 
oldest man in this House, that of 
chronic insurrection. No man can deny 
this. I dare say a large number of the 
Members of this House, at the time to 
which the right hon. Member for Buck
inghamshire referred, Jieard the same 
speech on the same subject, from the 
same Minister to whom we have listened 
to-day. [Sir G. Grey: 'No I'] I cer-

tainly thought 1 heard the right hon~ 
Gentleman the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department make a speech 
before on the same question, but he 
was a Minister of the Government OD 

whose behalf a similar speech.was 
made on the occasion referred to, and 
no doubt concurred in every word that 
was uttered by his Colleague. 

Sixty-five years ago this country and 
this Parliament 1!Ildertook to govern 
Ireland. I will say nothing of the 
manner in which that duty was brought 
upon us-except this-that it was by 
proceedings disgraceful and corrupt to 
the last degree. I will say nothing of 
the pretences under which it was brought 
about but this-that the English Par
liament and people, and the Irish people 
too, were told. that if they once got rid 
of the Irish Parliament they would de
throne for ever Irish factions, and that 
'With a nnited Parliament we should 
become a united, and stronger, and 
happier people. During these sixty
five years-and on this point I ask for 
the attention of the right hon. Gentle
man (Mr. Disraeli) who has just spoken ' 
-there are only three considerable 
measures which Parliament has passed 
in the interests of Ireland. One of 
them was the measure of 1839, for the 
emancipation of the Catholics and to 
permit them to have seats in this House. 
But that measure, so just, so essential, 
and which, of course, is lIot ever to be 
recalled, was a measure which the chief 
Minister of the day, a great soldier, and 
a great judge of military matters, ad
mitted was passed under the menace of, 
and only because of, the danger of civil 
war. The other two measures to which 
I have referred are that for the relief of 
the poor, and that for the sale of the 
incumbered estates; and those measures 
were introduced to the House and passed 
through the House in the emergency of 
a famine more severe than any that has 
desolated any Christian country of the 
world within the last four hundred 
years. 

Except on these two emergencies I 
appeal to every Irish Member, and to 
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every English Member who has paid 
'any attention to the matter, whether the 
statement is not true that this Parlia· 
ment has done nothing for the people 
pf Ireland. And, more than that, their 
complaints have been met-complaints 
of their sufferings have been met-often 
by denial, often by insult, often by con
tempt. And within the last few years 
we have heard from this Vet)' Treasury 
bench observations with regard to Ire
land which no friend of Ireland or 
of England, and no Minister of the 
Crown, ought to have uttered with re
gard to that country. Twice in my 
Parliamentary life this thing has been 
done-at least by the close of this day 
,will have been done-and measures of 
repression-measures for the suspension 
of the civil rights of the Irish people
have been brought into Parliament and 
passed with extreme and unusual rapidity. 

I have not risen to blame the Secre
tary of State or to blame his Colleagues 
for the act of to-day. There may be 
circumstances to justify a proposition of 
this kind, and I am not here to deny 
that these circumstances now exist; 
but what I complain of is this: there 
is no statesmanship merely in acts of 
force and acts of repression. And more 
than that, I have not observed since I 
have been in Parliament anything on 
this Irish question that approaches to 
.the dignity of statesmanship. There 
has been, I admit, an improved ad_ 
'ministration in Ireland. There have been 
Lord-Lieutenants anxious· to be just, 
and there is one there now who is 
probably as anxious to do justice as any 
man. We have observed generally in 
the recent Trials a' better tone and 
temper than were ever witnessed under 
similar circumstances in Ireland before. 
But if I go back to the Ministers who 
have sat on the Treasury bench since I 
first came into this House-Sir Robert 
Peel first, then Lord John Russell, then 
Lord Aberdeen, then Lord Derby. then 
Lord Palmerston, then Lord Derby 
again, then Lord Palmerston again, and 
now' Earl Russell-I say. that with 
regard to all these men, there has not 

been any approach to anything that 
history will describe as statesmanship 
on the part of the English Government 
towards Ireland. There were Coercion 
Bills in abundance-Arms Bills Session 
after Session-lamentations like that of 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Buckinghamshire (Mr. Disraeli) that 
the suspension of the Habeas Corpus 
Act was not made perpetual by a clause 
which he laments was repealed. 

There have been Acts for the sus
pension of the Habeas Corpus Act, like 
that which we are now discussing; but 
there has been no statesmanship. Men, 
the most clumsy and brutal, can do these 
things; butwewantmen of higher temper 
-men of higher genius-men of higher 
patriotism to deal with the affan'S of Ire
land. I should like to know whether 
,those statesmen who hold great offices 
havethetnselves comprehended the nature ' 
·of this question. If they have not, they 
·have been manifestly ignorant; and if 
they have comprehended it and have not 
dealt with it, they have concealed that 
which they knew from the people, and 
evaded the duty they owed to their 
Sovereign. I do not want to speak 
disrespectfully of men in office. It is 
not my custom in this House. I know 
something of the worrying labours to 
which they are subjected, and I know 
not how from day to day they bear the 
burden· of the labour imposed upon 
thetn; but still I lament that those who 
wear the garb-enjoy the emoluments"";' 
and I had almost said usurp the dignity 
of statesmanship. sink themselves merely 
into respectable and honourable admin
istrators, when there is a whole nation 
under the sovereignty of the Queen 
calling for ail their anxious thoughts 
-calling for the highest exercise of the 
highest qualities of the statesman. ) 

I put the question to the Chancellor . 
of the Exchequer. He is the only man 

, of this Government whom I have heard 
of late years who has spoken as if he 
comprehended 'this question, and he 
made a speech in the last Session of 
Parliament which was not without its 
influencl' both in England a~d in Ire- J ' 
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land. I should like to ask him whether 
this Irish question is above the stature 
of himself and of his Colleagues? If it 
be, I ask them to come down Jrom the 
high places which they occupy, and try 
to learn the art of legislation and gov
ernment before they practise it. I 
myself believe, if we could divest our
selves of the feelings engendered by' 
party strife, we might come to some 
better result. Take the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer. Is there in any legisla
tive assembly in the world a man, as 
the world judges, of more transcen
dent capacity? I will say even, is there ' 
a man with a more honest wish to do 
good to the country in which he occu. 
pies so conspicuous a place 7 

Take the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite. the leader of the Opposition 
-is there in any legislative assembly in 
the world, at this moment, a man lead
ing an Opposition of more genius for 
his position, who has given proof in 
every way but one in which proof can 
be given that he is competent to the 

• highest duties of the highest offices of 
the State? Well, but these men
great men whom we on this side and 
you on that side, to a large extent, 
admire and follow-fight for office, and 
the result is they sit alternately, one on 
this side and one on that. But suppose 
it were possible for these men, with 
their intellects, with their far-reaching 
vision, to examine this question tho
roughly, and to say for once, whether 
this leads to office and to the miserable , 
notoriety that men call fame which 
springs from office, or not, • If it be 
possible, we will act with loyalty to the 
Sovereign and justice to the people; 
and if it be possible, we will make 
Ireland a strength and not a weakness 
to the British Empire: It is from this 
fighting with party, and for party, and 
for the gains which party gives, that 
there is so little result from the great 
intellect of such men as there. Like 
the captive Samson of old.-

• They grind in brazen fetters, under task, 
With their Heaven·gifted strength-' 

and the country and the worid gain 
little by those faculties which God has 
given them for the blessing of the country 
and the world. 

The Secretary of State and the right 
han. Gentleman opposite have referred, 
even in stronger language, to the un
happy fact that much of what now 
exists in Ireland has been brought there 
from the United States of America. 
That is not a fact for us to console 
ourselves with; it only adds to the 
gravity and the difficulty of ,this ques
tion. You may depend upon it that if 
the Irish in America, having left this 
country. settled there with so strong a 
hostility to us, they have had their' 
reasons-and if being there with that 
feeling of affection for their native 
country which in all other cases in 
which we are not conurned we admire 
and reverence. they interfere in Ireland 
and stir up there the sedition that now 
exists, depend upon it there is in the 
condition of Ireland a state of things 
which greatly favours their attempts. 
There can be no continued fire without 
fuel, and all the Irish in America, and 
all the citizens of America, united' to
gether, with all their organization and 
all their vast resources, would not raise 
the very slightest flame of sedition or of 
insurrectionary movement in England or 
in Scotland. I want to know why they 
can do it in Ireland? Are you to say, 
as some people say in America and in 
Jamaica when speaking of the black 
man, that· Nothing can be made of the 
Irishman'? 

Everything can be made of him in 
every country but bis own. When he 
has passed through the American school 
-I speak of him as a child, or in the 
second generation of the Irish emigrant 
in that country-he is as industrious, as 
frugal, as independent, as loyal, as goo4 
a citizen of the American Republic, as 
any man born within the dominions of 
that Power. Why is it not so in Ire
land? I have asked the question be
fore, and I will ask it again-it is a 
pertinent question, and it demands an 
answer. Why is it that no Scotchman 

J2-~ 
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who leaves Scotland-and the Scotch 
have been taunted and ridiculed for 
being so ready to leave their country for 
a better climate and a better soil-how 
comes it, I ask, that no Scotchman who 
emigrates to the United States, and no 
Englishman who plants himself there, 
cherishes the smallest hostility to the 
people, to the institutions, or to the 
Government of his oative COWltry ? 
Wby does every Irishman who leaves 
his country and goes to the United 
States immediately settle himself down 
there, resolved to better his condition in 
life, but with a feeling of ineradicable 
hatred to the laws and institutions of 
the land of his birth? Is not this a fit 
question for statesmanship? 

If the Secretary of Stat~ since his 
last measure was brought in, now 
eighteen years ago, had had time, in 
the multiplicity of his duties, to con
sider this question; instead of now 
moving for the suspension of the Ha
beas Corpus Act, he might possibly 
have been rejoicing at the universal 
loyalty which prevailed, not throughout 
Great Britain only, but throughout the 
whole population of Ireland. I spent 
two autumns in Ireland in the years 
1849 and 1853. and I recollect making 
a speech in this House not long after
wards. which some persons thought was 
not very wide of the mark. I recom
mended the Ministers of that time to 
take an opportunity to hold an Irish 
Session of the Imperial Parliament-to 
have no great questions discussed con
nected with the ordinary matters which 
:lre hrought before us, but to keep Par
liament to the consideration of this Irish 
question solely. and to deal with those 
great matters which :lie constant sources 
of complaint; and I 5-"lid that a Session 
that was SO devoted to such a blessed 
and. holy work, would be a Session. if it 
were successful, that would stand forth 
ill all our future history as one of the 
noblest which had ever passed in the 
annals of the Imperial Parliament. 

Now. Sir. a few days ago everybody 
in thi., II ouse. with two or tbre.! excep
tIOns, was taking an oath at that table. 

It is called the Oath of Allegiance. It 
is meant at once to express loyalty and 
to keep men loyal. I do not think it 
generally does bind men to loyalty, if 
they have not loyalty without it. I 
hold loyalty to consist, in a country like 
this, as much in doing justice to the 
people as in guarding the Crown; (or I 
believe there is no guardianship of the 
Crown in a country like this. where the 
Crown is not supposed to rest abso
lutely upon force, so safe as that of 
which we know more in our day pro
bably tb."\R bas been known in former 
periods of our history. when the occu· 
pant of the Throne is respected, admired, 
and loved by the general people. Now, 
how comes it that these great statesmen 
whom I have oamed, with all their Col
leagues, some of them as eminent almost 
as their leaders, have never tried what 
they could do-have never shown their 
loyalty to the Crown by endeavouring 
to make the Queen as safe in the hearts 
of the people of Ireland as she is in the 
hearts '()f the people of England and of 
Scotland? 

Bear in mind that the Queen of Eng
land can do almost nothing in these 
matters. By our Constitution the Crown 
can take no direct part in them. The 
Crown cannot direct the policy of the 
Government; nay. the Crown cannot. 
without the consent of this House. eveu 
select its Ministers; therefore the Crown 
is helpless in this maUer. And we have 
in this country a Queen, who. in all the 
chilized nations of the world, is looked 
upon as a model of a Sovereign, and 
yet her name and fame are discredited 
and dishonoured by circumstances such 
as those which have twice during her 
reign called us together to agree to a 
proposition like that which is brought 
before us to-day. 

There is an instructive anecdote to be 
found in the annals of the Chinese Em
pire. In a remote province there was 
an insurrection. The Emperor put dowu 
the insurrection, but he abased and 
humbled himself before the people. and 
wd that if he bad been guilty of neglect 
he acknowledged his guilt, and he hum-

~-~-----------------------------' 
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bled himself before those on whom he 
had brought the evil of an insurrection 

, in one of his provinces. The Queen of 
these realms is not so responsible. She 
cannot thus humble herself; but I say 

I that your statesmen for the last forty
for the last sixty-years are thus guilty, 
and that they ought to humble them
selves before the people of this country 
for their neglect. But I have heard 
from Members in this House-I have 
seen much writing in newspapers-and 

, I have heard of speeches elsewhere, in 
which some of us, who advocate what 

I we believe to be a great and high mo
rality in public affairs, are charged with 
dislike to the institutions, and even dis
loyalty to the dynasty which rules in 
England. There can be nothing more 
offensive, nothing more unjust, nothing 
more utterly false. We who ask Par
liament, in dealing with Ireland, to deal 
with it upon the unchangeable principles 
of justice, are the friends of the people, 
and the really loyal advisers and sup
porters of the Throne. 

All history teaches us that it is not in 
human nature that men should be con
tent under any system of legislation, 
and of institutions such as exist in 
Ireland. You may pass this Bill, you 
may put the Home Secretary's five 
hundred men into gaol-you may do 
more than this, you may suppress the 
conspiracy and put down the insurrec
tion, but the moment it is suppressed 
there will still remain the germs of this 
malady, and from those germs will grow 
up as heretofore another crop of insur
rection and another harvest of misfor
tune. And it may be that those who 
sit here eighteen years after this moment 
will find another Ministry and another 
Secretary of State ready to propose to 
you another administration of the same 
ever.failing and ever·poisonous medicine. 
I say there is a mode of making Ireland 
loyal. I say that the Parliament of 
Engl:md having abolished the Parlia
ment of Ireland is doubly bound to ex
amine what that mode is, and, if it can 
discover it, to adopt it. I say that the 
Minister who occupies office in this 

country, merely that he may CI.fI')' on 
the daily routine of administration, who 
dares not grapple with this question, 
who dares not go into Opposition, and 
who will sit anywhere except where he 
can tell his mind freely to the House 
and to the country, may have a high 
position in the country, but he is not a 
statesman, nor is he worthy of the 
name. 

Sir, I shan not of>pose the proposition 
of the right hon. lientleman. The cir
cumstances, I presume, are s)1ch that the 
course which is about to be pUl"SUed is 
perhaps the only merciful course for 
1 reland. But I suppose it is not the 
intention of the Government, in the 
case of persons who are .arrested, and 
against whom any just complaint can 
be made, to do anything more than that 
which the ordinary law permits. and 
that when men are bro\lght to trial they 
will be brought to trial with all the 
fairness and an the advantages which 
the ordinary law gives. I should say 
what was most unjust to the Gentlemen· 
sitting on that (the Treasury) bench, if 
I said aught else than that I believe 
they are as honestly disposed to do 
right in this matter as I am and as I 
have ever been. I implore them, if they 
can, to shake off the trammels of doubt 
and fear with regard to this question, 
and to say something that may be 
soothing-something that may give 
hope to Ireland. 

I voted the other night with the hon. 
Member for Tralce ~The O·Donoghue). 
'We were in a very small minority. 
[, Hear, hear.1 Yes, I have often been i 
in small minorities. The hon. Gentle
man would have been content with a 
word of kindness and of sympathy, not 
for conspiracy, but for the people of 
Ireland. That word was not inserted 
in the Queen's speech, and to-night,. the 
Home SecretalY has made a speech 
urging the House to the course which, 
I presume, is about to be pursued; but 
he did not in that speech utter a single 
sentence with regard to a question 
which lies behind, and is greater and 
deeper than that which is discussed. 
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I hope. Sir. that if Ministers feel 
themselves bound to take this course of 
suspending the common rights of per
sonal freedom to a whole nation. at 
least they will not allow this debate to 
close without giving to us and to that 
nation some hope that before long mea
sures will be considered and will be 
introduced which will tend to create the 
same loyalty in Ireland that exists in 
Great Britain. If every man outside 

the walls of this House who has the 
interest of the whole Empire at heart 
were to speak here. what would he say 
to this House? Let not one day elapse. 
let not another Session pass. nntil yon 
have done something to wipe off this 
blot-for "blot it is upon the reign of 
the Queen. and scandal it is to the civi
lization and to the justice of the people 
of this "onnOy. -
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DUBLIN. OCTOBER 30. 1866. 

[Mr. Bright was invited to a Public Banquet in Dublin. The invitation was signed by 
more than twenty Members of Parliament, and by a ,large number of in1luential 
Members of the Liberal Party in Irelalld. This speech was spoken at the Banquet. 
The O'Donoghue was in the Chair.] 

I PEEL myself more embarrassed than 
I can well describe at the difficult but 
honourable position in which I find 
myself to-night. I am profoundly 
moved by the exceeding and generous 
kindness with which you have received 
me, and all I can do is to thank you for 
it. and to say how grateful to my heart 
it is that such a number as I see before 
me-I will say of my countrymen-have 
approved generally of the political 
course which I have pursued. But I 
may assure you that the difficulty of 
this position is not at all of my seeking .. 
I heard during the last Session of Par
liament that if I was likely to come to 
Ireland during the autumn. it was not 
improbable that I should be asked to 
some banquet of this kind in this city. 
I had an intention of coming. but being 
moved by this kindness or menace. I 
changed my mind. and spent some 
weeks in Scotland instead of Ireland. 
When I found from jhe newspapers 
that an invitation was being signed,' 
asking me to come here, I wrote to my 
honourable friend. Sir John Gray. to 
ask him if he would be kind enough to 
put an extinguisher upon the project,. 

inasmuch as I was not intending to 
cross the Channel. He said that the 
matter had proceeded so far that it was 
impossible to interfere with it-that it 
must take its natural course; and the 
result was that I received an invitation 
signed. I think, by about one hundred 
and forty names, amongst whom there 
were not less, I believe. than twenty-two 
Members of the House of Commons. 
Well. as you will probably imagine, I 
felt that this invitation was of such a 
nature that, although it was most 
difficult to accede to it. it was impos
sible to refuse it. This accounts for 
my being here to-night, and is a simple 
explanation of what has taken place. 

I said amongst the signatures were 
the names of not less than twenty-two 
Members of the House of Commons. 
I speak with grief when I say that one 
of our friends who signed that invi
tation is no longer with us. I hall. not 
the pleasure of a long acquaintance 
with Mr. Dillon. but I shall. take this 
opportunity of saying that during the 
last Session of Parliament I formed a. 
very high opinion of his character. 
There was that in his eye and in the 
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tone of his voice-in his manner alto
gether, which marked him for an hon
ourable and a just man. I venture to 
say that his sad and sudden removal is 
a great loss to Ireland. I believe 
amongst all her worthy sons, Ireland 
has had no worthier and no nobler son 
than John Blake Dillon. 

I shall not be wrong if I assume that 
the ground of my visit to Dublin is to 
be found first in the sympathy which I 
have always felt and expressed for the 
condition, and for the wrongs. and for 
the rights of the people of Ireland, and 
probably also because I am supposed, 
in some degree, to represent some 
amount of the opinion in England, 
which is also· favourable to the true 
interests of this island. 

The Irish question is a question that 
has often been discussed, and yet it 
remains at this day as much a question 
as it has been for centuries past. The 
Parliament of Kilkenny.-a .Parliament 
that sat a very long time ago. if indeed 
it was a Parliament at all,-it was a 
Parliament that sat about five hundred 
years ago, which proposed, I believe, to 
inflict a very heavy penalty if any Irish
man's horse was found grazing on any 
Englishman's land,-this Parliament 
left on record a question. which it may 
be worth our while to consider to-night. 
It put this question to the King. • How 
comes it to pass that the King was 
never the richer for Ireland? • We. five 
hundred years afterwards, venture to 
ask this question •• Why is it that the 
Queen, or the Crown •. or. the United 
Kingdom, or the Empire, IS never the 
richer for Ireland ? '-and if you will 
pernlit me I will try to give you as 
clearly as I can something like an 
answer to that very old question. 
What it may be followed by is this, 
How is it that we. the Imperial Parlia
ment, cannot act so as to bring about 
in Ireland contentment and tranquillity, 
and a solid union between Ireland 
and Great Britain? And that means, 
further, How can we improve the con
dition and change the minds of the 
people of Ireland? Some say (I have 

heard many who say it in England, and 
I am afraid there are Irishmen also who 
would say itl. that there is some radi
cal defect in the Irish character which 
prevents the condition of Ireland being 

- so satisfactory as is the condition of 
England and of Scotland. Now, I am 
inclined to believe that whatever there 
is that is defective in any portion of the 
Irish people comes not from their race. 
Qut from their history. and from the 
conditions to which they have been 

_ subjected. 
I am told by those in authority that 

in Ireland there is a remarkable absence 
of crime. I have heard since I came to 
Dublin. from those well acquainted 
with the facts, that there is probably no 
great city in the world-in the civilized 
and Christian world-of equal popula
tion with the city in which we are now 
assembled. where there is so little crime 
committed. And I find that the por
tion of the Irish people which has found 
a home in the United States has in the 
period of sixteen years-between 1848 
and 1864-remitted about 13.000.000/. 
sterling to their friends and relatives in 
Ireland. I am bound to place these 
facts in opposition to any statements 
that I hear as to any radical de
fects of the Irish character. I say 
that it would be much more probable 
that the defect lies in the Government 
and in the law.- But there are some I 

others who say that the great misfor
tune of Ireland is in the existence of 
the noxious race of political agitators. 
Well. as to that I may state. that the 
most distinguished political agitators 
that have appeared during the last hun
dred years in Ireland are Grattan and 
O'Connell. and I should say that he 
must be either a very stupid or a very 
base Irishman who would wish to erase 
the achieyements of Grattan and O'Con
nell from the annals of his country. 

But some say (and this is not an 
uncommon thing)-some say that the 
priests of the popular Church in Ireland 
have been the cause of much discontent. 
I believe there is no class of men in 
Ireland who have a deeper interest in a 
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prosperous and numerous community 
than the priests of the Catholic Church; 
and further, I believe that no men have 
suffered more - have suffered more, I 
mean, in mind and in feeling-from 
witnessing the miseries and the desola
tion which during the last century lto 
go no farther bnck) have stricken and 
alHicted the Irish people. 

But some others say that there is no 
ground of complaint. because the laws 
and institutions of Ireland are, in the 
main, the same as the laws and institu
tions of England and Scotland. They 
say, for example. that if there be an 
Established Church in Ireland there is 
one in England and one in Scotland, 
and that Nonconfonnists are very nu
merous both in England and in Scot
land; but they seem to forget this fact, 
that the Church in England or the 
Church in Scotland is not in any sense 
a foreign Church -that it has not been 
imposed in past times, and is not main
tained by force-that it is not in any 
degree the symbol of conquest-that it 
is not the Church of a small minority, 
absorbing the ecclesiastical levenues 
and endowments of a whole kingdom: 
and they omit to remember or to ac
knowledge that if any Government 
attempted to plant by force the Epis
copal Church in Scotland or the Catho
lic Church in England, the disorders 
and discontent which have prevailed in 
Ireland would be witnessed with to:nfold 
intensity and violence in Great Britain. 
And these persons whom I am describ
ing also say that the land laws in Ireland 
are the same as the land laws in Eng
land. It would be easy to show that 
the land laws in England are bad enough, 
and that but for the outlet of the popu
lation, afforded by our extraordinary 
manufacturing industry, the condition 
of England would in all probability 
become quite as bad as the condition 
of Ireland has been; but if the coun
tries differ with regard to land and the 
management of it in their customs, may 
it not be reasonable that they should 
also differ in their laws? 

In Ireland the landowner is the crea-

lure of conquest, not of conquest of eight 
hundred years ago, but of conquest 
completed only two hundred years ago ; 
and it may be well for us to remember, 
and for all Englishmen to remember, 
that succeeding that transfer of the land 
to the new-comers from Great Britain, 
there followed a system ~ of law, known 
by the name of the Penal Code, of the 
most ingenious cruelty, and such as, I 
believe, has never in modem times been 
inflicted on any Christian people. Un
happily, on this account, the wound 
which was opened by the conquest has 
never been pennitted to he closed, and 
thus we have had landowners in Ireland 
of a different mce, of a different religion, 
and of different ideas from the great 
bulk of the people, and there has been 
a constant and bitter war between the 
owners and occupiers of the soil. Now, 
up to this point I suppose that even the 
gentlemen who were dining together 
the other evening in Belfast would pro· 
bably agree with me, because what I 
have stated is mere matter of notorious 
history, and to be found in every book 
which has treated of the course of Irish 
affairs during the last two hundred 
years. But I think they would agree 
with me even further than this. They 
would say that Ireland is a land which 
has been torn by religious factions, and 
tom by these factions at least in the 
North as much as in the South; and 
I think they would be doing less than 
justice to the inhabitants of the North 
if they said that they had in any de
gree come short of the people of the 
~outh in the intensity of their passionate 
feelings with regard to their <..hurch. 

But Ireland has been more than this 
-it has been a land of evictions-a 
word which,' I suspect. is scarcely 
known in any other chilized country. 
It is a country from which thousands of 
families have been d,h'en by the will of 
the landowners and the power of the law. 
It is a country where have existed, to 
a great extent, those dread tribunals 
known by the name 01 common secret 
societies, by which, in pursuit of what 
some men have thought to be ju.lice, 
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there have been committed crimes of a great nation wisely and justly. Now, 
appalling guilt in the eye of the whole in Ireland there has been a field in 
world. It is a country, too, in which- which all the principles of the Tory 
and it is the only Christian country of party have had their complete ex-
which it may he said for some centu- periment and development. You have' 
ries past-it is a country in which a had the country gentleman in all his 
famine of the most desolating character power. You have had any number of 
has prevailed even during our own Acts of Parliament which the ancieut 
time. I think I was told in 1849, as I Parliament of Ireland or the Parliament 
stood in the burial-ground at Skib- of the United Kingdom could give him. 
bereen, that at least 400 people who You have had the Established Church 
had died of famine were buried within supported by the law, even to the ex-
the quarter of an acre of ground on tent, not many years ago, of collecting 
which I was then looking. It is a its revenues by the aid of military force. 
country, too, from which there has been In point of fact, I believe it would 
a greater emigration by sea within a be impossible to imagine a state of 
given time than has been known at any' things in which the principles of the 
time from any other country in the Tory party have had a more entire and 
world. It is a country where there has complete opportunity for their trial 
been, for generations past, -a. general than they have had within the limits of 
sense of wrong, out of which has grown this island. And yet what has hap-
a state of chronic insurrection; and at pened ? This, surely. That the king-
this very moment when I speak, the dom has been continually weakened-
general safeguard of constitutional Ii- that the harmony of the empire has 
berty is withdrawn, and we meet in been disturbed, and that the mischief 
this hall, and I speak here to-night, has not been confined to the United 
rather by the forbearance and permis- Kingdom, but has. spread to the Colo-
sion of the Irish executive than under nies. And at this moment, as we 
the protection of the common safe- know by every arrival from the United 
guards of the rights and liberties of the States, the colony of Canada is ex-
people of the United Kingdom. posed to danger of invasion-that it is 

I venture to say that this is a miser-- forced to keep on foot soldiers which 
able and a humiliating picture to draw it otherwise would not want, and 
of this country. Bear in mind that I to involve itself in expenses which 
am not speaking of Poland suffering threaten to be ruinous to its financial 
under the conquest of Russia. There condition, and all that it may defend 
is a gentleman, now a candidate for an itself from Irishmen hostile to England 
Irish county, who is very great upon who are settled in the United States. 
the wrongs of Poland; but I have found In fact, the Government of Lord 
him always in the House of Commons Derby at this moment is doing exactly 
taking sides with that great party which that which the Government of Lord 
has systematically supported the wrongs North did nearly a hundred years ago
ofIreland. I am not speaking about Hun- it is sending out troops across the 
gary, or of Venice as she' was under the Atlantic to fight Irishmen who are the 
rule of Austria. or of the Greeks under bitter enemies of England on the 
the dominion of the Turk. but I am American continent. Now, I believe 
speaking of Ireland-'-part of the United every gentleman in this room will 
Kingdom -part of that which boasts admit that all that I have said is literally 
itself to be the most civilized and the true. And if it be true. what conclu-
most Christian nation in the world. I sion are we to come to? Is it that the ' 
took the liberty recently, at a meeting law which rules in Ireland is bad, but j 

I 
in Glasgow, to say that I believed it the people good; or that the law is I 
was impossible for n class to govern good, but the people bad? Now, let L ______________________________ ~ ____________________ ~------~ 
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us, if we can, get rid for a moment of 
Episcopalianism, Presbyterianism, Pro
testantism, and Orangeism on the one 
hand, and of Catholicism, Romanism. 
and Ultramontanism on the other,-let 
us for a moment get beyond all these 
• isms,' and try if we can discover what 
it is that is the great evil in your 
country. I shall ask you only to tum 
your eye upon two points-the first is 
the Established Church, and the second 
is the tenure ofland. The Church may 
be said to affect the soul and sentiment 
of the country, and the land question 
may be said to affect the means of life 
and the comforts of the people. 

I shall not blame the bishops and 
clergy of the Established Church. There 
may be, and I doubt not there are 
amongst them, many pious and devoted 
men, who labour to the utmost of their 
power to do good in the district which 
is committed to their care; but I ven
ture to say this, that if they were all 
good and all pious, it would not in a 
national point of view compensate for 
this one fatal error-the error of their 
existence as the ministers of an Es
tablished Protestant Church in Ireland. 
Every man of them is necessarily in 
his district a symbol of the supremacy 
of the few and of the SUbjection of the 
many; and although the amount of the 
revenue of the Established Church as 
the sum payable by the whole nation 
may not be considerable, yet bear in 
mind that it is often the galling of the 
chain which is more tormenting than 
the weight of it. I believe that the 
removal of the Established Church 
would create a new political and social 
atmosphere in Ireland-that it would 
make the people feel that old things 
had passed away-that all things had 
become new-that an Irishman and his 
faith were no longer to be condemned 
in his own country-and that for the 
first time the English people and the 
English Parliament intended to do full 
justice to Ireland. 

Now, leaving the Established Church, 
I come to the question of the land. I 
have said that the ownership of the 

land in Ireland came originally from 
conquest and from confiscation, and, 
as a matter of course, there was 
created a great gulf between the 
owner and the occupier, and from that 
time to this doubtless there has been 
wanting that sympathy which exists to 
a large extent in Great Britain, and that 
ought to exist in every country. I' am 
told-you can answer it if I am wrong 
-that it is not common in Ireland now 
to give leases to tenants, especially to 
Catholic tenants. If that be so, then 
the security for the property of the 
tenant rests only upon the good feeling 
and favour of the owner of the land, for 
the laws, as we know, have been made 
by the landowners, and many proposi
tions for the advantage of the tenants 
have unfortunately been too little con
sidered by Parliament. The result is 
that you have bad farming, bad dwell
ing-houses, bad temper, and everything 
bad connected with the occupation a.nd 
cultivation of land in Ireland. One of 
the results-a result the most appalling 
-is this, that your population are flee
ing from your country and seeking 'a 
refuge in a distant land. On this point 
I wish to refer to a letter which I re
ceived a few days ago from a most 
esteemed citizen of Dublin. He told 
me that he believed that a very large 
portion of what he called the poor, 
amongst Irishmen, sympathized with 
any scheme or any proposition that was 
adverse to the Imperial Government. 
He said further, that the people here 
are rather in the country than of it, and 
that they are looking more to America 
than they are looking to England. I think 
there is a good deal in that. When we 
consider how many Irishmen have found 
a refuge in America. I do not know how 
we can wonder at that statement. 

You will recollect that when the 
ancient Hebrew prophet prayed in his 
captiVIty he prayed with his window 
opened towards Jerusalem. You know 
that the followers of Mahommed, when 
they pray, turn their faces towards 
Mecca. When the Irish peasant asks 
for food, and freedom, and blessing, his 
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eye follows the setting sun; the aspira
tions of his heart reach beyond the wide 
Atlantic, and in spirit he grasps hands 
with the great Republic of the West. 
If this be so, I say, then, that the disease 
is not only serious, but it is even des
perate; but desperate as it is, I believe 
there is a certain remedy for it, if the 
people and the Parliament of the United 
Kingdom are willing to apply it. Now, 
if' it were possible, would it not be 
worth while to change the sentiments 
and improve the conaition of the Irish 
cultivators of the soil? If we were to 
remove the State Church, there would 
still be a Church, but it would nol be a 
supremacy Church. The Catholics of 
Ireland have no idea of saying that 
Protestantism in its various forms sha\l 
not exist in their island. Tliere would 
still be a Church, but it would be a free 
Church of a section of a free people. I 
will not go into details about the change. 
Doubtless every man would say that 
the present occupants of the livings 
should not, during their lifetime, be 
disturbed; but if the principle of the 
abolition of the State Church were once 
fixed and accepted, it would not be diffi
cult to arrange the details that would 
be satisfactory to the people of Ireland. 

Who objects to this? The men who 
are in favour of supremacy, and the 
men who have a fanatical hatred of 
what they call Popery. To honest and 
good men of the Protestant Church and 
of the Protestant faith there is no reason 
whatever to fear this change. What 
has the voluntary system done in Scot
land? What has it done amongst the 
Nonconformists of England? What has 
it done amongst the population of 
Wales? and what has it done amongst 
the Catholic population of your own 
Ireland? In my opinion. the abolition 
of the Established Church would give 
Protestantism itself another chance. I 
believe there has been in Ireland no 
other enemy of Protestantism so inju
rious as the Protestant State Establish
ment. It has been loaded for two 
hundred years with the sins of bad 
govemmentand bad laws, and whatever 

may have been the beauty and the holi
ness of its doctrine or of its professors. 
it has not been able to hold its ground, 
loaded as it has been by the sins of a 
bad government. One effect of the 
Established Church has been this, the 
making Catholicism in Ireland not only 
a faith but a patriotism, for it was not 
likely that any member of the Catholic 
Church would incline in the slightest 
degree to Protestantism so long as it 
presented itself to his eyes as a wrong
doer and full of injustice in connection 
with the government of his country. 

But if honest Protestantism has 
nothing to fear from the changes that I 
would recommend, what has the honest 
landowner to fear? The history' of 
Europe and America for the last one 
hundred years affords scm-cely any 
picture more painful than that which 
is afforded by the landowners of this 
kingdom. The Irish landowner has 
been different from every other land
owner, for the bulk of his land has only 
been about half cultivated, and he has 
had to collect his rents by a process 
approaching the evils of civil war. His, 
property has been very insecure--the 
sale of it sometimes has been rendered 
impossible. The landowner himself has 
often been hated by those who ought to 
have loved him. He has been banished 
from his ancestral home by terror. and 
not a few have lost their lives without 
the sympathy of those who ought to 
have been their protectors and their 
friends. I would like to ask, what can 
be much worse than this? If in this 
country fifty years ago, as in Prussia, 
there had arisen statesmen who would 
have taken one-third or one-half the 
land from the landowners of Ireland, 
and made it over to their tenants, I 
believe that the Irish landowner, great 
as would have been the injustice of 
which he might have complained, would 
in all probability have been richer and 
happier than he has been. 

What is the first remedy which you 
would propose? Clearly this-that 
which is the most easily applicable and 
which would most speedily touch the , ___________________________________________________ J 
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condition of the country. It is this- geniture? Why should we toler!lte the 
that the property 'Which the tenant shall s»stern of entails? Why should the 
invest or create in his farm shall be object of the law be to accumulate land 
secured to the tenant by law. I believe in great masses in few hands. and to 
that if Parliament were fairly to enact make it almost impossible for persons 
this it would make a change in the of small 'means. and tenant-farmers. to 
whole temper of the country. I recol- become possessors of land? If you go 
lect in the year 1849 being down in the to other countlies- for example. to 
county of Wexford. I called at the. Norway. to Denmark. to Holland. to 
house of an old farmer of the name of Belgium, to France. to Germany. to 
Stafford, who lived in a very good house, Italy. or to the United States. you will 
the best !ann-house, I think. that I had find that in all tqese countries those 
seen since leaving Dublin. He lived on laws of which I complain have been, 
his own farm, which he had bought abolished. and the land is just as free to 
fifteen years before. The house was a buy and sell. and hold and cultivate. as 
house which he had himself built. He any other description of property in the 
Vias a venerable old man. and we had kingdom. No doubt your Landed Es
some very interesting conversation with tates Court and your Record ofTitIes Act 
him. I asked how it was he had so were good measures. but they were good 
good a house? He said the farm was because they were in the direction that 
his own, and the house was his own, I want to travel farther in. -
and. as no man could disturb him. he But I would go farther than that; I 
had made it a much better house than would deal with the question of absen
was common for the farmers of Ireland. teeism. 1 am not going to propose to 
1 said -to him. 'If all the farmers of tax absentees; but if my advice were 
Ireland had the same security for the taken. we should have a Parliamentary 
capital they laid out on their farms. _ Commission empowered to buy up the 
what would be the result?' The old large estates in Ireland belonging t~ 
man almost sprang out of his chair. and the English nobility. for the purpose of 
said. • Sir, if you will give us that en- selling them on easy terms to the occo
couragement. we will bale the hunger piers of the falms and to the tenantry of 
Ollt of Ireland.' It is said that all thi~ Ireland. Now.letme be fairly understood. 
must be left to contract between the I am not proposing to tax absentees; I . 
landlord and the tenant; but the public. am not proposing to take any of their 
which may be neither landlord nor property from them; but I propose this. 
tenant. has a great interest in this ques- that a Parliamentary Commission should 
tion; and I maintain that the interests be empowered to treat for the purchase 
of the public require that Parliament of those large estates with a view of 
~hould secure to the tenant the property selling them to the tenantry of Ireland. 
which he has invested in his farm. But Now. here are some of them-the pre
I would not stop here. sent Prime Minister Lord Derby. Lord 

There is another. and what I should Lansdowne. Lord Fitzwilliam. the Mar
c:\ll a more permanent and far-reaching quis of Hertford. the Marquis of Bath. 
remedy for the evils of Ireland. and the Duke of Bedford. the Duke of 
those persons who stickle so much for Devonshire. and many others. They 
political economy I hope will follow have estates :in Ireland; many of them. 
me in this. The great evil of Ireland is 1 dare say, are just as well managed as 
this-that the Irish people-the Irish any other e.tates in the country; but ' 
nation-are dispossessed of the soil, and what you want is to restore to Ireland 
what we ought to do is to provide 'for, 3. middle-c1as5 proprietary of the soil; 
and aid in. their restoration to it by all and I venture to say that if these estates 
measures of justice. Why should we could be purchased and could be sold 
tolerate in Ileland the law of primo- out fann by fann to the tenant occupiers L ____________________________________________________ ~ 
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in Ireland, that it would be infinitely 
better in a conservative sen~e, than that 
they should belong to great proprietors 
living out of the country. 

I have said that the disease is des
perate, and that the remedy must be 
searching. I assert that the present 
system of government with regard to 
the Church nnd with regard to the Innd 
has failed disastrously in II'eland. Under 
it Ireland has become nn object of com
miseration to the whole world, and a 

,discredit to the United Kingdom, of 
which it forms a part. It is a land of 
many sorrows. Men fight for supre
macy, and call it Protestantism; they 
fight for evil and bad laws, and they 
call it acting for the defence of property. 
Now, an: there no good men in lI'eland 
of those who are generally opposed to 
us in politics-an: there none who can 
rise above the level of ~rty? If there 
be such, I wish my vOIce might reach 
them. I have often asked myself whe
ther patriotism is dead in he1and. Can
not all the people of Ireland see that 
the calamities of their country are the 
creatures of the law, and if that be so, 
that just laws only can remove these 
calamities? 

If Il'ishmen were united-if your 105 
Members were for the most part agreed, 
you might do almost anrthing that you 
liked-you might do It even in the 
present Parliament; but if you are dis
united, then I know not how you can 
gain anything from a Parliament created 
as the Imperial Parliament is now. 
The classes who rule in Britain will 
hear your cry as they have heard it 
before, and will pay no attention to it. 
They will see your people leaving your 
shores, and they will think it no cala
mity to the country. They know that 
they have for1lC to suppress insurrection, 
and, therefore, you can gain nothing 
from Uleir fears. What, then, is your 
hope? It is in a better Parliament, 
representing fairly the United Kingdom 
-the movement which is now in force I 
in Englnnd and Scotland, and which is 
your movement as much as ours. If 
there were 100 more Members, the 

representatives of large and free consti
tuencies, then your cry would be heard, 
and the ~ple would give you thllt 
justice whIch a class has so long denied 
you. The great party that is DOW in 
power-Ule Tory party-denies that 
you have any just cause of complaint, 

In a speech delivered the olher day 
in Belfast, much was said of the enforce
ment of the law; but there was nothing 
said about any change or amendment in 
the law. With this party terror is their 
only specific,-they have no confidence 
in alleginnce except w here there is no 
power to rebel. Now, I differ from 
these men entirely, I believe that at 
the root of a general discontent there is 
in all countries a general grievance and 
general suffering. The surface of so
ciety is not incessantly disturbed with
out a cause. I recollect in the pocm 
of the greatest of Italian poets, he 
tells us that as he saw in vision the 
Stygian lake, and stood upon its banks, 
he observed the constant commotion 
upon the surface of the pool, and his 
good instructor and guide explained to 
him the cause of it-

I This, too, for certain knnw, that under
neath 

The water dwells a multitude, whose 
sighs 

Into these bubbles make the surface 
heave, 

As thine eye tells thee wheresoc'er it 
tum.-

And I say in Irelnnd for generations 
back, that the misery and the wrongs 
of the people have made their sign, and 
have found a voice in constant insur
rection and disorder. I have said that 
Irelalld is a country of many wrongs 
and of many sorrows. Her past lies 
almost all in shadow. Her p,'Csent is 
full of anxiety and peril. lIer future 
depends on the power of her people to 
substitute equality and justice for supre
macy, and a generous patriotism for the 
spirit of faction. III the effort now 
making in Great Britain to create a free 
representation of the p'cople you have 
the deepest interest. 1 he people nev,er 
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wish to suffer, and they never wish to 
inflict injustice. They ha\"e no sym
pathy with the wrong-doer, whether in 
Great Britain or in Ireland; and when 
they are fairly represented in the Im
perial Parliament, as I hope they will 

one day be, they will speedily give an 
effective and final answer to that old 
question of the Parliament of Kilkenny 
-' How comes it to pass that the 
King has never been the richer for ' 
Ireland?' 

--,~~-
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DUBLIN, NOVEMBER 2, 1866. 

[Thinpeech was spoken at a public meeting held in Dublin, at which an Address from 
the Trades was presented to Mr. Bright. James Haughton, Esq., was in the Chair.] 

WHEN I came to your city I was 
asked if I would attend a public meet
ing on the question of Parliamentary 
Reform. I answered that I was not in 
good order for much speaking, for I 
have suffered, as I am afraid you will 
find before I come to the end of my 
speech, from much cold and hoarseness; 
but it was urged upon me that there 
were at least some, and not an incon
siderable number, of the working men 
of this city who would be glad if I 
would meet them; and it was proposed 
to offer me some address of friendship 
and confidence such as that which has 

, been read. I have no complaint to 
, make of it but this, that whilst I do not 
, say it indicates too much kindness, yet 

that it colours too highly the small 
services which I have been able to ren
der to any portion of my countrymen. 
Your countrymen are reckoned gene
rally to be a people of grent gmtitude 
and of much enthusiasm, and, therefore, 
I accept the Address with all the kind
ness and feelings of friendship with 
which it has been oilel'ed, and I hope it 
will be, at least in some degree, a stimu
lant to me, in whatever position of life 
I am placed, to remember, as I have 

I ever in past times remembered, the 

i
' claims of the people of this island to 

complete and equal justice with the 
I people of Great Britain. 

Now, there may be persons in this 
room, I should be surprised if there 
were not, who doubt whether it is worth 
their while even to hope for substantial 
justice, as this address says, from a Par
liament sitting in London. If there be 
such a Blan in this room let him under
stand that I am not the man to condemn 
him or to express surpIise at the opinion 
at which he has arrived. But I would 
ask him in return for that, that he 
would give me at least for a few minutes 
a patient hearing, and he will find that, 
whether justice may come from the north 
or the south, or the east or the west, 1, at 
any rate, stand as a friend of the most 
complete justice to the people of this 
island. When discussing the question 
of Parliamentary Reform, I have often 
heard it asserted that the people of Ire
land, and I am not speaking of those 
who are hopeless of good (rom a Par
liament in London, but that the people 
of Ireland generally imagine that the 
.question of Parliamentary Reform has 
very little importance for them. Now 
1 IIndertake to say, and I think I can 
~ake it clear to this meeting. that what
ever be the importance of that question 
to any man in England or Scotland, if 
the two islands are to continue under 
Imperial Parliamentary Government, it 
is of more importanc(' to every Irish
man. You know that tlle Parliament of 

'l 
I 

!-- -----------.------~-----, 



:! 1866. IRELAND. VII. 
I 
,which I am a Member contains 658 

, '-'Members, of whom 105 cross the Chan
,nel from Ireland, and when they go to 
, London they meet-supposing all the 

Members of the House of Commons 
are gathered, together-S53 Members 
who are returned for Great Britain. 
Now, suppose that all your 105 Mem
bers were absolutely good and honour
able representatives of the people of 
Ireland-I will not say Tories, or 
Whigs, or Radicals, or Repealers, but 

, anything you like,-let every man ima
gine that all these Members were ex
actly the sort of men he would wish to 
go from Ireland,-when the 105 arrive 
in London they meet with the 553 who 
are returned from Great Britain. Now, 
suppose that the system of Parliament
ary representation in Great Britain is 

! very bad, that it represents very few 
persons in that great island, and that 
those who appear to be represented are 
distributed in the small boroughs over 
different parts of the country, and in the 

, counties under the thumb and finger of 
the landlords, it is clear that the whole 
Parliament, although your 105 Mem
bers may be very good men, must still 

~ be a very bad Parliament. Therefore, 
if any man imagines-and I should 
think no man can imagine-that the 
tepresentation of the people in Ireland 
is in a very good state-still, if he 
fancies it is in a good state-unless the 
representation of Great Britain were 
at least equally good, you might have 
a hundred excellent Irish Members 
in Parliament at Westminster; but 
the whole 658 Members might be a 
very bad Parliament for the United 
Kingdom. 

The Member for a borough or a 
county in Ireland, when he goes to 
London, votes for measures for ·the 
whole kingdom: and a Member for 
Lancashire or for Warwickshire, or for 
any other county or borough in Great 
Britain, votes for measures not only for 
Great Britain but also for Ireland, and 
therefore, all parts of the United King
dom-every county, every borough, 
every parish, every family, every man-

has a clear and distinct and undoubted 
interest in a Parliament that shall faiTl)' 
and justly represent the whole nation. 
Now, look for a moment at two or 
three facts with regard to Ireland alolle. 
I have stated some facts with regard to 
England and Scotland at recent meet
ings held across the Channel. 

Now for two or three facts with re
gard to Ireland. In Ireland you have 
five boroughs returning each one Mem
ber, the average number of electors in 
each of these boroughs being only 172. 
You have 13 boroughs, the average 
number being 316. You have 9 other 
boroughs with an average number of 
electors of 497. You have, therefore, 
27 boroughs whose whole number of 
electors, if they were all put together, 
is only 9,453, or an average of 350 
electors for each Member. I must tell 
you further that you have a single 
county with nearly twice as many voters 
as the whole of those 27 boroughs. 
Your 27 boroughs have only 9,453. 
electors, and the county of Cork has 
]6,107 electors, and returns but two 
Members. But that is not the worst of 
the case. It happens both in Great 
Britain and Ireland, wherever the bo
rough constituencies are so small, that 
it is almost impossible that they shonld 
be independent; a very acute lawyer, 
for example, in one of those boroughs 
-a very influential clergyman, whether 
of your Church or ours-when I say 
ours, I do not mean mine, but the 
Church of England-half-a-dozen men 
combining together, or a little corrup
tion from candidates going with a well
filled purse,-these are the influences 
brought to bear upon those small bo
roughs both in England and Ireland. 
A great many of them return their 
Members by means of corruption, more 
or less, and a free and real represen ta
tion of the people is hardly ever possible 
in a borough of that small sile. 

But if I were to compare your bo
roughs with your counties, see how it 

. stands.- You have thirty-nine borough 
Members, with· 30,000 electors, and you 
have sixty-four county Members, with 
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quarter of the inJiumce ill Pa.d.iameut 
.hidl those small populatioas ill the 
small boroughs haYe. We come aat to 
another qarstioa .. hkh is of great O:OD
sequence. ~ot only are thO6/< small 
bocoaghs altogether too small roc iJlde... 
penderu:e. but if.e come to your Ia.rge 
COIUlty coa:;ti~ we bud that from 
the peculiar circumstaIlces and the re1a
tions whkh e<ist betweea the YOter and 
the OWller of the land. there is scaredy 
any freedom of electi~ EYeD in you 
coanties I should suppose that if there 
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or their agents. that in &t least three
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COIUlty electors would be by, nst majo
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still SUI.:h as to be _ly discreditable ; 
to a leal ~TC syst.... Aad ; 
you. IDIISt bmr in mind that there is ItO ' 

other people ia the world that CODSi.krs 
that it bas a &ir repn:sc:utatiTC syst~ .. 
auless it bas the ballot.. l"he ballot is 
~ almost ia tbe t"nited Swes.. 
It is almost lUIi~ ill the coloaies. &t 
&I1y ratc iD the AIIStraliaa coloai.:s; it 
is almost lUIiversa.l OIl the COIltinaat of 
Earope. and ia the __ Parl.iama:ut vf 
lSocth Germaay •• hkh is aOOaI: SOOIl to 
be &:;sembled. CYery maa of twcU.:y-llTC 
years of age is to be alIg .. ed to YOke. 
and to 'IOI:c by ballot.. 
~ow.1 IIold. withoal &Il1 &!ar of roar

trodictio.. that the iatelligcucr and the 
Urtucs of the people of lreluad are aoc 
JeprCSeDted ill. the Padiameat. You. 
bTC yoar wrongs to o:omplaia of
wrungs ccutarus oW. and wrongs that 
10ag ago tbc people of Irelaad. and. 1 
YCDt1Ue to say. the people of w....r. 
lIritaia lUIited with lrelalld-My 
frieDd lIP there will IIIDI: list.,.. to the 
ad of -1 seu-.:e.. I say that the 
people of Great BritaiD. ~ with the 
people of IreIaDd. ia a &ir ~ 
tioa of the .. laolc. 100uld loag ago ba"c 
ftIDe\lj..d cwry just ~ of .. Iaicll 
you. could o:omplaia.. 

I .. ill taIu. two ~ .hidl 1 
treated apoD the other CYCD.i.ag. l.ill 
ask about ODe questio_that is. the 
questioa of the supn9lllll.:f of the Chun;h 
ia IrelaDd. Half the people ia EDgIaAd 
are ~aa£ODfonuists.. nae., are aoc ia 
fil"OIll" of .. L-tabli:ihcd buu .. .-h any~ 
• b.=. ad it is lilted} impos:;ililc tboit 
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_ tMy could be in &TOUI' of an Esbblished 
~ Church ill an isbDd like this-aa Ls
_ tahli;.bed Charda formed of a mere 

baudful of the populatioa. in opposi
tioIl to the wishes of the _tioa. .sow 
take the PriDcipality of Wales. I sup
pose that four out of fi~ of the popuIa
boa there are Dissenters, and tMr are 
-.t ill &TOUI' of mainlaioing a reli..oious 
Protestant Eslablisbmeot in Irdaud.. 
The people of ScotlaDd haft also 
seaded ill sach large Dombers from 
their Estahlisbed Church. ahbough of a 
demoaatic: c:harader, that I suppose 
those ..-ho haft SIeCII!ded are a c:onsider
able majority of the..-hoIe peopIe-they 
are -.t in ,,_ of maintaining an 
ec:c:lesiastical L\ahlish_ in IreIaacI 
in oppositioD to the rinrs of the great 
majority of roor people. Take the 
other quesbon-th:at of Iaad.. 'Ibae is 
DObody ill GftSl Britilia of the great 
to'"' populatiOll, or of the middle class, 
or of the still more DUJDeI'ODS working 
cbss. who has lUIy sympathy with that 
CCDiition of the law and of the adlllinti-

• tratioa of the law which has 'II"OJi;:~ 
sach mischiefs in roor COUIltry. But 
these XOIlCOIlformists, ..-hether in Eag
Iaad.. Wales. or Scotland, these great 
middle c:Ias&es. and still gteater working 
classes. are in the positioa that ,ou. are.. 
Only 9xteea of ~ Iumdn:d ha~ a 
-e. and those sixteea are so ~ 
that whea their represmtatiws ~ to 
Parliameat they tum out for the most 
part to be DO real represmtatiwes of the 
people.. 

I will tdl,.... Wdy that you. lIS the 
less populoas and less powerful part of 
this great aatioa-,ou. of all the mea ill 
the l:nited Kingdom. ha~ by iar the 
stroDgest interest in a thorough reform 
of the ImJl"rial Puli.uDent. and I beIieo-e 
that ,.... yowselooes could DOt do )'OUI'
selwes sach cumplete justice by )'OUI'
seI-.a lIS JOG c:aa do.. by fairly acting 
with the ~ millioDs of my 
COUIltrymm ia whose _I SIaDd here.. 

- \" ClU haft OIl this platform two members 
of the Rc:f0l1ll League from Lo.Ioa. I 
~ yesterday, or the day before. a 

- tdq:qm from the Scottish Reform 

i League, from Glasgow. I am DOt sure 
whether there is a copy of it in anT of 
the aewspapers. but it was seDt to me, 
and 1 presume it was sent to me that I 
might read it. if I had the opportunity 
of meeting any of the 1UleIlfranchised 
mea of this city. It saYS~'The 
Scottish Reform Lea.,oue request you to 
COIlftJ to the Reformer.; ill Ireland their 
deep sympathy. TMy siDceeIy hope 
that SIOOIl in IreIaad, as in Scotland and 
EagIaad. Reform Lea.,.oues may be 
formed in eTeIJ to1ll'll to seaue to the 
people their politic:al n..<'hts.. t:rge 
upon our frieDds in IreIaacI their duty 
to promote this great mO"felllmt. and to 
seaJre at home those heDelits ..-hich 
thousaads of their feIlow-c:ountnmeD 
are forced to seck in other Iaads-"-here 
bad and State Church gr1eTUlttS are 
UDkno1l1L. We also seek C:O-Ofel&tioo, 
bo..-iDg that our freedom, thou,,<oh se
Olre to-morro., .... ould J:ot be safe so 
long as one portioD of the l:nil~ KiDg
dom were less free thaD the other ~ 
tioDs.. There is the outspoken TOl.:>e of I 

the represeatatiftS of that great multi- I 
tude that only a fortaight siner I saw 
pssing throu.,<oh the SInets of Glasgow. 
For three hours the procrssion passed. I 
with all the emblems and SYmbols of , 
their ftrious trades, and the ~ for 1 
two or three miles were eIllnened by 
bumer.;, and the air was filled ..-ith the 
SOIIII.ds of music: from their bands.. 
Those men but spoke the same language 
that was heard in the West Riding. in 
Maac:hesteF. in Binningham. and in 
Loadon; and ,ou. men of Dublin, and 
of bdaad. JOG IIeftI' made a Dilitale 
more grieroas in JOW' liws thaD..-hen 
,ou. come to the couc:lusiOD that there 
are DOt millions of men in Great BritaiD 
willing to do you full jusIic:e. 

1 am ftI'Y sorry that my TOioe is Dot 
what it was, and when 1 thiult of the 
wodt that is to be done sometimes I 
kel it is a pity we grow old so fast.. 
llut JUUS ago, ..-hen 1 ha~ thought of 
the c:ooditiOll of Irelaad. of its sorrows 
and W'IOIIgS. of the clisc:ndit that its 
c:ooditioll has broo.,<oht upon the English. ' 
the Irish, and the "BritiSh Dame, I hue 

13-a 
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thought, if I could be in all other things 
the same, but by birth an Irishman, 
there is not a town in this island I 
would not visit for the purpose of dis
cussing the great Irish question, and of 
rousing my countrymen to some great 
and united action. 

I do not believe in the necessity of 
wide-spread and perpetual misery. I 
do not believe that ·we are placed on 
this island, and on this earth, that one 
man may be great and wealthy, and 
revel in every profuse indulgence, and 
five, six, nine, or ten men shall suffer the 
abject misery which we see so commonly 
in the world. With your soil, your 
climate, and your active and spirited 
race, I know not what you might not 
do. There have been reasons to my 
mind why soil and climate, and the 
labour of your population, have not 
produced general comfort and compe
tence for all. 

The Address. speaks of the friendly 
feeling and the sympathy which I have 
had for Ireland during my political 
career. When I first went into the 
House of Commons the most prominent 
figure in it was Daniel O·Connell. I 
have sat by his side for hours in that 
House, and listened to observation~ 
both amusing and instructive on what 
was passing under discussion. I have 
seen him, too, more than once upon 
the platforms of the Anti-Com-law 
I.eague. I recollect that on one 
occasion he sent to Ireland expressly 
for a newspaper for me, which contained 
a report of a speech which he made 
against the Com-law when the Corn
law was passing through Parliament in 
1815; and we owe much to his exer· 
tions in connection with that question,. 
for almost the whole Liberal-l suppose 
the whole Liberal ~party of the Irish 
representatives in Parliameut supported 
the measure of free trade of which we 
were the prominent advocates; and I 
know of nothing that was favourable to 
freedom, whether in connection with 
Ireland or England, that O'Councll did 
not support with all his great powers. 
Why is it, now, that there should be 

any kind of schism between the Liberal 
people of Ireland and the Liberal people 
of Great Britain? I do not ask you to 
join hands with supremacy and oppres
sion, whether in your island or ours. 
What I ask you is, to open your heart 
of hearts, and join hands for a real and 
thorough working union for freedom 
with the people of Great Britain. 

Before I sit down, I must be allowed 
to advert to a point which has been much 
commented upon-a sentence in my 
speech made the other night with 
regard to the land. There are news
papers in Dublin which I need not 
name, because I am quite sure you can 
find them out-which do not feel any 
strong desire to judge fairly anything I 
may propose for the pacification and 
redemption of the people of Ireland. 
It was this I said: • It is of the first 
importance that the people of Ireland, 
by some process or other, should have 
the opportunity of being made the pos
sessors of their own soil.' You will 
know perfectly well that I am not 
about to propose a copy of the villain· 
ous crimes of two hundred years ago, to 
confiscate the lands of the proprietors, 
here or elsewhere. I propose to intro
duce a system which would gradually, 
no doubt rapidly and easily, without 
injuring anybody, make many thousands 
who are now tenant-farmers, without 
lease and security, the owners of their 
farms in this island. This. is my plan, 
and I want to restate it with a little 
further explanation, in order that these 
gentlemen to whom I have referred may 
not repeat the very untrue, and I may 
say dishonourable comments which 
they have made upon me. 

There are many large estates in 
Ireland which belong to rich families in 
England,-families not only of the 
highest rank, but of the highest cha
racter,-because I will venture to say 
there are not to be found amongst the 
English nobility families of more perfect 
honourableness and worth than some of 
those to whom my plan would be 
offered: and, therefore, I am not speak. 
ing against the aristocracy, against those 
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families. or against property. or against 501 •• it may be for perhaps tw~ty~rs~ I 
anybody. or against anything that is -at the end of that time the farm 
good. I say. that if Parliament were to will be· yours, without any further 
appoint a Commission. and give it. say. payment. 
at first up to the amount of five millions I want you to understand how this is. 
sterling. the power to negotiate or treat If the farmer paid ten pounds a-year' 
with those great families in England more than he now pays. towards buying 
who have estates in Ireland. it is pro- his farm. and if the 1,0001. the Govern
bable that some of those great estates ment would pay for the farm would not 
might be bought at a not very unrea- cost the Government more than .~sl .. 
sonable price. I am of opinion that the difference between 351. and 601. 
this would be the cheapest money that being 25/ •• would be the sum which 
the Imperial Parliament ever expended. that farmer, in his rent, would be paying 
even though it became possessed of to the Commission. that is, to the 
those estates at a price considerably Government, for the redemption of his 
above the market price. But I propose farm. Thus, at the end of a very few 
it should be worked in this way. I will years. the farmer would possess his own 
take a case. I will assume that this Com- farm, having a perfect security in the 
mission is in possession of a considerable meantime. Nobody could turn him out 
estate bought from some present owner if he paid his rent, and nobody could 
of it. I will take one farm, which I will rob him for any improvement he made 
assume to be worth J ,0001., for which on his land. . The next morning after 
the present tenant is paying a rent of he made that agreement, he would ex
:'01. a-year. He has no lease. He has plain it to his wife and to his big boy. 
no security. He makes almost no im- who had perhaps been idling about for 
provement of any kind; and he is not a long time, and there would not be a 
quite sure whether. when he has saved stone on the land that would not be 
a little more money. he will not take removed, not a weed that he would not 
his family off to the United States. pull up. not a particle of manure that 
Now we will assume ourselves, if you he would not save; everything would 
like, to be that Commission, and that be done with a zeal and an enthusiasm 
we have before us the farmer who is the which he had never known before; and 
tenant on that particular farm. for by the time the few years had run on 
which he pays 501. a-year, without when the farm should become his 
lease or security. and which I assume without any further purchase. he would 
to be worth 1,0001. The Government, have turned.a dilapidated, miserable 
I believe, lends money to Irish land- little farm into a garden for himself and 
owners for drainage purposes at about family. Now. this statement may be 
a! per cent. per annum. Suppose the commented on by some of the news
GO'Vemment were to say to this farmer. papers. You will understand that I do 
• You would not have any objection to not propose a forced purchase. or any 
become possessed of this farm~' • No, confiscation. I would undertake even 
not the slightest,' he might answer, to give-if I were the Government-to 
• but how is that to be done l' In this every one of these landlords twenty per 
way~You may pay sol. a-year, that is, cent. more for Us estate than it will 
5 per cent. on one thousand pounds; fetch in the market in London or in 
the Government can afford to do these Duhlin, and I say that to do this would 
transactions for 31 per cent.; if you will produce a mal vellous change in the 
pay 601. a-year {or a given number of sentiments of the people, and in the 
years, which any of the actuaries of the condition of agriculture in Ireland. 
insurance offices or any good arith- But 1 saw in one of the papers a 
metician may soon calculate,-if you question to which I may give a reply. 
will pay 601. for your lent, instead of It was said, How would you like to 
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have a Commission come down into 
Lancashire and insist on buying your 
factories? I can only say that if they 
will give me lO per cent. or 10 per cent. 

. more than they are worth. they shall 
have them to-morrow. But I do not 
propose that the Commission should 
come here and insist on buying these 
estates. They say. further. Why should 
a man in Ireland keep. his estate. and 
not a man ill England who has an 
estate in Ireland? There is this differ
ence. A man in Ireland. if he has an 
estate of 10.000 acres. has in it probably 
his ancestral home. He has ties to 
this which it would be monstrous to 
think of severing in such a manner. 
But a man living in England. who is 
not an Iri~hman. and who never comes 
over here except to. receive his rents 
(which. in fact. he generally receives 
through his bankers in London), who 
has no pa.ticular tie to. this country. 
and who comes over here occasionally 
merely because he feels that. as a great 
proprietor in Ireland. it would be scan
dalous never to show his face on his 
property and amongst his tenants-to 
such a man there would be no hardship 
if he should part with his land at a fair 
price. 

I have been charged with saying 
severe things of the English aristocracy. 
Now. this is not true in the sense in 
which it is imputed to me. I have 
always said that there are many men in 
the English aristocracy who would be 
noblemen in the sight of their fellow
men althollgh they had no titles and no 
coro.nets. There are men amongst them 
of as undoubted patriotism as any man 
in this building. or in this island. and 
there are men amongst them. who when 
they saw that a great public object was 
to. be gained for the benefit of their 
fellow-men. would make as great sacri
fices as anyone of us would be willing 
to do. I am of opinion therefore-I 
may be wrong. but I will not believe it 

I until it is proved-l am of opinion that. 
if this. question were discussed in Par
liament when next the Irish land ques· 
tion is discussed. aud if there was a 

general sentiment in the House of 
Commons that some measure like this 
would be advantageous for Ireland.
and if it were so expressed. it may be 
assumed that it would be accepted to 
a large extent by the people of the 
United Kingdom.-then I think that 
a Commission so appointed would find 
no difficulty whatever in discovering 
noblemen and rich men in Eugland. I 

who are the possessors of great estates 
in Ireland. who would be willing to 
negotiate for their transfer. and that 
Commission. by the process I have in
dicated. might transfer them gradually 
but speedily to the tenant·farmers of 
this country. 

I am told that I have not been much 
in Ireland. and do not know much of it. 
I recollect a man in Eugland during the 
American war asking me a question 
about America. When I gave him an 
answer which did not agree with his 
opinion. he said. 'I think you have 
never been in America. have you?' 
I said I had not; and he replied •• Well. 
I· have been there three times. and I 
know something of them: He was 
asking me whether I thought the 
Yankees would pay when they bor
rowed money to carry on the war; and 
I thought they would. But, as he had 
been there. he thought his opinion was 
worth more than mine. I told him I 
knew several people who had lived in 
England all their lives and yet knew 
very little about Eugland. I am told 
that if I were to live in Ireland amongst 
the people. I should have a different 
opinion; that I should think the State 
Church of a small minority was honest. 
in the face of the great Church of the 
majority; that I should think it was not 
the fault of the landowners or of the 
law in any degree. but the fault of the 
tenants. that everything went wrong 
with regard to the land; and that I 
should find that it was the Government 
that was mostly right. and the legisla. 
tion right, and· that it was the people 
that were mostly wrong. There are 
certain questions with regard to any 
country that you may settle in your 
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own house, never having seen that 
country even upon a map. This you 
may settle, that what is just is just 
everywhere, and that men, from those of 
the highest culture even to those of the 
most moderate capacity, whatever may 
be their race, whatever their colour, 
have implanted in their hearts by their 
Creator, wiser much . than . my critics, 
the knowledge and the love of justice. 
I will tell you that. since the day when 
I sat beside O'Connell-and at an earlier 
day-I have considered this question of 
Ireland. In 1849, for several weeks in 
the autumn, and for several weeks in 
the autumn of J 85 3, I came to Ireland 
expressly to examine this question by 
consulting with all classes of the people 
in every part of the island. I will un
dertake to 'lay that I believe there is no 
man in England who has more fully 
studied the evidence given before the 
celehrated Devon Commission in regard 
to Ireland than I have. Therefore I 
dare stand up before any Irishman or 
Englishman to discuss the Irish ques
tion. I say that the plans, the theories, 
the policy, the legislation of my op· 
ponents in this matter all have failed 
signally, deplorably, disastrously, igno
miniously, and, therefore, I say that I 
have a right to coine in and offer the 
people of Ireland, as I would offer to 
the people of Great Britain and the 1m. 

perial Parliament, a wise and just 
policy upon this question. . 

You know that I have attended great 
meetings in England within the last 
two months, and in Scotland also. I 
think I am at liberty to tender to you 
from those hundreds of thousands of 
men the hand of fellowship and good
will. I wish I might be pe~itted 
when Ji go back, as in fact I think by 
this Address that I am permitted to 
say to them, that amidst the factions 
by which Ireland has been tom, amidst 
the many errors that have been com
mitted, amidst the passions that have 
been excited, amidst the hopes that 
have been blasted, and amidst the 
misery that has been endured, there is 
still in this island, and amongst its 
people, a ·heart that can sympathise 
with those who tum to them with a 
fixed resolution to judge them faitly, 
and to do them justice. 

I have made my speech. I have said 
my say. I have fulfilled my small mis
sion to you. I thank you from my 
heart for the kindnesS with which you 
have received me, which I shall never 
forget. And if I have in past times 
felt an unquenchable sympathy with the 
sufferings of your people, you may 
rely upon it that if there be an Irish 
Member to speak for Ireland, he will 
find me heartily by his side. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS, MARCH 14, 1868. 

From Hansard • 

. [This speech was spoken on the occasion of a proposition by Mr. Maguire, M.P. for 
, Cork, for' a Committee of the whole House to consider the state of Ireland.,] 

WHEN this debate began it was not 
my intention to take any part in it; for I 
had very lately, in another place and to 
a larger audience, added my contribution 
to the great national deliberation upon 
Irish aftairs which is now in progress. 
But the speech of the noble Lord the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland, and some 
misunderstanding that has arisen of what 
I said elsewhere, have changed my in
tention, and therefore I have to ask for 
the indulgence of the House, in the hope 
that I may make on this question a 
more practical speech than that to which 
we have just listened. 

, It is said by eminent censors of the 
press that this debate will yield about 
thirty hours of talk, and will end in no 
result. I bave observed that all great 
questions in this country require thirty 
hours of talk many times repeated before 
they are settled. There is much shower 

, and much sunshine between the sowing 
of the seed and the reaping of the 
harvest, but the harvest is generally 
reaped after all. 

I was very much struck with what 

happened on the first night of the debate. 
My hon. Friend the Member for Cork, 
in the opening portion of his address, 
described the state of Ireland from his 
point of view, and the facts he stated are 
not and cannot be disputed. He said 
that the Habeas Corpus Act had been 
suspended for three years in his country 
-that within the island there was a 
large military force, amounting, as we 
have heard to-night -besides 12,000 or 
more of armed police-to an army of 
~o,ooo men-that in the harbours of 
Ireland there were ships of war, and in 
her rivers there were gunboats; and that 
throughout that country-as throughout 
'this-there has been and is yet consider
able alarm with regard to the discontent 
prevalent in Ireland. 

All that is quite true; but when the 
noble Lord the Chief Secretary opened 
his speech, the first portion of it was 
of a very different complexion. I am 
willing to admit that to a large extent it 
was equally true. He told us that the 
<.Ondition of the people of Ireland was 
considerably better now than it was at 
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the time of the Devon Commission; 
At the time of the Devon Commission 
the condition of that country had no 
parallel in any civilized and Christian 
nation. By the force of famine. pesti
lence, and emigration, the population 
was greatly diminished. and it would be 
a very extraordinary thing indeed if with 
such a diminution of the population 
there was no improvement in the con
dition of those who remained behind. 
He showed that wages are higher, and 
he pointed to the fact that in the trade 
in and out of the Irish ports they had a 
considerable increase. and though I will 
not say that some of those comparisons 
were quite accurate or fair, I am on the 
whole ready to admit the truth of the 
statement the noble Lord made. But 
now it seems to tme that, admitting 
the truth of what my hon. Friend the 
Member for Cor~ said, and admitting 
equally the truth of what the noble Lord 
said. there remains before us a question 
even more grave than any we have had 
to discuss in past years with regard to 
the condition of Ireland. 

If-and this has been already referred 
to by more than one speaker-if it be 
true that with a considerable improve
ment in the physical condition of the 
people-if it be true that with a univer
sality of education much beyond that 
which msts in this island-if it be true 
that after the measures that have been 
passed. and have been useful. there still 
remains in Ireland. first of all. what is 
called Fenianism. which is a reckless 
and daring exhibition of feeling-be
yond that a very wide discontent and 
disloyalty-and beyond that, amongst 
the whole of the Roman Catholic popu
lation. universal dissatisfaction- and if 
that be so. surely my hon. Friend the 
Member for Cork-one of the most 
useful and eminent of the representatives 
of Ireland-is right in blinging this 
question before the Hou~e. And there 
is no question at this moment that we 
could possibly discuss connected with 
the interest or honour of the people that l' approaches in gravity and magnitude to 

. that now before us. And if this state of 

. things be true-and remember I have 
said nothing but what the hon. Mem
ber for Cork has said. and I have given 
my approval to nothing he has said 
that was not confirmed by the speech 
of the noble Lord-if this be true, 
surely all this great effect must have 
some cause. 

We are unworthy of our position as 
Members of this House. and representa
tives of our countrymen. if we do not 
endeavour at least to discover the cause. 
and if we can discover it. speedily to 
apply a remedy. The cause is perfectly 
well known to both sides of the House. 
The noble Lord, it is clear. knows it 
even from the tenor of his own speech 
-he spoke of the question of the land. 
and of the Church. The noble Lord 
the Member for King's Lynn-whose 
observations in this debate. if he had 
offered them, we should have been glad 
to listen to-understands it, for he re
ferred to the two questions in his speech 
at the Bristol banquet. The right hon. 
Gentleman at the head of the Govern
ment understands it not only as well as 
I do. but he understands it precisely in 
the same sense-and more than twenty 
years ago, when I stated in this House 
the things. or nearly the things, I stated 
recently and shall state to-night. he. 
from your own benches, was making 
speeches exactly of the same import. 
And though there is many a thing he 
seems at times not to recollect, yet I 
am bound to say he recollects these 
words, and the impressions. of which 
these words were the expressions to the 
House. He referred to an absentee 
aristocracy ·and an alien Church. I 
would not say a syllable about the 
aristocracy in this matter; if I had to 
choose a phrase, I would rather say 
an absentee proprietary and an alien 
Church. 

What is the obvious remedy which 
for this state of things has heen found 
to be sufficient in every other country? 
If I could do so by any means that did 
not violate the rights of property, I 
should be happy to give to a consider
able portion of the farmers of Ireland 
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some proprietary rights, and to remove 
from that country the sense of injustice, 
anu. the sense-the strongest of all-of 
the injustice caused by the existence of 
an alien Church. Just for a moment 
look at the proposition the noble Lord 
is about to submit to the House. It is 
very like the Bill of last year. I will 
not enter into the details, except to say 
that he proposes, as he proposed then, 
that the Government should lend the 
tenant-farmers oflreland sums of money, 
by which they would make improve
ments, which sums of money were to be 
repaid by some gradual process to the 
Government authorities. He proposes 
that the repayment should be spread 
over a considerable number of years
I do not kn9w the exact number, and it 
is not of importance for my argument. 
These tenant-farmers are very numerous 
-perhaps too numerous, it may be, for 
the good of the country-but there they 
are, and we must deal with them as we 
find them. The number of them holding 
under 15 acres is 250,000; holding be
tween 15 acres and 30 acres, 136,000; 
holding over 30 acres, 158,ooo-alto
gether there are more than 540,000 
holders of land. It is to these 540.000 
land-holders or occupiers that the noble 
Lord proposes to lend money, on the 
condition that they make certain im
provements, and repay after a certain 
number of years the sums advanced to 
them. I think I am right in saying that 
there is no limitation in the Bill as to 
the smallness of the holding to which 
the advance of money will be refused ; 
and therefore the whole 540,000 tenants 
will be in a position to come to the 
Government, or to some Commission, 
or to the Board of Works. or to some 
authority in Ireland. and ask for money 
to enable them to improve their farms. 

The House will see that if this plan 
is to produce any considerable result, it 
will be the source of anum ber of trans
actions such as the Government have 
not had to deal with in any other mat
ter; and I expect that the difficulties 
will be very gl'eat, and that the work
ing out of the plan with any benefIcial 

results will be altogether impossible. 
What I ask the House is this -if it be 
right of the noble Lord, to enable him 
to carry out his plan, to ask the House 
to pass a measure like this-to lend all 
these tenants the money for improve
ments to be repaid after a series of 
years, would it not be possible for us 
by a somewhat similar process, and by 
some step farther in the same direction, 
to establish to some extent-I am not 
speaking of extending it all through 
Ireland-a farmer proprietary through
out the country? If it be right and 
proper to lend money to improve, it 
surely may be proper, if it be on other 
grounds judicious, to lend money to 
buy. I do not know if the right hon. 
Member for Calne is here; but very 
likely he would spare me from the se
vere criticisms he expended upon my hon. 
Friend the Member for Westminster. 

Now, 1 am as careful as any man can 
be, I believe, of doing anything by law 
that shall infringe what you think and 
what I think are the rights of property. 
I do not pretend to believe, if you ex
amine the terms strictly, in what is 
called the absolute property in land. 
You may toss a sixpence into the sea if 
you like, but there are things with 
respect to land which you cannot, and 
ought not, and dare not do. But I do 
not want to argue the question of legis
lation upon that ground. I am myself 
of opinion that there is no class in the 
community more interested in a strict 
adherence to the principles of political 
economy, worked out in a ,benevolent 
and just manner, than the humblest and 
poorest class in the country. I think 
they have as much interest in it as the 
rich, and the House has never known 
me, and so long as I stand here will 
never know me, 1 believe, to propose or 
advocate anything which shall interfere 
with what I believe to be, and what 
if a landowner I would maintain to be, 
the just right of property in the land. 

But, then, I do not think, as some 
persons seem to think, that the land is 
really only intended to be in the hands 
of the rich. I think that is a great mis-
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take. I am Jlat speaking of the poar
for the poor man, in the ordinary mean
ing of the term, cannot be the possessor 
of land; but what I wish is, that 
farmers and men of moderate means 
should become possessors of land and 
of their farms. About two centuries 
ago, two very celebrated men en
deavoured to form a constitution for 
Carolina, which was then one of the 
colonies of this country in America. 
Lord Shaftesbury, the statesman, and 
Mr. Locke, the philosopher, framed a 
constitution with the notion of having 
great proprietors all over the country, 
and men under them to cultivate it. 
I recollect that Mr. Bancroft, the his
torian of the United States, describing 
the issue of that attempt and its utter 
failure, says: 'The instinct of aristo
cracy dreads the moral power of a pro
prietalY yeomanry, and therefore the 
perpetual degradation of the cultivators 
of the soU was enacted.' There is no 
country in the world, in which there 
are only great landowners and tenants, 
with no large manufacturing interest 
to absorb the population, in which 
the degradation of the cultivating 
tenant is not completely assured. 

I hope that hon. Members opposite, 
and hon. Gentlemen on this side who 
may be disposed in some degree to 
sympathise with them, will not for a 
moment imagine that I am discussing 
this question in any spirit of hostility to 
the landowners of Ireland. I have al
ways argued that the landowners of 
Ireland, in their treatment of this que~ 
tion, have grievously mistaken not 
only the interests of the population, but 
their own. I was told the other day 
by a Member of this House, who comes 
from Ireland, and is eminently capable 
of giving a sound opinion upon the 
point, that he believed the whole of 
Ireland might be bought at about 
twenty years' purchase; but you know 
that the land of England is worth thirty 
years' purchase, and I believe a great 
deal of it much more.-and it is owing 

, to circumstances which legislation may 
in a· great degree remove that the land 

of IreIa'nd is worth.at J:hisAiloment so 
much less than the land of England. 
Coming back to the question of buying 
farms, I put it to the House whether, if 
it be right to lend to landlords for im
provements. and to tenants for improv
ing the farms of their landlords, to 
those who propose to carry on public 
works, and to repair the ravages of the 
cattle plague. I ask whether it is not 
also right for them to lend money in 
cases where it may be advantageous 
to landlords, and. where they may be 
very willing to consent to it, to estab
lish a portion of the tenant·farmers of 
Ireland as proprietors of their farms. 

Now, bear in mind that I have never 
spoken about peasant proprietors. I 
do not care what name you give them; 
I am in favour of more proprietors, and 
some, of course, will be small and some 
will be large; but it would be quite 
possible for Parliament, if it thought fit 
to attempt anything of this kind, to fix 
a limit below which it would not assist 
the owner to sell or the purchaser to 
buy. I believe that you can establish a 
class of moderate proprietors, who will 
form a body intermediate between the 
great owners of land and those who are 
absolutely landless, which will be of 
immense service in giving steadiness, 
loyalty, and peace to the whole popula
tion of the island. The noble Lord the 
Chief Secretary, knows perfectly well at 
what price he could lend that money, 
and I will just state to the House one 
fact which will show how the plan 
would work. If you were to lend 
money at a! per cent., in thirty-five 
years the tenant, paying 5 per cent., 
would have paid the whole money 
back and all the interest due on it, 
and would become the owner of his 
farm; and if you were to take the rate 
at which you have lent to the Harbour 
Commissioners, and to repair the rava.
ges of the cattle plague, which is at per 
cent., of course the whole sum would 
be paid back in a shorter period. There
fore, in a term which in former times 
was not unusual in the length of leases 
in Ireland, namely, thirty-one years, the 
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tenant purchasing his farm, without his 
present rent being raised, would repay 
to the Government the principal and 
interest of the sum borrowed for that 
purpose, would become the owner of 
his farm, and during the whole of that 
time would have absolute fixity of tenure, 
because every year he would be saving 
more and more, adding field to field, 
and at the end of the time he would be 
the proprietor of the soil. 

Let not the House imagine that I am 
proposing to buy up the whole of 
the land. I am proposing only to buy 
it in cases where men are williug to sell, 
and to transfer it only in cases where 
men are able and willing to buy, and 
you must know as well as I that there 
will be many thousands of such cases in 
a few years. Every Irish proprietor 
opposite-the noble Lord ·the Member 
for Tyrone (Lord C. Hamilton) himself, 
who made so animated a speech, and 
appeared so angry with me a short. time 
ago-must know perfectly well that 
amongst the tenantry of Ireland there 
is a considerable sum of saved money 
not invested in farms. Well, that saved 
money would all come out to carry into 
effect transactions of this nature; and 
you will find the most extraordinary 
efforts made by thousands of tenants to 
become possessors of· their farms by 
investing their savings in them, byob
taining it may be the assistance of their 
friends, and by such an industrious and . 
energetic cultivation of the soil as has 
scarcely ever been seen in Ireland. I 
said there were landlords willing to sell, 
and there are cases in which, probably, 
Parliament might insist upon a sale
for instance, the lands of the London 
Companies. I never heard of much 
good that was done by all the money 
of the London Companies. ~ was once 
invited to a dinner by one of these Com
panies, and certainly it was of a very 
sumptuous and substantial character, 
but I believe that, if the tenants of these 
Companies were proprietors of the lands 
they cultivate, it would be a great ad
vantage to the counties in which they 
are situated. I come then to this: I 

would negotiate with landowners who 
were willing to sell and tenants who 
were willing to bny, and I would make 
the land the great savings-bank for the 
future tenantry of Ireland. If you like, 
I would limit the point to which we 
might go down in the transference of 
farms, but I would do nothing in the 
whole transaction which was not per
fectly acquiesced in by both landlord and 
tenant, and I would pay the landlord 
every shilling he could fairly demand in 
the market for the estate he proposed 
to sell. 

Well, I hope every Gentleman pre
sent will acquit me of intending confis
cation, and that we shall have no 
further misunderstanding upon that 
point. I venture to say to the Doble 
Lord that this is a plan which would 
be within compass and management, as 
compared with that laid down in his 
Bill, if it worked at all, and I believe 
that it would do a hundred times as 
much good, in putting the farmer upon 
the footing of a holder of land in Ire
land. What do hon. Gentlemen think 
would become of an American Fenian 
if he came over to Ireland and hap
pened to spend an evening with a num
ber of men who had got possession of 
their famls. I remember myoid friend 
Mr. Stafford, in the county of Wexford, 
whom I called upon in 1849, who had 
bought his farm and had built upon it 
the best farm-house which I saw in the 
whole South of Ireland, and who told 
me that if all the tenantry of Ireland 
had security for their holdings-he was 
an old man, and could not easily rise 
from his chair, though he made an effort 
to do so-' If they had the security 
that I have,' said he, 'we'd bale the 
hunger out of Ireland.' Ir the Fenian 
spent his evening with such men as 
these, and propo!oed his reckless schemes 
to them, not a single farmer would 
listen to him for a moment. Their first 
impression would be that he was mad; 
their second, perhaps, that the whisky 
had been too strong for him; and it 
would end, no doubt, if he persisted in 
his efforts to seduce them from their 
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allegiance to the Imperial Government, 
by their turning him off the premises, 
though perhaps, knowing that he could 
do no harm, they might not hand him 
over to the police. 

The other day I passed through the 
county of Somerset, and through vil
lages that must be well known to many 
Gentlemen here - Rodney-Stoke and 
Drayford, I think they were called
and I noticed a great appearance of 
life and activity about the neighbour
hood. I asked the driver of the car
riage which had brought me from Wells 
what was the cause of it. • Why,' he 
said, • don't you know that is the 
place where the great sale took place?' 
'What sale?' I asked. • Oh I the sale 
of the Duke's property.' • What Duke?' 
'The Duke of Buckingham. Did you 
never hear of it? About fifteen years 
ago his property wis sold in lots, and 
the people bought all the farms. You 
never saw such a stir in the world.' 
He pointed out the houses on the hill
side which had been built to replace old 
tumble-down tenements, the red soil 
appearing under the plough, and culti
vation going on with such general ac
tivity as had not been witnessed till 
within these last few years. The ap
pearance of these villages was such as 
must strike every traveller from another 
part of the country, and it was produced 
by simple means. The great estate of 
an embarrassed Duke had been divided 
and sold off; he had not been robbed; 
the old miserable hovels of the former 
tenants had been pulled down, and new 
life and activity had been given to the 
whole district. If you could have such 
a change as this in Ireland, you would 
see such Ii progress and prosperity that 
gentlemen would hardly know the dis
trict from which they came. 

I think it only fair to my hon. Friend 
the Member for Westminster to say, 
that I do not believe the time is come 
in Ireland, and I -do not believe it ever 
will come, when it, will be necessary 
to have recourse to so vast and extra-

i 
ordinary a scheme as that which he has 
proposed to the- House. It appears to 

me that it is not necessary for Ireland. 
There is the land-there is the owner 
- there is the tenant. If the land
owners had been a little wiser we 
might not have had before us to-night 
the difficulty that now perplexes us. 
Suppose, for example, they had not 
been tempted to coerce or to make use 
of the votes of their tenants; suppose 
they had not been tempted to withhold 
leases-,-undoubtedly the condition of 
Ireland would have been far superior to 
what it now is. My hon. Friend the 
Member for Westminster has some 
scruples, I believe, on the question of 
the ballot, but I believe even he would 
not object to see that admirable ma
chinery of election tried in that coun
try. Do hon. Gentlemen think it not 
necessary? I was talking, only two 
days ago, to a Member of this House 
who sat on one of the Irish election 
committees-the Waterford committee, 
I think-and he said: • We could not 
unseat the Members, though the evi
dence went to show a frightful state of 
things; it was one of the most orderly 
elections they have in that country
only three men killed and twenty-eight 
seriously wounded.' After all, we may 
smile, and some of you may laugh at 
this, but it is not a thing to be laughed 
at. It is a very serious matter, but it 
exists in no country in the world where 
the ballot is in operation. 

If you were to try that mode of elec
tion in Ireland it would have two results: 
it would make your elections perfectly 
tranquil, and at the same time it would 
withdraw from the landowner-and a 
most blessed thing for the landowner 
himself this would be-it would with. 
draw from him the great temptation to 
make use of his tenanfs vote for the 
support of his own political party; and 
if that temptation were withdrawn, you 
would, have much more inducement to 
grallt leases to many of your tenants, 
and you would take a step highly 
favourable, not to the prosperity of 
your tenants only, but to your own 
prosperity and your own honour. Now, 
Sir" I shall say no more upon that 
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question except this, that I feel myself 
at a disadvantage in making a pro
position of this nature to a House 
where landowners are so numerous and 
so powerful, hut I have disarmed them 
in so far that they will see that I mean 
them no harm, and that what I propose 
is not contrary to the principles of 
political economy; and that if Govern
ment is at liberty to lend money for all 
the purposes to which I have referred, 
Government must be equally at liberty 
to lend money for this greater purpose; 
and, further, I venture to express my 
opinion, without the smallest hesitation 
or doubt, that if this were done to the 
extent of creating some few scores of 
thousands of farmer proprietors in Ire
land, you wquld find that their inllu
ence would be altogether loyal; that it 
would extend around throughout the 
whole country; that whilst you were 
adding to the security of Government 
you would awaken industry in Ireland 
from its slumber, and you would have 
the wealth which you have not had be
fore, and, with wealth, contentment and 
tranquillity in its train. 

Now, Sir, it may appear egotistical 
in me to make one remark more, but I 
think if the House will not condemn 
me I shall make it. Last year you did, 
under the leadership of the right hon. 
Gentleman, accept a proposition which 
I had taken several years of trouble and 
labour to convince you was wise. On 
Wednesday last, only two days ago, by 
an almost unanimous vote·you accepted 
a proposition with regard to another 
matter, exactly in the form in which six 
or seven years ago I had urged you to 
accept it. You in this House recollect 
when Mr. Speaker had to give the cast
ing vote, amidst vast excitement in the 
House, on the miserable question of 
Church Rates; but now, on Wednesday 
last, you accepted that Bill almost with
out opposition; and I presume that. ex
cept for the formality of a third reading, 
we have done with the question for 
ever. Now if you would kindly, I ask 
it as a favour-if you would kindly for 
a moment forget things that you reaq 

of me which are not favourable, and 
generally which are not b"Ue, and if you 
would imagine that though I have not 
an acre of land in Ireland, I can be as 
honestly a friend of Ireland as the man 
who owns half a county, it may be 
worth your while to consider for your 
own interest, the interests of your ten
ants, the security of the country from 
which you come, for the honour of the 
United Kingdom, whether there is not 
something in the proposition that I 
have made to you. 

Now, Sir, perhaps the House will 
allow me to turn to that other question 
which, on the authority of the noble 
Lord the Chief Secretary for Ireland, 
and the noble Lord the Member for 
King's Lynn, and indeed on the autho
rity of the Prime Minister himself, is 
considered the next greatest-perhaps I 
ought to have said the greatest-ques
tion we have to coflsider in connection 
with Irish affairs; I mean the Irish Church 
question. What is it that is offered 
upon this matter by the Government? 
The noble Lord himself said very little 
about it, but he is not easy upon it; he 
knows perfectly well. and cannot conceal 
it, that the Irish Church question is at 
the root of every other question in Ire· 
land. The noble Lord the Member for 
King's Lynn said also that it was. along 
with the land, the great and solemn 
question which we had to discuss, and 
he turned round-I could discover it 
from the report in the paper, because I 
was not, as you may suppose, at the 
Bristol banquet-he turned round almost 
with a look of despair, and implored 
somebody to come and tell us what 
ought to be done on this Irish question. 
And the Prime Minister himself, in 
speaking of it, called it an • Alien 
Church: Bear that phrase in mind. 
It is a strong phrase, a phrase we can 
all understand, and we know that the 
right hon. Gentleman is a great master 
of phrases-he says a word upon some 
subject; it sticks;. we all remember it, 
and this is sometimes a great advantage. 
• Alien Church' is the name he gives it; 
and now, what does the noble Lord, 
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acting, no doubt, under the direction of 
his Colleagues and the Prime Minister, 
offer upon this question? He rather 
offered a defence of it; he did not go 
into any argument, but still, at the same 
time, he rather defied anybody to make 
an assault upon it; he believed that it 
would not succeed, and that it was very 
wrong; but what does he really pro
pose? Only this: to add another but
tress in the shape of another bribe. He 
says that he will make an offer to the 
Roman Catholic hierarchy and people 
of Ireland-some say that the people 
do not want it, and that the hierarchy 
do want it, but I say nothing about that, 
because I hope the Catholic people of 
Ireland are at least able to defend them
selves from the hierarchy, if the hier
archy wish to cripple them too much
he says he will endow a Roman Catholic 
University in Ireland. As the noble 
Lord went on with his speech he touched 
upon the question of the Presbyterian 
Regium Donum, and spoke of it, I 
think, as a miserable provision for 
the Presbyterians of the North of Ire
land; and evidently, if he had had the 
courage, the desperate courage to do 
it, he would have proposed, whilst he 
was offering to endow a new Roman 
Catholic University, to increase or 
double the Regium Donum. The noble 
Lord does not express any dissent 
from this, and I rather think he wishes 
that it were safely done. The object of 
this, and what he would like to have 
said to the hon. Gentleman about him 
who came from Ireland to represent 
the Roman Catholic population, and to 
the Presbyterians of the North of Ire
land, was this: 'If you will continue to 
support the Protestant Church in Ireland 
and the Protestant supremacy, we will 
endow you (the Roman Catholics) a 
University, really, if not professedly, 
under clerical rule; and as to you (the 
Presbyterians), we will double your sti
pend by doubling the amount of the 
Ref(ium Donum.' 

Now, why do you offer anything? 
\Vh y is it we are discussing this ques· 

,'tion? Why did the noble Lord think 

it necessary to speak for three hours 
and twenty minules on the subject? 
Because the state of Ireland is now very 
different from the state which we have 
sometimes seen, and very different, I 
hope, from that which many of us may 
live to see hereafter; because Ireland 
has a certain portion of its popUlation 
rebellious, has a larger portion disloyal 
and discontented, but h!lS a still larger 
portion dissatisfied with the Imperial 
rule. Now I must say-I hope the 
noble Lord will not think I am saying 
anything uncivil- but I must say that 
his proposition appears to be at once 
grotesque and imbecile, and I think at 
the same time-though I do not like to 
use unpleasant words-that to a certain 
extent it must be held to be-in fact, 
I think the hon. Gentleman the Mem
ber for North Warwickshire hinted as 
much-not only very wrong, but very 
dishonest. At this moment it seems to 
find no favour on either side of the 
House. although I can understand the 
Catllolic Members of the House feeling 
themselves bound to say nothing against 
it, and perhaps. if it came to a division, 
to vote for it; but I believe there is not 
a Catholic Member on this side of the 
House who could in his conscience say 
that it was right in him to accept this 
proposition as a bribe that he should 
hereafter support Protestant supremacy. 
In fact, it appears to me exactly in the 
position now that the dual vote was in 
this time twelve months, and there are 
people who say that it has been brought 
forward with the same object, and that 
by-and-by. as nobody is for it, the right 
hon. Gentleman will say that as nobody 
is in favol1l' of it they will not urge it 
upon Parliament. Now, does anybody 
believe that a Catholic University ill Ire
land could have the smallest effect upon 
Feuianism. or upon the disloyalty, dis
content, and dissatisfaction of which 
Fenianism is the latest and the most 
terrible expression? It is quite clear 
that for the evil which we have to com
bat, the remedy which the right hon. 
Gentlema,n offers through the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland is no remedy at all. 
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It reminds me of an anecdote which 
is related by Addison. He says that in 
his time there was a man who made a 
living by cheating the country people. 
He was not a Cabinet Minister,-he 
was only a mountebank,-and he set up 
a stall, and sold pills that were very 
good against the earthquake. Well, 
that is about the state of things that we 
are in now. There is an earthquake in 
Ireland. Does anybody doubt it? I 
will not go into the evidence of it. but 
I will say that there bas been a most 
extraordinary alarm-some of it ex
travagant, I will admit-throughout 
the whole of the three kingdoms; and 
although Fenianism may be but a low. 
a reckless, and an ignorant conspiracy, 
the noble Lord has admitted that there 
is discontent and disaffection in the 
country; and when the Member for one 
of the great cities of Ireland comes for
ward and asks the Imperial Parliament 
to discuss this great question - this 
social and political earthquake under 
which Ireland is heaving-the noble 
Lord comes forward and offers that 
there shall be a clerical-governed en
dowed University for the sons, I sup· 
pose, of the Catholic gentlemen of Ire
land. I have never heard a more un
statesmanlike or more unsatisfactory 
proposition; and I believe the entire 
disfavour with which it has been re
ceived in this House is only a proper 
representation of the condemnation 
which it will receive from the great 
majority of the people of the three 
kingdoms. . 

Do not let anyone suppose that I 
join in the terms which I regretted to 
hear from the right han. Gentleman the 
Member for Stroud, and still less that I 
join in the, in my opinion, more offensive 
terms which fell from the right han. 
Gentleman the Member' for Caine. 
There can be no good in our attacking 
either the Catholic population or the 
Catholic hierarchy of Ireland .. We have 
our duty straight before us, which is to 
do both the hierarchy and the people 
justice. We are not called. upon to 
support the plan of the Government, 

and I believe the people of Great Britain. 
and a very large portion of the people 
of Ireland, will rejoice when the House 
of Commons shall reject a proposition 
which is adverse to the course we have 
taken for many years past, and a pro
position which would have no better 
effect in tranquillising Ireland in the 
future than the increase of the grant to 
Maynooth did more than twenty years 
ago. Sir Robert Peel at that time, with 
the most honourable and kindly feeling 
to Ireland. proposed to increase the 
grant to Maynooth, and it was passed, 
I think, by a large majority of the 
House, I being one of a very few per
sons on this side of the House who 
opposed the grant. I was as kindly 
disposed to the Catholics of Ireland as 
Sir Robert Peel. but I was satisfied that 
was not the path oftranquillisation, and 
that if he trod that path it would before 
any long time have to be retraced; and 
I think, if you now proceed upon the 
course recommended by the right hon. 
Gentleman. you will fail in the pacifica
tion of Ireland. and the time will come 
when you will have to retrace the steps 
he invites you to tread in now. 

Now, Sir, I think we have arrived at 
this point of the question - that we 
have absolutely arrived at ,it. and there 
is no escape from it - that it does not 
matter in the least whether the right 
hon. Gentleman sits on the Treasury 
Bench. or whether the right hon. Mem
ber for South Lancashire takes his place, 
or whether the two should unite
which is a very bold figure of speech
but I say that if the two should unite, 
it could not alter this fact, that the 
Protestant supremacy, as represented by 
a State Church in Ireland, is doomed. 
and is. in fact, at an end. Whatever 
are the details. and I admit that they 
will be very difficult details in some 
particulars, which may be introduced 
into the measure which shall enact the 
great change that the circumstances of 
Ireland and the opinion of the United 
Kingdom have declared to be necessary, 
this. at least. we have come to, that 
perfect religious equality henceforth. 
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and not only religious equality. but 
equality on the voluntary principle, 
must be granted. 

Some hon. Gentlemen opposite have 
spoken about a pamphlet which has 
recently been written by Lord Russell. 
I would speak of Lord Russell, as the 
House knows, as I would always of a 
man older than myself. and whose 
services to the country have been so 
long and so great; I speak of him with 
great respect, and I say that the pam
phlet is written with wonderful fire. that 
It contains in it very much that is in
teresting. and very much that is true. 
but its one fault is that it should have 
been published about forty yearS ago. 
Lord RusseU's proposition is politically 
just in the division which he proposes 
of the rroperty of the Church in Ireland 
and. i public opinion had not .:on
demned the creation of new Established 
Churches, it might have been possible 
to have adopted his scheme as it is. 
But I say the time has gone by for the 
establishment of new State Churches. 
They will never again be planted as an 
institution in this country. and I sus
pect there is no other country in the 
world which has not an Established 
Church that would wish to possess one. 
But. if the House will allow me. I 
should like to advert to II. little scheme 
on this matter which I was bold enough 
to explain to my countrymen on the 
OCC8.Slon to which I have referred. It 

I is not a new scheme in my mind. for 
: the whole principle of it, with an elabo
I rate argument in its favour. were pub-

lished very widely in the year 1853. in 
a letter which I wrote to my hon. Jo'riend 
the Member for Kilkenny (Sir John 
Gray). who was one of certain persons. 

i Members of Parliament and others, who 
met in conference in Dublin on the 
question of religious equality in Ireland. 
1 only state thIS to show that it is no 
new idea, and that I have had plenty of 
time to consider it. There have been 
great objections to the plan. and amongst 
those who have objected to it. :lS might 

i possibly have been expected. were gentle
men of the Liberation Society. Now, I 

know many of the leading members of 
that Society. and they are very good 
men. Even those who may think they 
are mistaken would. if they knew them. 
join with me in that opinion. One of 
them. at leas~. who was once a Member 
of this House. and, in all probability. 
will be here again-Mr. MiaU-is not 
only a good man. but he is a great man. 
I judge him by the nobleness of his 
principles, and by the grand devotion 
which he has manifested to the teaching 
of what he believes to be a great truth. 
I take criticisms from them kindly. as 
we ought to take them from our friends 
when they are honestly given. 

What is the condition of Ireland at 
this moment with which you have to 
deal , There is not only the Church 
which it is proposed to disestablish. but 
you have the Rtgillm Donum. which. if 
the Church be disestaWished. must 
necessarily be withdrawn; and you 
have, if these two things happen. a 
grant to Maynooth. the Act conferring 
which must necessarily be repealed. 
Now. in dning these things the House. 
will observe tllat we shall disturb all the 
three principal sects or Churches in 
Ireland, and we can only do it. or 
attempt to do it, on the ground that we 
are about to accomplish some great 
public good. Well, my proposal. which 
some hon. Gentlemen. I dare say. wiII 
have some vague idea of. was made with 
the view of easing Parliament in the 
great transacqpn, from which I believe 
it cannot escape. It is a great thing in 
statesmanship, when you are about to 
make a change which is inevitable. and 
which shocks some. disturbs more, and 
makes hesitating people hesitate still 
more-it is a great thing. I say. if you 
can make the past slide into the future 
without any great jar. and without any 
great shock to the feelings of the people. 
And in doing these things the Govern
ment can always afford to be generous 
and gracious to ·those whom they are 
obliged to disturb. 

We have found that tbis has been the 
case when needful changes have been 
proposed; for instance. hon. Gentlemen 
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will recollect, when tithe commutation 
for Ireland was passed, that there was 
a certain concession made to the land
owners of Ireland, to induce them to 
acquiesce in the proposition of Parlia
ment. We know that when .slavery 
was abolished a considerable sum of 
money was voted. Lord Derby pro. 
posed in this House that compensation 
should be given to the slaveowners. 
If it had not been for that, slavery 
would before long have been abolished 
by violence. But Parliament thought 
it was much better to take the step it 
did take, and I am not, at this pedod of 
time, about for a moment to dispute its 
wisdom. In all these things we en
deavour, if we are forced to make a 
great change, to make it in such a man- . 
ner as that we shall obtain the acqui
escence and the support, if possible, of 
those whG are most likely to be nearly 
affected by it. Suppose we were going 
to disestablish, the Church of Scotland 
-and I understand that there are a 
great number belonging to the Estab
lished Church of Scotland who are 
coming round to the opinion that it 
would be much to their benefit, and I 
think for the benefit of their Church, if 
it were disestablished-if we were going 
to disestablish the Church of Scotland 
or the Church of England, no person 
for a moment would suppose that, after 

. having taken all the tithes and all the 
income from these Chnrches, you would 
also take all the churches and all the 
parsonage-houses fmm the Presbyterian 
people of Scotland, 01" from the Epis
copal Chnrch people in England. Y 011 

would not do anything of that kind. 
You would do to them as we should 
wish, if we were in their position, that 
the Govemment and Parliament should 
do to us. Do what you have to do
thoroughly for the good of the country, 
but do it in such a manner as shall dG 
least harm, and as shall gain the largest 
amount of acquiesceRce from those 
whom you are about to affect. J ven-. 
ture to say that such is the course we 
should take about Ireland. 

I am very free in speaking on these 

matters. I am not a Catholic in the 
sense of Rome. I am not a Protestant' 
in the sense in which that word is used 
in Ireland. I am not connected with a 
powerful sect in England. I think, from 
my training, and education, and associa
tion; and thought on these questions, I 
stand in a position which enables me to 
take as fair and unimpassioned a view 
of the matter as perhaps any man in the 
House. Now, if I were asked to give 
my advice, and if I am not asked I shall 
give it-I should propose that where 
there are congregations in Ireland - I 
am speaking now, of course, of the 
present Established Church-who would 
I1Udertake to keep in repair the church 
in which they have been accustomed to 
worship, and the parsonage-house in 
which their ministers live, Parliament 
should leave them in the possession of 
their charches and of their parsonage
houses. And I believe I speak the sen
timent of every Catholic Member on 
this side of the House, and probably of 
every intelligent Catholic in Ireland, 
not only of the laity but of the hierarchy 
and the priesthood, when I say that 
they would regard such a course as that 
on the part of Parliament as just, under 
the circumstances in which we are 
placed. Well, then, of course there 
would be no more bishops appointed by 
the Crown, and that institution in Ire-· 
land would come to an end, except it 
were continued upon the principle upon 
which bishops are appointed in Scot
land. All State connection would be 
entirely abolished. Y ()U would then 
have all alike. The Protestants would 
have their churches and parsonage
houses as they have now. But the re
pairs of them, and the support of their 
ministers, would be provided by their 
congregations, or by such an organisa
tion as they chose tG form. The Catho
lics would provide, as they have hitherto 
done so meritoriously and with a re
markable liberality, for themselves. 

No greater instance of generosity and 
fidelity to their Church can be seen in 
the world than that which has been 
manifested by the Catholic people of 
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Ireland. They have their churches and completely their property as the pro
their priests' houses in many places. perty of the great Wesleyan ~ody in 
There is no pretence for meddling with this country, or of the Independents, or 
them. In the north of Ireland, where of the Baptists, belongs t<) these bodies. 
the Presbyterians are most numerous, It must be property which Parliament 
they would also have their places of can never pretend to control, Or regu
worship, and their ministers' houses as late, or withdraw. . 
they have now. All the Churches, . And having cOhsented tG that condi
therefore, in that respect would be on . tion, the three Churches of Ireland 
an equality. Well, now, the real point· would be started as voluntary Churches, 
of this question, and which will create and instead of fighting, as r am sorry to 
in all probability much' feeling in Par- say they have been fighting far longer 
liament and in the country, is, what than within the memory of man, I hope 
should be done on the question of the' soon there would be a . competition 
Maynooth Grant, and on the question among them which should do most for 
of the Regium Donum' They must be the education, the morals, and the Chris
treated alike, I presume. If you pre- tianity of the population who are with
serve the life interests of the ministers in their instruction and guidance. Now, 
and bishops of the Established Church, Protestants in this country - I think 
it may be right to preserve the life almost all Protestants - object very 
interests of the ministers of the Presby- strongly to Rome. The N onconform
terian Church. and it may be right also, ists object to endowments. They some
in some way or other to make some times, I think, confound establishments 
provision that shall not in the least de- with endowments. I think it absollltely 
gree bring them under the control of essential that establishments should 
the State. And some provision might cease, and that there should be nothing 
have to be made to the Catholic Church. in the way of endowment unless it be 
in lieu of the Maynooth Grant, which, some small provision such as that which 
of course, you would be obliged to with- I have indicated; which it might be 
draw. These are points which I will necessary to make when you are with
not discuss in detail. I merely indicate drawing certain things which the 
them fOl' the sake of showing to the Churches in Ireland had supposed were 
House, and to a great number of people theirs in perpetuity. 
who are regarding it with even more Now, one word which I would say 
feeling than we do, what are some of to the Nonconformist people of Eng
the difficulties of this question-difficul- land and Scotland, if the House will 
ties which must be met-difficulties allow me to speak, is this-they should 
which it will require all the moderation, bear in mind that the whole of this 
all the Christian feeling, and all the property which is now in the possession 
patriotism which this House can muster of the Established Church of Ireland 
on both sides of it, with the view of is Irish property. It does nen belong to 
settling this question permanently. and Scotland or to England, and it would 
to the general satisfaction of the three be a measure intolerable and not to be 
kingdoms. Now, I will go no further, thought of, that it should be touched or 
but to say that whate\'er is done-if a dealt with in any manner that is not in 
single sixpence is given by Parliament, accordance with the feelings and the, 
in lieu of the Maynooth Grant, or in interests of the people of Ireland. Let 
lieu of the Regium Donum, it must be any man who to-morrow criticises this 
given on these terms only-and on that part of my speech ask himself what an 
matter I think Lord Russell has com- Irish Parliament freely elected would 
mitted a great error-that it becomes do with the i'cclesiastical funds of Ire
the absolute property of the Catholics land. I think the Presbyterians of Scot
or of the Presbyterians-it must be as land, the Churchmen and Nonconform-
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ists of England, have no right to suppose 
themselves to be judges with regard to 
religious matters in Ireland. They have 
a perfect right to say to Parliament 
through their representatives, • We will 
discontinue the State Church in Ireland, 
and we will create no other State 
Churches.' But that seems to be about 
the extent of the interference which they 
are entitled to in this matter. 

I hope I have explained with tole
rable clearness the views which I have 
felt it my duty to lay before the House 
on the occasion of this great ques
tion. The House will see, and I think 
hon. Gentlemen opposite will admit, 
that I am at least disposed to treat it 
as a great question which, if it be dealt 
with, should be. dealt with in the most 
generous, gracious, and, if you like, 
tender manner by Parliament, as re
spects the feelings and interests of all 
who are most directly concerned. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Home Secre
tary, in his speech last night, said that 
this proposal to disestablish the Estab
lished Church of Ireland, was, in point 
of fact, in some sort a revolution. This, 
at any rate, I am satisfied, would be 
not only an entirely bloodless revolu
tion, but a revolution full of blessing 
to the Irish people. 

I have not said a word-I never said 
a word in this House, and, I believe, 
never out of it, to depreciate the cha
racter of the clergymen of the Estab
lished Church in Ireland. I think no 
religious ministers are placed in a more 
unfortunate position, and I am satisfied 
that many of them feel it to be so. I 
have not the least doubt, when this 
transaction is once accomplished, that 
they will breathe more freely. I believe 
they will be more potent in their minis
trations, and that their influence, which 
must, or ought to be, considerable, will 
be far more extensive than it has been, 
and far more beneficial in the districts 
in which they live. But being so great 
a question, as the Home Secretary de
scribed it, it can only be settled by 
mutual and reasonable concession. The 
main principle being secured, that State 

Church supremacy is abolished in Ire- .1 
land, and that the Irish Churches are .• 
henceforth to be free Churches upon ,: 
the voluntary principle, then I should, 
be willing, and I would recommend .1 

every person in the country whom my II 

voice may reach, to make any reasonable ! 
concession that can be suggested in the : J 

case. So anxious am I that it should be i 
done, that I should be delighted to co
operate with the right hOD. Gentleman, 
and with hon. Members on the opposite 
side of the House, in support .of any just 
measure for settling this great question. 
But I say, if it ever does come to be 
dealt with by a great and powerful 
Minister, let it be dealt with in a great 
and generous spirit. I would counsel to 
all men moderation and justice. It is 
as necessary to Protestants as to Catho
lies and to Nonconformists that they 
should endeavour to get rid of passion 
in discussing this question. 

We are, after all, of one religion. I 
imagine that there will come a time in 
the history of the world when men will 
be astonished that Catholics and Pro
testants have had so much animosity 
against and suspicion of each other. I 
accept the belief in a grand passage, 
which I once met with in the writings 
of the illustrious founder of the colony 
of Pennsylvania. He says that • The 
humble, meek, merciful, just, pious, and 
devout souls are everywhere of one re
ligion, and when death has taken off 
the ma.sk they will know one another, J 

though the diverse liveries they wear 
here make them strangers.' Now, may 
I ask the House to act in this spirit, 
and then our work will be easy. The 
noble Lord, towards the conclusion of 
his speech, spoke of the cloud which 
rests at present over Ireland. It is a 
dark and heavy cloud, and its darkness 
extends over the feelings of men in all 
parts of the British Empire. But there 
is a consolation which we may all take 
to ourselves. An inspired king and bard • 
and prophet has left us words which 
are not only the expression of a fact, 
but which we may take as the utter
ance of a prophecy. He says, • To the 
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upright there ariseth light in the dark
ness.' Let us try in this matter to be 
upright. Let us try to be just. That 
cloud will be dispelled. The dangers 
which surround \IS will vanish, and w. 

may yet have the happiness' of leav
ing to our children the heritage of an 
honourable citizenship in a united and 
prosperous' Empire. 

.l ________________________________________ ~ __ ~ 
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[This $peech was made in the debate on Mr. Gladstone's resolutions for disestablishing 
. . the Irish Church.] 

THE House will not expect me to 
follow the legal argument of the hon. 
and learned Member who has just sat 
down. I entertain a firm belief that 
those legal cobwebs which are spread, 
and which are supposed to, and do in 
the minds of many Gentlemen, inter
pose between 'the completion of a great 
act of justice, will be swept away before 
long by the almost unanimous opinion 
of the people of the three kingdoms. 

During this' debate, which has yet 
lasted only two nights, there has been, 
if not a remarkable change of opinion, 
a remarkable change of expression. 
Last night we had an interesting speech 
from the noble Lord who generally sits 
opposite me, the noble Lord the Mem
ber for Stamford. I refer only to the 
beginning of his speech, in which he 
spoke of his' affection for the principle 
of a Church Establishment. There was 
a hesitation in his manner; he had a 
strong love for his principle, but it ap
peared to me that he thought the time 
was come when even that cherished 
principle would have to be surren
dered. From the Treasury bench we 
had a speech from the noble Lord the 
SecretalY for Foreign Affairs, and 
when he sat down it is difficult to say 
what was the precise impression made 

upon the House; but I think, on the 
whole, the impression made on the 
other side of the House-his own side 
-was by no means a comfortable one. 
'Now to me it is, and I think to the 
House it is, a misfortune that we have 
a Government that speaks with a dif
ferent voice from night to night. We 
had it last year, and I presume, from 
the example of the debate which lately 
took place on the motion of the hon. 
Member for Cork, and from. the debate 
on this motion, we are about to see a 
repetition of it. 

The fact is, that the position of the 
Government is one of great difficulty 
and perplexity; to speak plainly, it is 
one which I should call, in our Con
stitutional system, altogether unnatural. 
They are the Ministers, the leaders of 
a minority of the House, and whilst 
they sat as leaders of the minority in 
opposition they defended the principles 
of their party, and they apparently re
garded all their past career with satis
faction; but the moment they are 
transferred to the Treasury bench they 
find themselves in this difficulty, that 
although their party may still wish to 
cling to their past opinions, there is 
something in the very air, there is 
something throughout the mind of the 
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whole kingdom, which teaches them 
that their past opinions are impossible 
in their Dew position. 

The noble Lord the Member for 
King's Lynn made a speech not long 
ago at Bristol, and in that speech he 

'expressed what 1 am quite sure were 
his honest opinions with regard to the 
condition of Ireland. He stated that 

~ the condition of Ireland was one painful 
and dangerous, and to us, in appear
ance at least, discreditahle. He said 
we had a strange and perplexing pro
blem to solve; that in Ireland there 
was a miserable state of things. Then 
he said, 'If we look for a remedy, who 
can give us an intelligihle answer? 
Ireland is the question of the hour.' 
And that is not altogether at variance 
-in fact, I should say not at all at 
variance-with the speech of the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland, who told us, as 
far as he knew, the facts about his 
country. But immediately afterwards 
we had the description of the right hon. 
Gentleman at the head of the Govern
ment, to the effect that there was no 
crisis at all-that, in point of fact, the 
condition of Ireland was a Dormal con
dition, and that there was no necessity 
for anything remarkable or unusual in 
the legislation that was required. Now, 
to-night we have had a speech from the 
Home Secretary. I may say that every 
speaker on that side of the House has 
admitted that his speech is entirely in 
opposition, in its tone, its purpose, and 
its principle, to the speech of the Doble 
Lord the Member for King's Lynn. It 
seems to me that the Home Secretary 
to-night answered the Foreign Secretary 
of last night-and I suppose if the de
hate goes on until Thursday, probably 
the right hon. Gentleman at the head 
of the Government, or perhaps the 
Secretary of State for India, will answer 
the speech of the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department. 

But all this shows us that the House 
is in a wrong position. We have a mi
nority in office which cannot' assert its 
own views with safety, nor can it with 
any more safety adopt our views; and 

thus, when, on that side of the House, 
a Minister gets up and makes what 
is called a liberal speech on this. ques
tion to us who are in opposition, that 
creates discontent; and then another, 
Minister rises and makes a speech of 
an exactly opposite character, to recon
cile that discontent. There is, in fact, 
confusion and chaos in the House. We 
have a Government which is not a 
Government-and we have an Oppo
sition which is not an Opposition, be
cause really we do not oppose anything 
that you propose. Your propositions 
are Dot based upon your own principles, 
which you held when you sat on this 
side of the House, but on our plin
ciples, and therefore we are not in 
opposition at all, but we help you as 
much as possible to enforce, IlOt your 
own principles, but ours. Whatever 
compensation it may be to right hon. 
Gentlemen who sit on that bench and 
enjoy the dignities and emoluments of 
office, I think there are many honour
able' men on whom I am looking at 
this moment who do not observe the 
course of these proceedings with entire 
satisfaction. 

But now, notwithstanding these diffi
culties, there remains this great question 
which we must discuss, and .which, if 
possible, we must settle. I say, Dot
withstanding some observations to the 
contrary, that the people of the three 
kingdoms are looking with anxious sus
pense at the course which Parliament 
may take on this question. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Home Secretary on 
one occasion spoke of this qu~stion, of 
this proposition, as being something in 
the nature of a revolution. But, if it be 
a revolution, after all it is not so great 
a one as .we might sllppose from the 
force and energy of the speech which 
he has delivered to-night-a speech 
which, although I differ from his views, 
was. I must say, a very good speech
in which he brought into the House a 
good deal of the energy of the people 
of that great county (Yorkshire) from 
which he comes. But we are now abollt 
to deal with a question which only 



316 SPEECHES OF JOHN BRIGHT. APR1L I, 

affects, according to the census, some
thing under 700,000 people. I observe 
hon. Gentlemen talk of the Protestants 
of Ireland as being one-fourth of the 
whole population-of being a million 
and a half. All that is fanciful exaggera
tion. According to the census the Epis
copalians are not more than 700,000, 
and let hon. Gentlemen bear this in 
mind-when the census enumerators go 
round, if a man is not a Catholic or a 
Presbyterian, he is put down, unless he 
can state he is of some other sect, as an 
Episcopalian. And judging from what 
we know, there must be out of the 
700,000 a considerable number who 
never go to church, and, politically or 
religiously, have no interest in it. There
fore, I believe,. speaking correctly, it 
would not be possible to show that 
there are Episcopalians in Ireland in in
timate connection with the Established 
Church to the amount of more than 
from half a million to 600,000. 

Now, this will not come to more than 
100,000 families, that is, will not be 
very much more than the population of 
Liverpool, or Manchester, or Glasgow; 
so that, in point of fact, this question, 
which is held to be a revolution,-this 
great question affects only a population 
equal to that of the city of Glasgow, or 
of Liverpool, or of Manchester. And 
it is for a population so small as this, 
I am told-for I am not versed in com
putations of this kind-you have no less 
than twelve bishops and archbishops, 
and that you have devoted for their 
sen'ices-for their religious services
not less than the annual income arising 
from a capital sum estimated to be, at 
least, ten or twelve millions sterling. 
Now, if their system of teaching is really 
very good. I must say there ought to be 
in Ireland a more perfectly moral and 
religious population among the Church 
Protestants than there is in any other 
country in the world. 

What, then. are we about to do? 
What is the House about to do if we 
adopt the resolutions of the right hon. 
Member for South Lancashire? If the 
House accept the advice of the majority 

sitting on this side, what will be done? 
We are not going to commit any vital 
wrong upon that one city population of 
SCO,ooo or 600,000. When we have 
done everything that I have suggested 
should be done. we shall leave them in 
as comfortable a position as the ma
jority of the people of Scotland are in at 
tbis moment. We shall leave them as 
well off as- eight or nine-tenths of the 
population of Wales are; we shall leave 
them as well off as half, and not the least 
religious half, of the people of England 
are; we shall leave them as well off as 
the English, Scotch, Welsh, and Irish 
people who form the population in our 
colonies, whether in North America or 
Australia. And what can be more 
monstrous than for Gentlemen to come 
here from Ireland-and there may be 
some from England-and tell us we 
are bringing a bout a revolution, that we 
are committing an enormous oppres
sion, that we are hazarding the loyalty 
of the people of the North of Ireland, 
when, after all, the most and worst 
which any of us proposes to do is that 
the Church population of Ireland will 
be left at least as well off as any of 
the various populations of the Empire 
I have just described? I hope han. 
Gentlemen opposite will be convinced 
that it is not a bottomless abyss we are 
going to plunge their friends in to. 

Although it is a very small question 
for the Church in Ireland and for the 
Church people, I hold it is an infinitely 
larger question for the Catholic popu
lation. The han. and learned Gentle
man who spoke last relies much upon 
law. I suppose it will be admitted 
that there are only two pretences on 
which this State Church-the Protes
tant Church-can exist in Ireland. The 
one is religious-the other is political. 
Now, has anybody been able to show 
that, as a religious institution, it has 
not been a deplorable failure? because 
clearly, the original intention, the ori
ginal hope was, that the people of Ire
land would be drawn from the Church 
of Rome and brought into harmony 
with the Church of England. I under-
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take to say, from the time of its first 
establishment until now, reckoning up 
all the Catholics on the one side and 
the Protestants on the other, that it 
could not be shown, and is not to be 
believed, that it has ever added really 
one person in every hundred persons to 
the actual number of Protestants in the 
kingdom of Ireland. It has been an 
entire failure-a failure deplorable, and 
almost ludicrous. as an engine for con
verting the Catholic population. But 
it has not only not made Catholics into 
. Protestants, but it has made Catholics 
in Ireland more intensely Roman than 
the members of that Church are found 
to be in any.other country in Europe or 
in America. And what is more than 
that, I think it can be demonstrated 
that the existence of the Protestant 
Church in Ireland, whether missionary 
or not in pretence. has not only not 
converted the Catholics themselves, but 
has made it absolutely impossible that 
anybody else,. or any other Church, 
should convert them. Because, if you 

r look how the Church has been con
r nected with the State. and with the polio 
,~ tics of the country, with the supremacy 
~ of the landed proprietors, with the su-

premacy of the Protestant party, with 
all the dark records of the past, you will 
see the effect has been to make Catho
licism in Ireland not only a faith, but 
absolutely a patriotism. 

I think I might appeal to every Mem
ber of the House who now hears me 
whether, if he had been placed in Ire
land with his father before him among 
the Catholic population-I might ask 
him whether he would not have felt 
that if he threw off his allegiance to his 
Church. and if he entered the portals of 
this garrison Church, that it would have 
been to him not only a change of faith, 
but a denial as it were of his birth and 
of his country. I have felt always in 

. considering this question-and I have 
'. considered it luuch for twenty-five years 
.. past-that all the circumstances of that 
. Church in Ireland have been such as to 

stimulate the heart of every Catholic to 
. a stronger adherence to his own faith, 

and to a determined and unchangeable 
rejection of the faith and of the Church 
which were offered to him by the hands 
of conquest. There is one point on , 
this, too, which is important, that the 
more you have produced dissatisfaction 
with Imperial rule in Ireland. the more 
you have thrown the population into 
the hands of Rome. Now, I hope I 
shall offend no Catholic Member in this 
House when I say that I consider it one 
of the greatest calamities of the world 
that there are in many countries millions 
of Catholic population who are liable 
to be directed in much of their conduct, 
and often in their political conduct, 
through their bishops and clergy from 
the centre of the city of Rome. I 
think that is a misfortune-I think it is 
a misfortune to the freedom of the 
world. And I think, moreover, that it 
is a misfortune to every Catholic Church 
in every country, for it tends to ;prevent 
it from being wholly national, and it 
prevents also such changes and such 
reformations as, I believe, are necessary 
in the progress of every Church. We 
see some result of this in other countries 
of Europe. Notably, at this moment. 
in Austria, even in that country which 
we lately thought was the very last in . 
the race of freedom, there is a contest I 

going on with Rome. But there pro
bably is no country in Europe at this 
moment in which the Catholic Church 
and population are more entirely sub
ject than in Ireland to the direct influ
ence of a certain number of persons, of 
whom most of us know nothing, who 
pull the strings of the Catholic world 
in the city of Rome. I attribute much 
of this. which I think a great evil, to 
the existence of the Protestant Church 
in Ireland. You know perfectly well 
that the great discontent of Ireland is 
chiefly entertained by the Catholic po
pulation, and you know that this popu
lation is even at this moment, more than 
it was some years ago, subject directly 
to political influences from Rome. But 
I am satisfied that it is for the interest 
of the Catholic population, and that it 
is for the interest of this great nation 
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and of this Imperial Government, that 
whatsoever be the tie between the 
Catholic population of Ireland and the 
Government in Ireland, we ought at 
least to take away every obstacle that 
can lessen in the smallest degree the 
loyalty of that people to the Imperial 
Crown. 

And if this Church has failed as a 
religions institution, how stands, it as 
a political institution? It was intended 
not only to convert the Catholics, but 
to secure the Union. An hon. Gentle
man, with a courage that I should not 
like to imitate, said that if the 5th 
Article of the Act of Union should be 
altered, then in point of fact the Union 
is as good as abolished. I see the hon. 
Gentleman up' there, and I think he is 
not the only one who has said it in 
the course of this discussiori. It is a 
very old and not a very strange de
vice to expect the .people to be made 
loyal through the instrumentality of 
the clergy. I know that many centuries 
ago a monk of some celebrity at the 
Court of Louis of Bavaria told that 
monarch, • You defend me with the 
sword, and I will defend you with the 
pen.' We have been during all this 
time defending this Church with the 
sword. The sword has scarcely ever 
been out of the hand of the governing 
power in Ireland. And if a fair, simple, 
and unadorned narrative were given of 
the transactions of this Parliament with 
Ireland, with regard to its different en
actments, coercive restrictions" suspen~ 
sions of the Habeas Corpus Act, and 
so forth. it would fonn a narrative 
which would astonish the world and 
would discredit us. Sir, I am afraid 
it is not,too much to say that, in sup
port of this supremacy, many victims 
have perished on the scaffold in Ire
land, and that the fields of Ireland have 
been more than once drenched with the 
blood of her people. But, after all this 
is done, we are not n bit more secure. 

It is no matter what Government sits 
on the bencll opposite. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for South Lan
cashire was there two, years ago, and 

on that occasion, by the consent of his 
Colleagues, the then Home Secretary 
had to introduce the Bill for the sus
pension of. the Habeas Corpus Act. 
Now you are on that side of the House. 
and you have to do the same. Nobody. 
says it is not necessary. I am not pre
pared to say it has not been necessary 
at other times. But surely if this be ne
cessary-and if there is this painful duty 
to perform at various times-it shows 
that the Union is not very secure in , 
Ireland. In fact, Sir, it is the most 
painful thing that we have witnessed. 
lately, that the, suspension of the 
Habeas Corpus Act has become so 
common that it causes almost no re
mark. The measure is introduced into 
the HOllse. An Irish Member makes 
a feeble protest against it, and it is 
passed, and we suspend the liberties of 
one of the three kingdoms from year to 
year. And the Prime Minister has the 
courage-I might almost use another 
word-he has the courage to say there 
is no crisis, and that things are going 
on very much as usual, and that the 
House of Commons is not required to 
do much or care much for that country. 

'What you have in Ireland is this. 
There is anarchy, which is subdued by 
force. and after centuries of rule-not 
our rule, but that of our forefathers
we have got no farther. We have not 
reconciled Ireland to us, we have done 
none of those things which,the world 
says we ought to have done; and at 
this moment-in the year 1868-we are 
discussing the question whether it is 
possible to make any change with reo 
ference to the Established Church in 
Ireland which will bring about a better 
state of feeling between th~ people and 
the Imperial Government. Sir, I am 
afraid there, has been very little states
manship and very much neglect, and I 
think we ought to take shame to our
selves, and try to get rid of some of our 
antiquated prejudices oJ! this matter, 
and look at it as men would look at it 
from a distance, as men whose vision is 
not impaired by the passionate feelings 
which, ,have so often prevailed in this 
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II country ~ith regard to this question. 
I What. then. is the remedy that is now 

I 
offered? What do people say of it? 
Now. I challenge any hon. Gentleman 

I 
on the other side to deny this, that out 
of half a million Episcopalians in Ire

I land there are many-there are some in 
the Irish nobility. some landed pro
prietors. some magistrates. even some 
of the clergy. a great many Irishmen 
-who believe at this moment that it is 
of the very first importance that the 
proposition of the right hon. Gentle
man the Member for South Lancashire 
should be carried. 

I am not going to overstate my case. 
I do not say that all of them are of 
that opinion. Of that half-million. say 
that one-fourth-I will state no number 
~but of this I am quite certain. that 
there is an influential. a considerable. 
and, as I believe. a wise minority, who 
are in favour of distinct and decided 
action on the part of Parliament with 
regard to this question. But if you ask 
the whole Roman Catholic population 
of Ireland. be they nobles. or landed 
proprietors. or merchants. or farmers, 
or labourers.-the whole I}umber of the 
Catholic population in Ireland being. 
I suppose. eight or nine times the num
ber of Episcopalians-these are pro-

i bably. without exception. of opinion 
that it would be greatly advantageous 
and just to their country if the propo-

I sition submitted on this side of the 
House should receive the sanction of 
Parliament. Now. if some Protestants 
and all Catholics are agreed that we 
should remove this Church. what would 
happen if Ireland was 1.000 miles away, 
and we were discussing it as we might dis
cuss the same state of affairs in Canada? 
If we were to have in Canada and in 
Australia all this disloyalty among the 
Roman Catholic population. owing to 
the exiMence of a Slate Church there. 
the House would be unanimous that 
the State Church in those colonies 
should be abolished, and that perfect 
freedom in religion should be given. 

But there is a fear in the mind of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Home Secre-

. tary that the malady which would exist 
in Ireland might cross the Channel and 
appear in England; that in fact the dis
order of Voluntaryism, as he deems it, 
in Ireland. like any other contagious dis
order. !night cross the Channel, by force 
of the west wind. lodging first in Scot
land, and then crossing the Tweed and 
coming south to England. I think the 
right hon. Gentleman went so far as to 
say that he was so much in favour of re
ligious equality, that if you went so far 
as to disestablish the Church in Ireland, 
he would recommend the same policy 
for England. Now. with regard to that. 
I will give you an anecdote which has 
reference to Scotland. Some years ago 
I had the pleasure of spending some 
days in Scotland at the house of the late 
Lord Aberdeen. after he had ceased to be 
Prime Minister. He was talking of the 
disruption of the Church of Scotland. 
and he said that nothing in the course 
of his public life had given him so much 
pain as the disruption. and the establish
ment of the Free Church in that country; 
but he said he had lived long enough to 
discover that it was one of the greatest 
blessings that had ever come to Scotland. 
He said that they had a vast increase in 
the number of churches. a correspond
ing increase in the number of manses or 
ministers' houses. and that schools had 
increased. also. to an extraordinary ex~ 
tent; that there had been imparted to 
the Established Church a vitality and 
energy which it had not known for a 
long period; and that education. mo
rality. and religion had received a great 
advancement in Scotland in consequence 
of that change. Therefore. after a1l, it 
is not the most dreadful thing in the 
world-not so bad as a great earth
quake-or as many other things that 
have happened. I am not quite sure 
that the Scottish people themselves may 
not some day ask you-if you do not 
yourselves introduce and pass it with
out their asking-to allow their Slate 
Church to be disestablished. 

I 'met only the other day a most 
intelligent gentleman from the north 
of Scotland. and he told me that the 
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minister of the church he frequented • 
had 2501. a-year from the E$tablishment 
Funds, which lIe thought very much too 
little, and he felt certain that, if the 
Establishment were abolished, and the 
Church made into a Free Church, the 
salary of the minister would be imme
diatelyadvanced to at least 5001. a-year. 
That is a very good argument for the 
ministers, and we shall see by-and-by, 
if the conversion of Scotland proceeds 
much further, that you may be asked to 
disestablish their Church. The hon. 
Member for Honiton last night quoted 
something which, I dare say, he did not 
recollect accurately-something which I 
had said respecting the Church of Eng
land: but the fact is that the Church of 
England is not suffering from the as
saults of the Liberation Society; it is 
suffering from avery different complaint. 
It is an internal complaint. You have 
had it before one of the courts of law 
within the last few days, and. a very 
curious decision has been given,-that 
candles are'lawful, but incense is some
thing terrible, and cannot be allowed; 
and then the newspapers tell you that 
on the very next Sunday there is more 
incense in that particular church which 
has been complained of than there ever 
had been before. 

I will tell hon. Gentlemen opposite 
what it is that endangers the State 
Church now-I mean a State Church 
like this in England, against which 
there is no violent political assault. 
It is the prevalence of zeal. When
ever zeal creeps into a State Church, 
it takes naturally different forms-one 
strongly Evangelical, another strongly 
High Church or Ritualist-and these 
two species of zeal work on and on in 
opposition, until finally there comes a 
catastrophe, and it is found that it is 
not Mr. MiaH and the Liberation So
ciety, although they have prepared 
men's minds not to dread it, but it is 
something wholly different, within the 
Church itself, that causes the disruption 
of the Church. The Scottish disruption 
did not take place from any assaults 
from without-it took place from zeal 

and difficulties within: and if you could 
keep the whole of the Church of England 
perlectly harmonious within its own bor
ders, it would take a very daring prophet 
~ho would undertake to point out the 
time when it would be disestablished. 

We will confine ourselves, therefore, 
to Ireland, and I will ask hon. Gen tIe
men this: I believe Gentlemen opposite 
do not usually reject the view which we 
entertain, that the abolition of the State 
Church in Ireland would tend to lessen 
the difficulties of governing that coun
try. I think there is scarcely an hon. 
Gentleman on the other side, who has 
not some doubt of his previous opinions, 
some slight misgiving on this point, and 
some disposition to accept our view of 
the case. Well, why should you be 
afraid? Even children, we know, can 
be induced, by repeated practice, to go 
into a dark room without fear. You 
have always, somebody said tbe other 
night, lions in the path; but I will not 
diguify them with the name of lions
they are but hobgoblins. Now, when 
you have seen and handled them. as y .. u 
have a great many times since I have 
been in the .habit of speaking face t .. 
face with you, these things are found, 
after all, to be only llobgoblins; ymt 
have learned, after all, that they are per
fectly harmless: and when you thought 
we were doing you harm, and upsetting 
the Constitution, you have found that, 
after all, we were doing you· good, and 
that the Constitution was rather stronger 
than it was before. Let me point out 
for a moment some of these changes 
that were found at the time to be of 
great difficulty, hut have been found to 
be very wise and good afterwards. 

When I came into this House, nearly 
twenty-five years ago, our colonial sys
tem was wholly different from what it is 
now. It has been changed: Sir William 
Molesworth and Joseph Hume were 
mainly the authors in Parliament of that 
change. Well, all our colonies, as we all 
admit, are much more easily governed 
and much more loyal than they were 
in those days. Turning then to our 
financial system-and 1 really do not 
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want to offend anyone by mentioning 
this_you know that our financial sys
tem, since Sir Robert Peel came into 
office in 1841, has been completely 
changed, and yet the revenue of the 
country is larger, which I regard as a 
misfortune_and not only larger, but 
more secure by far, if Parliament re
quires it, than it was at any previous 
period of our history. Take the old 
protective system, which the hon. Mem
ber for North Warwickshire (Mr. New
degate) and some others have not for-
gotten. Free-trade was a frightful 
monster. But the protective system is 
gone; and now every candid man 
amongst you will admit that industry, 
being more free throughout the coun· 
try, is better rewarded, and that the 
land, which you said would go out of 
cultivation, and become of no value, 
sell,; for a higher price in the market 
than it ever brought before. 

There are two other points on which 
I wish to add a word. One was men
tioned last night after many Members 
had gone home. The balance of power 
was once considered the beginning and 
end of our foreign policy, and I am not 
sure that there are not some old states
men in the other House who believe in 
it even yet. What was done last night? 
The noble Lord the Member for Had
dingtonshire, who comes up from 
Scotland brimfull of enthusiasm for 
impossible projects, proposed to put 
in words which had been rejected from 
the preamble of the Mutiny Bill relating 
to the preservation of the balance of 
power. What did one of your most 
distinguished Ministers, the right hon. 
Baronet the Secretary for War. say in 
reference to the proposition? He said 
he thought it singular that the hon. 
Member for Chatham should have pro
posed to omit the words, because they 
really meant nothing, but he was still 
more surprised that the noble Lord 
should have asked to have them re
placed. Well, thus you see that this 
balance of power is gone, and yet Eng
land, I will undertake to say, under 
the rational and fair administration of 

. foreign affairs by the noble Lord the 
Member for King's Lynn, is just as 
much respected by all foreign Powers 
as she was when we were ready to 
meddle in every stupid quarrel that oc
curred upon the Continent of Europe. 

Now, there is only one other thing 
to which I will advert-the question 
of the representation. You know, in 
1830, there was almost no re1?resenta
tion. There were a few towns 10 which 
there was almost .universal suffrage, and 
many scores of rotten boroughs; in 
fact, the whole system was in such a 
state of congestion that it could not be 
tolerated any longer, and we had a 
small, but which might have been a 
very large revolution, in amending that 
state of things. Last year you, who 
had seen this hobgoblin for years, who 
had thought, I have no doubt, many of 
you, that I was very unwise aud very 
rash in the moue in which I had pro
posed to extend the suffrage; last year 
you found out· that it was not so 
monstrous a thing after all, and you 
became almost enthusiastic in support 
of the right hon: Gentleman's Reform 
Bill. Well, you believe now, and the 
First Minister, if this was an occlsion 
on which he had to speak about it, 
would tell you not to be afraid of what 
was done,-he would tell you that, 
based on the suffrage of a larger por· 
tion of your countrymen, Parliament 
will henceforth be more strong and 
mQre venerated by the people than 
ever it has been before. 

If that is true of Parliament, what 
shall we say of the Throne itself after 
all these changes? I will venture to 
ask, whatever of convenience there may 
be in hereditary monarchy, whatever 
of historic grandeur in the kingly office, 
whatever of nobleness in the possessor 
of the Crown, in all these things is it 
not true that everything is at least as 
fully recognised by the nation as it ever 
was at any previous period? I do not 
mention these things to reproach any
body here. We all have to learn. There 
are many in this House who have been 
in process of learning for a good while. 
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I am not sure that my right hon. Friend 
the Member for South Lancashire would 
not admit to us that on this very ques
tion of the Irish Church his opinions 
have been greatly expanded, and have 
been ripening for a series of years. 
That is greatly to the credit, not only 
of his head. but of his heart. We have 
seen even amongst you a progress in 
many things-a progress which is most 
gratifying to me-that is a very small 
matter; but it is a very wholesome 
indication that the minds of men are 
becoming more open to the considera
tion of great principles in connection 
with great public questions. And this 
gives us promise that in future we shall 
have-as, no doubt, we shaH have-a 
Government more in accordance with 
public opinion and public interests than 
we have had in past times. -

In my opinion, the changes that have 
been made in our time, are the glory of 
our time, and I believe that our posterity 
wilJ regard them as the natural and 
blessed fruits of the growth of intelli
gence in our day. I mention these things 
to urge you not to close your ears to 
the arguments nor to close your hearts 
to the impressions of justice which must 
assail you with regard to this question 
which is now being debated so much 
in Great Britain and Ireland. I might 
appeal to a right hon. Gentleman who 
perhaps is in the House-the Member 
for the County of Limerick-who was 
at a very remarkable meeting held tJ1e 
other day in Limerick on this very 
question. I have heard from sources 
which cannot, I think, be questioned, 
that it was one of the most remarkable 
meetings held In Ireland within the 
last twenty years, or, perhaps, I might 
say for a longer period. There was a 
far more healthy tone of mind, of con
duct, of feeling, of e"pression, of every
thing we wish for, but have not known 
there for a very long period; and I 
believe and know-because I am told 
by witnesses who cannot be contradicted 
-that the change arose from the grow
ing belief that there was a sufficient 
majority in this House, that the general 

opinion of Parliament was sufficiently 
strong. to enable this measure of justice 
and reconciliation to be passed. Now, 
I ask you, if, after what has taken place, 
you are able, unhappily able, to prevent 
the progress of the movement which is 
now on foot for the disestablishment of 
the State Church in Ireland, are you 
not of opinion that it will create great 
dissatisfaction; that it will add to the 
existing discontent; that it wilJ make 
those that are hopeful despair; and that 
men-rash men, if you like--strong and 
earnest men, will speak to those that 
hitherto have not been rash, and have 
not been earnest, and wilJ say, 'You 
see at L'\St; is this not a proof con
vincing and unanswerable, that the 
Imperial Parliament sitting in London 
is not capable of hearing our com
plaints, and of doing that justice which 
we as a people require at its hands?' 

Do not imagine that I am speaking 
with personal hostility to the right hon. 
Gentleman who is your Chief Minister 
here. Do not imagine for a moment 
that I am one of those, if there be any, 
who are hoping to drive hon. Gentle
men from that bench in order that I 
may take one of the places occupied by 
them. I would treat this subject as a 
thing far beyond and far above party 
differences. The question comes before 
the House, of course, as all these great 
questions must, as a great party ques
tion, and I am one of the Members of 
this party; but it does not follow that 
all the Members of a party should be 
actuated by a party spirit, or by a 
miserable, low ambition to take the 
place of a Minister of the Crown. I 
say there is something far higher and 
better than that; and if ever there was 
a question presented to Parliament which 
invited the exercise of the highest and 
noblest feelings of Members of the 
House, I say this is that question. 

I say. then, do not be alarmed at 
what is proposed. Let us take this 
Irish State Church; let us take it, not 
with a l'ude-I am against rudeness and 
harshness in legislative action-but if 
not with a rude, stilJ with a resolute 
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grasp. If you adopt the policy we re
commend, you will pluck up a weed 
which pollutes the air. [. Oh I Qh !'J 
I will give hon. Gentlemen consolation 
in the conclusion of the sentence-I say 
you will pluck up a weed which pollutes 
the air; but you will leave a free Pro
testant Church. which will be hereafter 
an ornament and a grace to all those 
who may be brought within the range 
of its influence •• Sir. I said in the be
ginning of my observations that there are 
the people of three kingdoms who are 
waiting with anxious suspense for the . 
solution of this question. Ireland waits 

and longs. I appeal to the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member (or Limerick; 
I appeal to that Meeting. the character 
of which he enn describe. and perhaps 
may describe. to the House; and I say 
that Ireland waits and longs (or a great 
act of reconciliation. I say. further. 
that England and Scotland are eager to 
make atonement for past crimes and 
past errors; and I say, yet further; that 
it depends upon us, this House of Com
mons, this Imperial Parliament, whether 
that reconciliation shall take place, and 
whether that atonement shan at length 
be made. 

--~-

• 
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WAR WITH RUSSIA-THE QUEEN'S MESSAGE. 

. HOUSE OF COMMONS, MARCH 3[, [854. 

F,.01n Han.fa,.d. 

[Mr. Bright was opposed to the war with Russia. This speech was spoken on the day 
when the message from the Crown announcing the dtclaration of war was brought 
down to the House.] 

THERE are two reasons which may 
induce a Member of this House to ad
dress it-he may hope to convince some 
of those to whom he speaks, or he may 
wish to clear himself from any partici
pation in a course which he believes to 
be evil. I presume I am one of that 
small section of the House to whom the 
hon. Gentleman who has just spoken 
(Mr. Layard) has referred. when he 
alluded to the small party who objected 
to the policy by which this country has 
arrived at .the 'triumphant position 
which it now occupies.' In coming'for
ward to speak on this occasion, I may be 
told that I am like a physician proposing 
to prescribe to-day for a man who died 
yesterday, and that it is of no use to in
sist upon views which the Government 
and the House have already determined 
to reject. I feel, however. that we are 
entering upon a policy which may affect 
the fortunes of this country for a long. 

. time to come. and I am unwilling to lose 
this opportunity of explaimng wherein 

I differ from the course which the Go
vernment has pursued, and of clearing 
myself from any portion of the responsi
bility which attaches to those who sup
port the policy which the Government 
has adopted. 

We are asked to give our confidence 
to the Administration in voting the 
Address to the Crown. which has been 
moved by the noble Lord the Member 
for London, and to pledge our support 
to them in the war in which the cO\mtry 
is now to engage. The right hon. Gen
tleman the Member for Buckingham
shire (Mr. Disraeli), on a recent occasion, 
made use of a term which differed con
siderably from what he said in a former 
debate; he spoke of this war as n • just 
and unnecessary war.' I shall not dis
cuss the justice of the war. It may be 
difficult to decide a point like this, see· 
ing that every war undertaken since the 
days of Nimrod has been declared to be 
just by those in favour of it; but I may 
at least question whether any war that is 
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unnecessary can be deemed to be just. I 
shall not discuss this question on the 
abstract principle of peace at any price. 
as it is termed, which is held by a small 
minority of persons in this country, 
founded on religious opinions which are 
not generally received, but I shall dis
cuss it entirely on principles which are 
accepted by all the Members of this 
House. I shall maintain that when we 
are deliberating on the question of war. 
and endeavouring to prove its justice or 
necessity. it becomes us to show that 
the interests of the country are clearly 
involved; that the objects for which the 
war is undertaken are probable. or. at 
least. possible of attainment; and. further, 
that the end proposed to be accom
plished is worth the cost and the sacri· 
fices which we are about to incur. I 
think these are fair principles on which 
to discuss the question, and I hope that 
when the noble Lord the Member for 
Tiverton (Lord Palmerston) rises during 
this debate, he will not assume that I 
have dealt with it on any other prin
ciples than these. 

The House should bear in mind that 
at this moment we are in intimate 
alliance with a neighbouring Govern
ment, which was, at a recent period, the 
originator of the troubles which have 
ari.en at Constantinople. I do not wish 
to blame the I'rench Government, be
cause nothing could have been more 
proper than the manner in which it 
has retired from the difficulty it had 
created; but it is nevertheless quite true 
that France, having made certain de-' 
mands upon Turkey with regard to 
concessions to the Latin Church. backed 
by a threat of the appearance of a 
French fleet in the Dardanelles, which 
demands Turkey had wholly or partially 
complied with; Russia, the powerful 
neighbour of Turkey, being on the 
watch, made certain other demands, 
having reference to the Greek Church; 
and Russia at the same time required 
(aud this I understand to be the real 
ground of the quarrel) that Turkey 
should define by treaty, or convention, 
or by a simple note, or memorandum, 

what was conceded, and what were the 
rights of Russia, in order that the Govern
ment of Russia might not suffer in future 
from the varying policy and the vacilla
tion of the Ottoman Government. 

Now, it seems tome quite impossible 
to discuss this question without con
sidering the actual condition of Tur
key. The hon. Member for Aylesbury 
(Mr. Layard) assumes that they who do 
not agree in the policy he advocates are 
necessarily hostile' to the Turks, and 
have no sympathy for Turkey. I repu
diate such an assumption altogether. 
I can feel·for a country like that, if it 
be insulted or oppressed by a powerful 
neighbour; but aU that sympathy may 
exist without my being able to convince 
myself that it is the duty of this country 
to enter intd the serious obligation of 
a war in defence of the rights of that 
country. The noble Lord the Member 
for Tiverton is one of the very few men 
in this House, or out of it, who are bold 
enough to insist upon it that there is a 
growing strength in the Turkish Empire. 
There was a Gentleman in this House, 
sixty years ago, who, in the debates in 
1 79:t, expressed the singular opinion 
which the 1I0bie Lord now holds. There 
was a Mr. Stanley in the House at that 
period, who insisted on the growing 
power of Turkey, and asserted that the 
Turks of that day' were more and more 
imitating our manners, and emerging 
from their inactivity and indolence; 
that improvements of every kind were 
being introduced among them, and that 
even printing-presses had been lately 
established in their capital.' That was 
the opinion of a Gentleman. anxious to 
defend Turkey, and speaking in this 
House more than sixty years ago; we 
are now living sixty years later, and no ' 
one now, but the noble Lord, seems to 
insist upon the fact of the great and 
growing power of the Turkish Empire. 

If anyone thing is more apparent 
than another, on the face of aU the 
documents furnished to the House by 
the Government of which the noble 
Lord.is a Member, it is this, that the 
Turkish Empire is falling, or has fallen, 
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into a state of decay, and into anarchy 
so permanent as to have assumed a.' 
chronic character. The noble Lord 
surely has not forgotten that Turkey 
has lost the Crimea and Bessarabia, and 
its control over the Danubian Princi
palities; that the Kingdom of Greece' 
has been carved out of it; that it has 
lost its authority over Algiers, and has 
run great risk of being conquered by its 
own vassal the Pasha of Egypt; and 
from this he might have drawn the con
clusion that, the empire was gradually 
falling into decay, and that to pledge 
ourselves to effect its recovery and sus
tentation, is to undertake what no human 
power will be able to accomplish. I only 
ask the House to tum to the statements 
which will be found nearly at the end of 

I the first of the Blue Booksre'oentlyplaced 
on the table of the HoliSe, and they 
will find that there is scarcely any cala
mity which can be described as afflicting 
any country, which is not there proved 
to be present, and actively at work, in 
almost every province of the Turkish 
Empire. And the House should bear 
in mind, when reading these despatches 
from the English Consuls in Turkey to 
the English Ambassador at Constanti
nople, that they give a very faint picture 
of what really exists, because what are 
submitted to us are but extracts of more 
extended and important communications. 
It may fairly be assumed that the parts 
which are not published are those which 
described the state of things to be so 
bad, that the Government has been un
willing to lay before the House, and 
the country, and the world, that which 
would be so offensive and so injurious 
to its ally the Sultan of Turkey. . 

But, if other evidence be wanting, is 
it not a fact that Constantinople is the 
seat of intrigues and factions to a de
gree not known in any other country or 
capital in the world? France demands 
one ,thing. Russia another, England a 
third, and Austria something else. For 
many years past our Ambassador at 
Constantinople has been partly carrying 
on the government of that country, and 
influencing its policy, and it is the city 

in which are fought the diplomatic con
tests of the Great Powers of Europe. 
And if I have accurately described the 
state of Turkey, what is the position of 
Russia? It is a powerful coun try, under 
a strong Executive Government; it is 
adjacent to a weak and falling nation; 
it has in its history the evidences of a 
succession of triumphs over Turkey; it 
has religious affinities with a majority 
of the population of European Turkey 
which make it absolutely impossible 
that its Government should not, more 
or less, interfere, or have a strong in
terest, in the internal policy of the 
Ottoman Empire. Now, if we, were 
Russian-and I put the case to the 
Members of this House-is it not 

'likely, according to all the theories I 
have heard explained when we have 
been concerned in similar cases, that 
a large majority of the House and the 
country would be strongly in favour of 
such intervention as Russia has at
tempted? and if I opposed it, as I 
certainly should oppose it, I should be 
in a minority on that question more in
siguificant than that in which I have 
now the misfortune to find myself with 
regard to the policy of the Government 
on the grave question now before us. 

The noble Lord the Member for Lon- . 
don has made a statement of the case 
of.the Government, and in favour of this 
Address to the Crown; but I thought 
it was a statement remarkably feeble in 
fact and in argument, if intended as a 
justification of the course he and bis 
Colleagues have taken. For the pur
poses of the noble Lord's defence, tbe 
Russian demand upon Turkey is as
sumed to be something of far greater 
importance than I have been able to 
discover it to be from a careful exami
nation of the terms in which it was 
couched. The noble Lord himself, in 
one of his despatches, admits that Russia 
had reason to complain, and that she 
has certain rights and duties by treaty, 
and by tradition, with regard to the 
protection of the Christians in Turkey. 
Russia asserted these rights, and wished 
to have them defined in a. particular 
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fonn; and it was on the question of 
the fonn of the demand, and the man
ner in which it should be conceded, that 
the whole of this unfortunate difference 
has arisen. Now, if Russia made cer· 
tain demands on Turkey, this country 
insisted that Turkey should not consent 
to them; for although the noble Lord 
has attempted to show that Turkey her
self, acting for herself, had resolved to 
resist, I defy anyone to read the des
patches of Lord Stratford de Redcliffe 
without coming to the conclusion that, 
from the beginning to the end of the 
negotiations, the English Ambassador 
had insi.ted, in the strongest manner, 
that Turkey should refuse to make the 
slightest concession on the real point at 
issue in the "demands of the Russian 
Government. As a proof of that state
ment, I may refer to the account given 
by Lord Stratford de Redcliffe, in. his 
despatch of the 5th of May, 1853, of 
the private interview he had with the 
Sultan. the Minister of the Sultan having 
left him at the door, that the interview 
might be strictly private. In describing 
that interview, Lord Stratford says, • I 
then endeavoured to give him a just idea 
of the degree of danger to which his 
Empire was exposed.' The Sultan was 
not sufficiently aware of his danger. and 
the English Ambassador' endeavoured 
to give him a just idea of it ;' and it 
was by means such as this that he urged 
upon the Turkish Govel'Dment the neces
sity of resistance to any of the demands 
of Russia, promising the anned assist- " 
ance of England, whatever consequences 
might ensue. From the moment that 
promise was made, or from the moment 
it was sanctioned by the Cabinet at 
home. war was all but inevitable; they 
had entered into a partnership with the 
Turkbh Government (which, indeed, 
could scarcely be called a Government 
at all), to assist it by military force; 
and Turkey, having old quarrels to 
settle with Rus.ia. and" old wrongs to 
avenge, was not slow to plunge into the 
war, having secured the co-operation of 
two powerful nations, England and 
France. in her quarrel. 

Now, I have no special sympathy 
with Russia, and I refuse to discuss or 
to decide this question on grounds of 
sympathy with Russia or with. Turkey; 
I consider if simply as it affects the 
duties and the interests of my own 
country. I find that after the first pro
position for a treaty had been made by 
Prince Menchikoff, that envoy made 
some concession, and asked only for a. 
Sened, or Convent jon ; and when that 
was disapproved of, he offered to accept 
a note, or memorandum" merely, that 
should specify what should be agreed 
upon. But the Turk was advised tl} 
resist, first the treaty, then the conven
tion, and then the note or memorandum; 
and an armed force was promised on 
behalf of this country. At the same 
time he knew that he would incur the 
high displeasure of England and France, 
and especially of England, if he made 
the slightest concession to Russia. It 
was about the middle of May that 
Prince Menchikoff left Constantinople, 
not having succeeded in obtaining any 
concession from the Porte; and it was 
on the 3rd of July that the Russian 
forces. crossed the Pruth; thinking. I 
believe, by making a dash at the Prin
cipalities, to coerce Turkey, and deter 
her allies from rendering her the pro
mised support. It has been assumed 
by some, that if England had declared 
war last year, Russia would have been 
deterred from any further step, and that 
the whole matter would have been 
settled at once. I, however, !jave no 
belief that Russia on the one hand, or 
England and France on the other, would 
have been bullied into any change of 
policy by means of that kind. 

I come now to the celebrated' Vienna 
note.' I am bound here to say. that no
body has yet been able clearly to explain 
the difference between the various notes 
Turkey has been advised to reject, and 
this and other notes she has been urged 
to accept. With respect to this parti
cular note, nobody seems to have under
stood it. There were four Ambassadors 
at Vienna, representing England, France, 
Austria, and Prussia; and these four 
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gentlemen drew up the Vienna note, 
and recommended it to the Porte as one 
which she might accept without injury 
to her independence or her honour. 
Louis Napoleon is a man knowing the 
use of language, and able to compre
hend the meaning of a document of 
this nature, and his Minister of Foreign 
Affairs is a man of eminent ability; 
and Louis Napoleon and his Minister 
agree with the Ambassadors at Vienna 
as to the character of the Vienna note. 
We have a Cabinet composed of men of 
great individual capacity; a Cabinet, 
too, including no less than five Gentle
men who have filled the office of Secre
taty for Foreign Affairs, and who may, 
therefore, be presumed to' understand 
even the soinetimes concealed meaning 
of diplomatic phraseology. These five 
Foreign Secretaries, backed by the whole 
Cabinet, concurred with the Ambassa
dors at Vienna, and with the Emperor 
of the French and his Foreign Secre
tary, in recommending the Vienna note 
to the Sultan as a document which he 
might accept consistently with his hon
our, and with that integrity and that 
independence which our Government is 
so an¥ious to secure for him. What was 
done with this note? Passing by the 
marvellous stupidity,orsomethingworse, 
which caused that note not to be sub
mitted to Turkey before it was sent to 
St. Petersburg, he would merely state 
that it was sent to St. Petersburg. and 
was accepted in its integrity by the 
EmperQr of Russia in the most frank 
and unreserved manner. We were then 
told-I was told by Members of the 
Government - that the moment the 
note was accepted by Russia we might 
consider the affair to be settled, and 
that the dispute would never be heard 
of again. When, however. the note was 
sent to Constantinople. after its accept
ance by RUSl;ia, Turkey discovered, or 
thought, or said she discovered, that it 
was as bad as the original or modified 
proposition of Prince Menchikoff, and 
she refused the note as it was, and pro
posed certain modifications, And what 
are we to think of these arbitrators or 

mediators-the four Ambassadors at 
Vienna, and the Governments of France 
and England -who, after discussing the 
matter in three different cities, and at 
three distinct and different periods, and 
after agreeing that the proposition was' 
one which Turkey could assent to with
out detriment to her honour and inde
pendence, immediately afterwards turned 
round, and declared that the note was 
one which Turkey could not be asked to 
accede to, and repUdiated in the most 
formal and express manner that which 
they themselves had drawn up, and 
which, only a few days before, they had 
approved of as a combination of wis
dom and diplomatic dexterity which had 
never been excelled ? 

But it was said that the interpretation 
which Count Nesselrode placed upon 
this note made it impossible for Turkey 
to accede to it. I very much doubt 
whether Count Nesselrode placed any 
meaning upon it which it did not fairly 
warrant, and it is impossible to say 
whether he really differed at all from 
the actual intentions of the four Am
bassadors at Vienna. But I can easily 
understand the course taken by the 
Russian Minister. It was this :-seeing 
the note was rejected by the Turk, and 
considering that its previous acceptance 
by Russia was some concession from 
the original demand, he issued a cir
cular, giving such an explanation or 
interpretation of the Vienna note as 
might enable him to get back to his 
origiual position, and might save Russia 
from being committed and dama"oed by 
the concession; which, for the sake of 
peace, she had made. This circular, 
however, could make no real difference 
in the note itself; and notwithstanding 
this circular, whatever the note really 
meant, it would have been just as bind
ing upon Russia as any other note will 
be that may be drawn up and agreed to 
at the end of the war. Although, how
ever, this note was considered inadmis
sible, negotiations were continued; and 
at the Conference at Olmutz, at which 
the Earl of Westmoreland was present, 
the Emperor of Russi& himself ex-
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pressed his willingness to accept the 
Vienna note-not in the sense that 
Count Nesselrode had placed upon it. 
but in that which the Ambassadors at 
Vienna declared to be its real meaning. 
and with such a clause as they should 
attach to it. defining its real meaning. 

It is impossible from this fairly to 
doubt the sincerity of the desire for 
peace manifested by the Emperor of 
Russia. He would accept the note pre
pared by the Conference at Vienna. 
sanctioned by the Cabinets in London 
and Paris. and according to the inter
pretation put upon it by those by whom 
it had been prepared-such interpreta
tion to be defined in a clause. to be 
by them attached to the original note. 
But in the precise week in which these 
negotiations were proceeding apparently 
to a favourable conclusion. the Turkish 
Council. consisting of a large number 
of dignitaries of the Turkish Empire
not one of whom. however. represented 
the Christian majority of the population 
of Turkey. but inspired by the fanati
cism and desperation of the old Maho
medan party-assembled; and. fearful 
that peace would be established. and 
that they would lose the great oppor
tunityof dragging England and France 
into a war with their ancient enemy 
the Emperor of Russia. they came to a 
sudden resolution in favour of war; and 
in the very week in which Russia agreed 
to the Vienna note in the sense of the 
Vienna Conference. the Turks declared 
war against Russia.-the Turkish forces 
crossed the Danube, and began the war. 
involving England in an inglorious and 
costly struggle, from which this Govern
ment and a succeeding Government may 
fail to extricate us. 

I differ very much from those Gentle
men who condemn the Government for 
the tardy nature of their proceedings. 
I never said or thought that the G0-
vernment was not honestly anxious for 
peace; but I believe, and indeed I 
know. that at an early period they com
mitted themselves and the country to 
a policy which left the issue of peace or 
war in other hands than their own-

namely. in the hands of the Turks. the 
very last hands in which I am willing 
to trust the interests and the future of 
this country. In my opinion. the 
original blunder was committed when 
the Turks were advised to resist and 
not to concede; and the second blunder 
was made when the Turks were sup
ported in their rejection of the Vienna 
note; for the moment the four Powers 
admitted that their recommendation 
was not necessarily to be accepted by 
the Porte. they put themselves entirely 
into the hands of the Turk. and might 
be dragged into any depth of confusion 
and war in which that respectable indi
vidual might wish ,to involve them. 

The course taken by Turkey in be
ginning the war was against the strong 
advice of her allies; but. notwithstand
ing this. the moment the step was taken. 
they turned round again. as in the case 
of the Vienna note. and justified and 
defended her in the course she had 
adopted. in defiance of the remon
strances they had urged against it. In 
his speech t<Hlight. the noble Lord 
(Lord J. Russell) has occupied some 
lime in showing that Turkey was fully 
justified in declaring war. I should say 
nothing against that view. if Turkey 
were fighting on her own resources; 
but I maintain that. if she is in alliance 
with England and France, the opinions 
of those Powers should at least have 
been heard. and that. in case of her 
refusal to listen to their counsel. they 
would have been justified in saying to 
her. ·If you persist in taking your own 
course. we cannot be involved in the 
difficulties to which it may give rise. 
but must leave you to take the conse
quences of your own acts.' But this 
was not said, and the result is. that we 
are dragged into a war by the madness 
of the Turk. which, but for the fatal 
blunders we have committed, we might 
have avoided. 

There have been three plans for deal
ing with this Turkish question. advo
cated by as many parties in this coun
try. The first finds favour with two or 
three Gentlemen who usually sit on. the 
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bench ·below me-with a considerable 
number out of doors-and with a por
tion of the public press. These per
sons were anxious to have gone to war 
during last summer. They seem ac
tuated by a frantic and bitter hostility 
to Russia, and, without cousidering the 
calamities in which they might involve 
this country, they have sought to urge 
it into a 'great war, as they imagined, 
{)n behalf of European freedom, and in 
order to cripple the resources of Russia. 
I need hardly say that I have not It 
particle of sympathy with that party, or 
with that policy. I think nothing can 
be more unwise than that party, and 
nothing more atrocious than their po
licy. But there was another course 
recommended, and which the Govern
ment has followed. War delayed, but 
still certain-arrangements made which 
placed the issue of war in other hands 
than in those of the G<lvernment of this 
country-that is the policy which the 
Govemment has pursued, and in my 
opinion it is fatal to Turkey, and dis
astrous to England. There is a third 

. course, and which I should have, and 

. indeed have all along recommended
that war should have been avoided by 
the acceptance on the part of Turkey 
either of the last note of Prince Men
chikoff. or of the Vienna note; or, if 
Turkey would not consent to either, 
that then she should have been allowed 
to enter into the war alone, and Eng
land and France-supposing they had 
taken, and continued to take, the same 
view of the interests of Western Europe 
which they have hitherto taken-might 
have stood aloof until the time when 
there appeared some evident danger of 
the war being settled on terms de
structive of the balance of power; and 
then they might have come in, and have 
insisted on a different settlement. I 
would either have allowed or compelled 
Turkey to yield, or would have insisted 
on her carrying on the war. alone. 

The question is, whether the atlvan
tages both to Turkey and England of 
avoiding war altogether, would have 
been less than those which are likely to 

-arise from the policy which the Govern
ment has pursued? Now, if the noble 
Lord the Member for Tiverton is right 
in saying that Turkey is a growing 
Power, and- that she has elements of 
strength which unlearned persons like 
myself know nothing about; surely no 
·immediate, or sensible, or permanent 
mischief could have arisen to her from 
the acceptance of the Vienna note,_ 
which all the distinguished persons who 
agreed to it have declared to be per
fectly consistent with her honour and 
independence. If she has been growing 
stronger and stronger of late years, 
surely she would have grown slill 
stronger in the future, and there might 
have been a reasonable expectatioll 
that, whatever disadvantages she might 
have suffered for a time from that note. 
her growing strength would have en
abled her to overcome them, while the 
peace of Europe might have been pre-
served. But suppose that Turkey is 
not a growing Power, but that the 
Ottoman rule in Europe is tottering to 
its fall, I come to the conclusion that:, 
whatever advantages were afforded to 
the Christian population of Turkey 
would have enabled them to grow more 
rapidly in numbers, in industry, in 
wealth, in intelligence, and in political 
power; and that, as they thus increased 
in influence, they would have become 
more able, in case any accident, which 
might not be far distant, occurred, to 
supplant the Mahomedan rule, and to 
establish themselves in Constantinople 
as a Christian State, which, I think, 
every man who hears me will admit is 
infinitely more to be desired than that 
the Mahomedan power should be per
manently sustained by the bayonets of 
France and the fleets of England, 
Europe would thus have been at peace; 
for I do not think even the most bitter 
enemies of Russia believe that the 
Emperor of Russia intended last year, 
if the Vienna note or Prince Men-
. chikoff's last and most moderate pro
position had been accepted, to have 
marched on Constantinople. Indeed, 
he had pledged himself in the most 
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distinct manner to withdraw his troops 
at once from the Principalities, if the 
Vienna note were accepted; and there
fore in that case Turkey would have 
been delivered from the presence of the 
foe; peace would for a time have been 
secured to Europe; and the whole 
matter would have drifted on to its 
natural solution -which is, that the 
Mahomedan power in Europe should 
eventually succumb to the growing 
power of the Christian population of 
the Turkish territories. 

The noble Lord the Member for 
London, and his colleague the noble 
Lord the Member for Tiverton, when 
they speak of the aggrandisement of 
Russia relatively to the rest of Europe, 
always speak of the' balance of power,' 
a term which it is not easy to define. 
It is a hackneyed tenn-a phrase to 
which it is difficult to attach any defi
nite meaning. I wish the noble Lord 
would explain what is meant by the 
balance of power. In 1791, the whole 
Whig party repudiated the proposition 
that Turkey had anything to do with 
the balance of power. Mr. Burke, in 
1791, when speaking on that subject. 
used the following language:-

• He had never heard it said before, that 
the Turkish Empire was ever considered 
as any part of the balance of power in 
Europe. They bad nothing to do with 
European policy; they considered them
selves as wholly Asiatic. What had these 
worse than savages to do with the Powers 
of Europe, but to spread war, destruction; 
and pestilence among them? The Minis
try and the policy which would give these 
people any weight in Europe, would de
S<fve all the bans and curses of posterity. 
All that was holy in religion, all that was 
moral and humane, demanded an abhor-

'rence of everything which tended to ex
tend the power of that cruel alld wasteful 
Empire. Any Christian Power was to be 
preferred to these destructive savages.' 

Mr. Whitbread, on the same occasion, 
said:-

'Suppose the Empress at Constantinople, 

and the Turks expell~d from the European 
provinces, would any unprejudiced man 
contend that by such an event mankind 
would not be largely benefited? Would 
any man contend that the expulsion of a 
race of beings whose abominable tyranny 
proscribed the arts, and literature, and 
everything that was good, and great, and 
amiable, would not conduce to the pros
perity and happiness of the world? He 
was convinced it would. This was an 
event with which the paltry consideration 
of the nice adjustment of. the balance in 
Europe was not to be put in competition. 
although he was a friend to that balance 
on broad and liberal principles. He ab
horred the wretched policy which could 
entertain a wish that the most luxuriant 
part of the earth should remain desolate 
and miserable that a particular system 
might be maintained.' 

And. Mr. Fox, when speaking of Mr. 
Pitt's system, said-and be it remem
bered that nobody is so great an autho
rity with the noble Lord the Member 
f!)r London as Mr. Fox, whose words 
I am now about to quote:-

• His (Mr. Pitt's) defensive system was 
wicked and absurd-that every country 
which appeared, from whatever calise, to 
be growing great, should be attacked; 
that all the Powers of Europe should be 
confined to the same precise situation in 
which this defensive system found them ••• 
Her (Russia's) extent of territory, scanty 
revenue, and thin population made her 
power by no means formidable to us-a 
Power whom we could neither attack nor 
be attacked by l and this was the Power 
against which we were going to war. 
Overturning the Ottoman Empire he con
ceived to be an argument of no weight. 
The evtnt was not probable; and if it 
should happen, it was more likely to be of 
advantage than injurious to us: 

It will probably be said, that tnese 
were opinions held by Gentlemen who 
sat on that side of the House, and who
were ready to advocate any course that 
might serve to damage the Ministers of 
the day. I should be sorry to think 
so, especially of a man whose public 
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character is so much to be admired as 
that of Mr. Fox; but I will come to a 
much later period. and produce authority 
of a very similar kiud. Many hon. 
Members now iu the House recollect 
the late Lord Holland. and they all 
know his sagacity and what his au
thority was with the party with which 
he was connected. What did he say? 
Why. so late as the year J828, when 
this question was mooted iu the House 
of Lords, he said !-

• No, my Lords, I hope I shall never 
see--God forbid I ever should see--for 
the proposition would be scouted from one 
end of England to another-any prepara
tions or any attempt to defend this our 
.. ancient ally" from the attacks of its 
enemies. There was no arrangement 
made in that treaty for preserving the 
crumbling and hateful, or, as Mr. Burke 
called it, that wasteful and disgusting Em
pire of the Turks, from dismemberment 
and destruction; and none of the PowerS 
who were parties to that treaty wiu ever, 
I hope, save the falliug Empire of Turkey 
from ruin.' 

I hope it will not be supposed that I 
am animated by any hostility to Turkey, 
iu quoting sentiments and language such 
as this. for I have as much sympathy 
with what is just towards that country 
as any other man can have; but the 
question is. not what is just to Turkey. 
but what is just to this country, and 
what this House. as the depositary of 
the power of this country. has a right 
to do with regard to this most dangerous 
question. I am. therefore, at liberty to 
quote from the statesmen of 179 [ and 
1828. the political fathers and authorities 
of the noble Lord the Member for 
London. and to say. that if I hold 
opinions different from those held by 
the Government, I am. at least. not 
singular in those opinions. for I can 
quote great names and high authorities 
iu support of the course I am taking. 

This' balance of power' is iu reality 
the hinge on which the whole question 
turns. But if that is so important as to 
be worth a sanguinary war, why did you 

not· go to war with France when she 
seized upon Algiers? That was a por
tion of Turkey not quite so distinct. it is 
true, as are the Danubian Principalities; 
but still Turkey had sovereign rights 
over Algiers. When. therefore. France 
seized on a large portion of the northern 
coast of Mrica, might it not have been 
said that such an act tended to convert 
the Mediterranean into a French lake. 
-that Algiers lay next to Tunis. and 
tbat, baviug conquered Tunis. there 
would remain only Tripoli between 
France and Alexandria. and that the 
• balance of power' was beiug destroyed 
by the aggrandisement of France? All 
this might have been said, and the 
Government might easily have plunged 
the country iuto war on that question. 
But happily the Government of that 
day had the good sense not to resist, 
and the result bad not been disadvan
tageous to Europe; this country had 
not suffered from the seizure of Algiers, 
and England and France had continued 
at peace. 

Take another case-the case of the 
United States. The United States waged 
war with Mexico-a war with a weaker 
State-iu my opiuion. an unjust and 
unnecessary war. If I had been a citi
£en of the American Republic, I should 
have condemned that war; but might it 
not have been as justly argued that, if 
we allowed the aggressive attacks of 
the United States upon Mexico. her iu
satiable appetite would soon be turned 
towards the north-towards the depen
dencies of this Empire-4lld that the 
magnificent colonies of the Canadas 
would soon fall a prey to the assaults of 
their rapacious neighbour? But such 
arguments were not used. and it was 
not thought necessary to iuvolve this 
country in a war for the support of 
Mexico. although the Power that was 
attacking that, country lay adjacen~ to 
our own domiruons. 

If this phrase\ of the • balance of 
power' is to be al \\lays an argument for 
war. the pretence fot-.war will never be 
wanting. and peace ca:~~e7er be secure. 
Let anyone compare tn,power of this 
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country with that of Austria now, and 
,forty years ago. Will anyone say that 
England, compared with Austria, is now 
three times as powerful as she was 
thirty or forty years ago? Austria has 
a divided people. bankrupt finances. and 
her credit is so low that she callnot 
borrow a shilling out of her own terri
tories; England has a united people. 
nalional wealth rapidly increasing, and 
a mechanical and productive power to 
which that of Austria is as nothing. 
Might not Austria complain that we 
have disturbed the • balance of power' 
because we are growing so much 
stronger from better government, from 
the greater union of our people, from 
the wealth that is created by the hard 
llLbour and skill of our population. and 
from the wonderful development of the 
mechanical resources of the kingdom, 
which is seen on every side? If this 
phrase of the' balance of power,' the 
meauing of which nobody can exactly 
make out, is to be brought in on every 
occasion to stimulate this country to 
war, there is an end to all hope of per
manent peace. 

There is, indeed, a question of a 
• balance of power' which this country 
might regard. if our statesmen had a 
little less of those narrow views which 
they sometimes arrogantly impute to 
me and to those who think with me. 
If they could get beyond those old 
notions which belong to the traditions 
of Europe. and cast their eyes as far 
westward as they are now looking east· 
ward, they might there see a power 
growing up in its gigantic proportions. 
which will teach us before very long 
where the true • balance of power' is to 
be found. This struggle may indeed 
begin with Russia, but it may end with 
half the States of Europe; for Austria 
and Prussia are just as likely to join 
with Russia as with England and France, 
and probably much more so; and we 
know not how long alliances which now 
appear very secure, may remain so; for 
the circumstances in which the Govern
ment has involved us are of the most 
critical character, and we stand upon a 

mine which may explode· any day. 
Give us seven years of this infatuated 
struggle upon which we are now enter
ing, and let the United States remain at 
peace during that period, and who shall 
say what will then be the relative posi
tions of the two nations? Have you read 
the Reports of your own Commissioners 
to the New York Exhibition? Do you 
comprehend what is the progress of that 
country, as exhibited in its tonnage, and 
exports, and imports, and manufactures, 
and in the development of all its re
sources, and the means of transit? 
There has been nothing like it hitherto 
under the sun. The United States may 
profit to a large extent by the calamities 
which will befall us; whilst we, under 
the miserable and lunatic idea that we 
are about to set the worn- out Turkish 
Empire on its legs, and permanently to 
sustain it against the aggressions of 
Russia, are entangled in a war. Our 
trade will decay and diminish-our 
people, suffering and discontented, as ill 
all former periods of war, will emigrate 
in increasing numbers to a country 
whose wise policy is to keep itself free 
from the entanglement of European 
politics-to a country with which rests 
the. great question, whether England 
shall, for any long time, retain that which 
she professes to value so highly-her 
great superiority in industry and at sea. 

This whole notion of the • balance of 
power' is a mischievous delusion which 
has come down to us from past times; 
we ought to drive it from our minds, 
and to consider the solemn question of 
peace or wnr on more clear. more definite, 
and on far higher principles than any 
that are involved in the phrase the 
• balance of l'o.wer: What is it the 
Government propose to· do ? Let us 
examine their policy as described in 
the message from the Crown, and in 
the Address which has been moved to
night. As I understand it, we are asked 
to go to war to maintain the 'integrity 
and independence of the Ottoman Em
pire'-to curb the aggressive power of 
Russia-and to defend the interests of 
this country. 
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These are the three great objects to 
which the efforts and resourres of this 
country are to be directed. The noble 
Lord the Member for London is, I 
think, the author of the phrase • the 
integrity and independence' of Turkey. 
If I am not mistaken. he pledged him
self to this more than a year ago, when 
he was Secretary of State for }'oreign 
Affairs, in a letter to somebody at N ew
castle-on-Tyne, in answer to an Address 
from certain enthusiasts in that town, 
who exhorted the Government to step 
in for the support of the Ottoman Em
pire. . But what is the condition of that 
Empire at this moment 1 I have already 
described to the House what it would 
have been if II!y policy had been adopted 
-if the thrice-modified note of Prince 
Menchikoff had been accepted, or if the 
Vienna note had been assented to by 
the Porte. But what is it now under 
the protection of the noble Lord and 
his Colleagues 1 At the present mo
ment there are no less than three 
foreign armies on Turkish soil: there 
are 100,000 Russian troops in Bulgaria; 
there are armies from England and 
France approaching the Dardanelles, 
to entrench themselves on Turkish ter
ritory, and to return nobody knows 
when. All this can hardly contribute 
to the • independence' of My country. 
But more than this: there are insur
rections springing up in almost every 
Turkish province, and insarrections 
which must, from the naturt' of the 
Turkish Government, widely -extend; 
and it is impossible to describe the 
anarchy which must prevail, in~much 
as the control heretofore exercis~ by 
the Government to keep the pea e is 
now gone, by the withdrawal 0 its 
troops to the banks of the Dan be; 
and the licence and demoralization en
gendered by ages of bad government 
will be altogether unchecked. In addi
tion to these complicated horrors, there 
are 200,000 men under arms; the state 
of their finances is already past re
covery; and the allies of Turkey are 
making demands upon her far beyond 
anything that was required by Russia. 

llerself. Can anything be more de
structive of the • integrity and inde
pendence' of Turkey than the policy of 
the noble Lord? 

I have seen only this .day a letter in 
the Times from its Correspondent at 
Constantinople, which states that Lord 
Stratford de ,RedcJiffe and one of the 
Pashas of the Porte had spent a whole 
night in the attempt to arrange eon
cessions which her allies had required 
on behalf of the Christian population 
of Turkey. The Christians are to be 
allowed to hold landed property; the' 
capitation tax is to be abolished-for 
they are actually contending for the 
abolition of that which the hon. Mem
ber for Aylesbury (Mr. Layard) says is 
a positive benefit to those upon whom 
it is imposed; and the evidence of 
Christians is to be admitted into courts 
of justice. But the Ti"",' Correspondent 
asks, what is the use of a decree at Con
stantinople, which will have no effect 
in the provinces 1-for the judges are 
Turks of the old school, and they will 
have little sympathy with a change 
under which a Christian in a court of 
justice is made equal with his master 
the Turk. This Correspondent de
sClibes what Turkey really wants-not 
three foreign armies on her soil, nor 
any other thing which our Government 
is about to give her, but • a pure execu
tive, a better financial administration, 
and sensible laws;' and it must be 
admitted that the true wants of 
the country are not likely soon to be 
supplied. 

Now, so far as regards- Turkey her
self. and the • integrity aud indepen
dence' of that Empire, I put it seriously 
to the House-do you believe, that if 
the Government and Lord Stratford de 
Redcliffe had advised Turkey to accept 
the last note of Prince Menchikoff, a 
note so little different from the others, 
offered before and since. that it was im
possible to discover in what the distinc
tion consisted; or if the Government 
had insisted on Turkey accepting. as 
the condition of their co-operation, the 
Vienna note, either as at first proposed 
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by the Conference, or with the expla
natory definitions with which the Em
peror of Russia at Olmutz offered to 
accept it, that they would have injured 
the 'integrity and independence' of 
Turkey? Nay, I will not insult you 
by asking whether, under such circum
stances, that 'integrity and indepen
dence' would not have been a thousand 
times more secure than it is at this hour? 
If that be true, then the • balance of 
power' theory has been entirely over~ 
thrown by the policy of the Govem-

• ment, for no one wi1l argue that Turkey 
wi1l come out of her present difficulties 
more able to cope with the power of 
Russia than she was before. With her 
finances hopelessly exhausted, will she 
ever again be able to raise an army of 
200.000 men? But there are men, and 
I suspect there are statesmen, in this 
country, and men in office, too. who 
believe that Turkey will not be Turkey 
at the end of this war-that she cannot 
come out of it an Ottoman Power
that such a convulsion has been created, 
that while we are ready to contend with 
half the world to support the' integrity 
and independence' of the Ottoman Em
ph-e, there will shortly be no Ottoman 
Empire to take the benefit 'til' the 
enormous sacrifices we are about to ' 
make. 

But we are undertaking to repress 
and to curb Russian aggression. These 
are catching words; they have been am
plified in newspapers, and have passed 
from mouth to mouth, and have served 
to blind the eyes of multitudes wholly 
ignorant of the details of this question. 
If Turkey has been in danger from the 
side of Russia heretofore, wi1l she not 
be in far greater danger when the war 
is over? Russia is always there. You 
do not propose to dismember Russia, 
or to blot out her name from the map. 
and her history from the records of 
Europe. Russia will be always there-
always powerful. always watchful, and 
actuated by the same motives of ambi
tion, either of influence or of territory; 
which are supposed to have moved her 
in past times. What, then, do you pro· 

pose to do? and how is Turkey to be 
secured? Will you make a treaty with 
Russia. and force conditions upon her? 
But if so, what security have you that 
one treaty will be more binding than 
another? It is easy to find or make a 
reason for breaking a treaty, when it is 
the interest of a country to break it. 

I recollect reading a statement made 
by the illustrious Washington, when it 
was proposed to land a French army 
in North America; to assist the colonies 
in overthrowing the yoke of this country . 
Washington was afraid of them-he 
did not know whether these allies once 
landed might not be as difficult to get 
rid of as the English troops he was en
deavouring to expel; for, said he, 'what
ever may be the convention entered into, 
my experience teaches me that nations 
and Governments rarely abide by con
ventions or treaties longer than it is 
their interest to do so.' So you may 
make a treaty with Russia; but if 
Russia is still powerful and ambitious
as she certainly will be-and if Turkey 
is exhausted and enfeebled by the war 
-as she certainly will be-then I want 
to know what guarantee you have, the 
moment the resources of Russia have 
recovered from the utmost degree of 
humiliation and exhaustion to which 
you may succeed in reducing her, that 
'she will not again insist on terms with 
Turkey infinitely more perilous than 
those who have ruined Turkey by urging 
her to refuse? . It is a· delusion to sup
pose you can dismember Russia-that 
you can blot her from the map of Eu
rope-that you can take guarantees 
from her, as some seem to imagine. as 
easily as you take bail from an offender, 
who would otherwise go to prison for 
three months. England and France 
cannot do this with a stroke of the pen, 
and the sword will equally fail if the 
attempt be made. 

But I come now to another' point. 
How are the interests of England in~ 
valved in this question? This is. after 
all, the great matter which we, the re
presentatives of the people of England, 
have to consider. It is not a question 
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of sympathy with any other State. .1 
have sympathy with Turkey; I ha.ve 
sympathy with the serfs of Russia; I 
have sympathy with the people of Hun
gary, whose envoy the noble Lord the 
Memher for Tiverton refused to see, 
and the overthrow of whose struggle 
for freedom by the annies of Russi:1 
he needlessly justified in this House; 
I have sympathy with the Italians, sub
jects of Austria, Naples, and the Pope; 
I have sympathy with the three millions 
of slaves in the United States ; but it is 
not on a question of sympathy that I 
dare involve this country. or any country, 
in a war which m\lst cost an incalculable 
amount of tre:1Sure and of blood. It is 
not my duty to make this .country the 
knight-errant of the human race, and to 
take upon lierself the protection of the 
thousand millions of human beings who 
have been pennitted by the Creator of 
all things to people this planet. 

I hope no one will assume that I 
would invite-that is the phrase which 
has been used -- the aggressions of 
Russia. If I were a Russian, speaking 
in a Russian Parliament, I should de
nounce any aggression upon Turkey, as 
I now blame the policy of our own Go
vernment; and 1 greatly fear 1 should 
find myself in a minority, as I now find 
myself in a minority on this .question. 
But it has never yet been explained how 
the interests of this country are involved 
in the present dispute. We are not 
going to fight for mriffs, or for markets 
for our exports. In i 791, Mr. Grey 
argued that, as our imports from Russia 
exceeded 1,000,0001. sterling. it was not 
desirable that we should go to war with a 
country trading with us to that am,mnt. 
In 1853, Russia exported to this country 
at least 14,000,0001. sterling, and that 
fact affords no proof of the increasing 
barbarism of Russia, or of any disregard 
of her own interests as respects the de
velopment of her resources. What has 
passed in this House since the opening 
of the present Session? We had a large 
surplus revenue, and our Chancellor of 
the Exchequer is an ambitious Chm
cellor. I have no hope in any states-

man who has no ambition; he can have .! 
no great object before him, and his i 
career will be unmarked by any dis
tinguished services to his country. 

When the Chancellor of the Ex
chequer entered office, doubtless he 
hoped. by great services to his country, 
to build up a reputation such as a man 
may labour for and live for. Every 
man in this Hou~, even those most 
opposed to him. acknowledged the re
markable capacity which he displayed 
during the last session, and the country 
has set its seal to this-that his financial 
measures, in the remission and readjust
ment of taxation. were worthy of the 
approbation of the great body of the 
people. The right hon. Gentleman has 
been blamed for his speech at Man
chester, not for making the speech, but 
because it differed from the tone of the 
speech made by the noble Lord, his 
I:olleague in office, at Greenock. lob
served that difference. There can be 
no doubt th:1t there has been, and that 
there is now. a great difference of opinion 
in the Cabinet on this Eastern question. 
It could not be otherwise; and Govern
ment has gone on from one step to 
ano.ther; they have drifted-to use the 
happy expression of Lord Clarendon to 
describe what is so truly unhappy-they 
have drifted from a state of peace to a 
state of war; and to no Member of the 
Government could this state of things 
be more distressing than to the Chan
cellor of the Exchequer, for it dashed 
from him the hopes he entermined that 
session after session, as trade extended 
and the p\lblic revenue increased, he 
would find himself the beneficent dis
penser of blessings to the poor, and 
indeed to. all classes of the people of 
this kingdom. Where is the surplus 
now? No man dare even ask for it, or 
for any portion of it. 

Here is my right hon. Friend and 
Colleague, who is resolved on the abo
lition of the newspaper stamp. I can 
hardly imagine a more important ques
tion than that, if it be desirable for the 
people to be instructed in ilieir social 
and political obligations; and yet my t 
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right hon. Friend has scarcely the cou
_rage to ask for the abolition of that 
odious tax. I believe, indeed, that my 
right hon. Friend has a plan to submit 
to the Chancellor by which the aboli
tion of the stamp may be accomplished 
without sacrifice to the Exchequer, but 
that I will not go into at present. But 
this year's surplus is gone, and next 
year's surplus is gOJle with it; and you 
have already passed a Bill to double 
the income-tax. And it is a mistake to 
suppose that you will obtain double the 
sum by simply doubling the tax. Many 
persons make an average of their in
comes, and make a return accordingly. 
The average will not be sustained at the 
bidding of Parliament; and profits that 
were considerable last year, will hence
forth show a great diminution, or will 
have vanished altogether. I mention 
this for the benefit of the country gentle
men, because it is plain that real pro
perty, lands and houses, must bear the 
burden of this war; for I will undertake 
to say, that the Chancellor of the Ex
chequer will prefer to leave that bench, 
and will take his seat in some other 
quarter of the House, rather than re
trace the steps which Sir Robert Peel 
took in 1842. He is not the proihoter 
of this war; his speeches have shown 
that he is anxious for peace, and that 
he hoped to be a Minister who might 
dispense blessings by the remission of 
taxes to the people; and I do not be
lieve the right hon. Gentleman will 
consent to be made the instrument to 
reimpose upon the country the Excise 
duties which have been repealed, or the 
Import duties which in past times in
flicted such enormous injury upon trade. 
The property-tax is the lever, or the 
weapon, with which the proprietors of 
lands and houses in this kingdom will 
have to support the' integrity and inde· 
pendence' of the Ottoman Empire. 
Gentlemen, I congratulate you, that 
every man of you has a Turk upon his 
shoulders. 

The hon. Member for Aylesbury (Mr. 
Layard) spoke of our • triumphant posi
tion '-the position in which the Go-

vemment has placed us by pledging 
this country to support the Turks. I 
see nothing like a triumph in the fact, 
that in addition to our many duties to 
our own country, we have accepted the 
defence of twenty millions or more of 
the people of Turkey, on whose behalf, 
but, I believe, not for their benefit. we 
are about to sacrifice the blood and 
treasure of England. . But there are 
other penalties and other considerations. 
I will say little about the Reform Bill, 
because, as the noble Lord (Lord John 
Russell) is aware. I do not regard it as 
an unmixed blessing. But I think even 
hon. Gentlemen opposite will admit 
that it would be well if the representa
tion of the people ill this House were 
in a more satisfactory state, and that it 
is unfortunate that we are not permitted, 
calmly and with mutual good feeling, 
to consider the question, undisturbed by 
the thunder of artillery and undismayed 
by the disasters which are inseparable 
from a state of war. 

With regard to trade, I can speak 
with some authority as to the state of 
things in Lancashire. The Russian 
trade is not only at an end, but it is 
made an offence against the law to deal 
with any of our customers ill Russia. 
The German trade is most injuriously 
affected by the uncertainty which pre
vails on the continent of Europe. The 
Levant trade, a very important branch, 
is almost extingllished in the present 
state of affairs in Greece, Turkey in 
Europe, and Syria. All property in 
trade' is diminishing in value, whilst its 
burdens are increasing. The funds have 
fallen in value to the amount of about 
120,000,0001. sterling, and railway pro
perty is quoted at about 80,000,0001. 
less than was the case a year ago. I 
do not pretend to ask the hon. Membel' 
for Aylesbury (Mr. Layard) to put these 
losses, these great destructions of pro
perty, against the satisfaction he feels 
at the • triumphant position' at which 
we have arrived. He may content him
self with the dream that we are sup
porting the' integrity and independence' 
of Turkey, though 1 doubt whether 

• 
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bringing three foreign armies on her 
soil, raising insurrections in her pro
vinces, and hopelessly exhausting her 
fiuances, is a rational mode of main
taining her as an independent Power. 

But we are sending out 30.000 troops 
to Turkey, and in that number are not 
included the men serving on board the 
fleets. Here are 30,000 lives I There 
is a thrill of horror sometimes when a 
single life is lost, and we sigh at the 
loss of a friend, or of a casual acquaint
ance I But here we are in danger of 
losing-and I give the opinions of 
military men and not my own merely
'10,000, or it may be 20,COO lives, that 
may be sacrificed in this struggle. I 
have never pretended to any sympathy 
for the military profession-but I have 
sympathy for my fellow-men and fellow
countrymen, wherever they' may be. I 
have heard very melancholy accounts of 
the scenes which have been witnessed 
in the separations from families occa
sioned by this expedition to the East. 
But it will be said, and pro babl y the 
noble Lord the Member for Tiverton 
will say, that it is a just war, a glorious 
war, and that I am full of morbid sentj
mentality, and have introduced topics 
not worthy to be mentioned in Parlia
ment. But these are matters affecting 
the happiness of the homes of England, 
and we, who are the representatives and 
guardians of those homes, when the 
grand question of war is before us, 
should know at least that we have a 
case-that success is probable-and 
that an object is attainable, which may 
be commensurate with the cost of war. 

There is another point which gives 
me some anxiety. Yon are boasting of 
an alliance with France. Alliances are 
dangerous things. It is an alliance with 
Turkey that has drawn us into this wa,·. 
I would not advise alliances with any 
nation, but I would cultivate friendship 
with all nations. I would have no 
alliance that might drag us into mea
sures which it is neither our duty nor 
pur interest to undertake. By our pre
sent alliance with Turkey. Turkey can
not make peace without the consent of 

England and France; and by this 
boasted alliance with France we may 
find ourselves involved in great difficul- . 
ties at some future period of these 
transactions. 

I have' endeavoured to look at the 
whole of this question, and I declare, 
after studying the correspondence which 
has been laid on the table-knowing 
what I kriow of ROssia and of Turkey 
-seeing what I see of Austria and of 
Prussia-feeling th7 enormous perils to 
which this country is now exposed, I 
am amazed at the course which the 
Government have pursued, and I am 
horrified at the results to which their 
policy must inevitably tend. I do not 
say this in any spirit of hostility to the 
Government. I have never been hos
tile to them. I have once or twice felt 
it my duty to speak, with some degree 
of sharpness, of particular Members of 
the Administration, but I suspect that 
in private, they would admit that my 
censure was merited. But I have never 
entertaiueda party hostility to the 
Government. I know something of 
the difficulties they have had to en
counter, and I have no doubt that, in 
taking office, they acted in as patriotic 
a spirit as is generally expected from 
Members of this House. So long as 
their course was one which I could sup
port, or even excuse, they have had my 
support. But this is not an ordinary 
question; it is not a question of re
fOiming the University of Oxford, or 
of abolishing • ministers' money' in 
Ireland; the matter now before us 
affects the character, the policy, and the 
vital interests of the Empire; and when 
I think the Government have commit
ted a grievous-it may be a fatal error 
-I am bound to tell them so. 

I am told indeed Ihat the war is popu
lar, and that it is foolish and eccentric to 
oppose it. 1 doubt if the war is very 
popular in this House. But as to what 
is, or has been popular, I may ask, what 
was more popular than "the American 
war? There were persons lately living 
in Manchester who had seen the re
cruiting party going through the prin-

, I 
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cipal streets of that city, accompanied 
by the parochial clergy in full canoni
cals, exhorting the people to enlist to 
put down the rebel .. in the American 
colonies. Where is now the popularity 
of that disastrous and disgraceful war, 
and who is the man to defend it.-l' Eut 
if hon. Members will tum to the corre
spondence between George III and Lord 
N.orth on the subje~. ~f that war, they 
wIll lind that the King s chief argument 
for continuing the war was, that it 
would be dishonourable in him to make 
peace so long as the war was popular 
with the people. Again. what war 
could be more popular than the French 
war? Has not the noble Lord (Lord 
John Russell) said, not long ago, in 
this House. that peace was rendered 
difficult if not imposEible by the con
duct of the English press in 1803? For 
myself, I do not trouble myself whether 
my conduct in Parliament is popular or 
1I0t .. I care only that it shall be wise 
and Just as regards the permanent in
terests of my country. and I despise 
from the bottom of my heart the man 
who speaks a word in favour of this 
war, or of any war which he believes 
might have been avoided, merely be
cause the press and a portion of. the 
people urge the Government to enter 
into it. 

I recollect a passage of a distinguished 
French writer and statesman which 
~ears strongly upon our present posi
tlon: he says,-

• The country which can comprehend and 
act upon the lessons which God has given it 

in the past events of its history, 'is secure 
in the most imminent crises of its fate: 

. The past events of our history have 
taught me that the intervention of this 
country in European wars is not only 

. unn.ecessaQ'. but calamitous; that we 
have rarely come out of such interven
tion having succeeded in the objects we 
fought for; that a debt of 800 000 0001 
sterling has been incurred by the policy 
which the noble Lord approves, appa
rently for no other reason than that it 
dates from the time of. William III; and 
that, not debt alone has been incurred 
but that ~e ha,,:e left Europe at least 
as much m chams as before a single 
effort was made by us to . rescue her 
from tyranny. I believe, if this country, 
se~en.ty years age;" had adopted the 
pnnclple of non-mtervention in every 
case where her interests were not .di
rectly and obviously assailed, that she 
would have been 'saved from much of 
the pauperism and brutal crimes by 
w?ich our Go~emment and people have. 
altke been dIsgraced. This country 
~ight ~ave been a garden, every dwell
Ulg mIght have been of marble, and 
every person who treads its soil might 
have been sufficiently educated. We 
should indeed have had less of military 
glory. We might have had neither 
Trafalgar nor Waterloo; but we should 
have set the high example of a Chris
tian nation, free in its institutions. cour
teous and just in its conduct towards 
all foreign States, and resting its policy 
on the unchangeable foundation of 
Christian morality. 

-*-
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ENLISTMENT OF FOREIGNERS BILL 

HOUSE OF COMMONS, DECEMBER 22, 1854. 

From Hansard. 

AT this hour ofthe night I shall not 
make a speech; but I wish to say a few 
things in answer to the noble Lord the 
Member for the City of London, who 
has very strangely misapprehended
I am not allowed to say 'misrepre
sented '-what fell from my hon. Friend 
the Member for the West Riding. The 
noble Lord began by saying that \oy 
hon. Friend had charged the Govern
ment with making war in something of 
a propagandist spirit in favour of nation
alities throughout the Continent; but 
that was the exact contrary of what my 
hon. Friend did say. What he said 
was, that that portion of the people of 
this country who had clamoured for 
war, and whose opinion formed the 
basis whereupon the Government 
grounded their plea for the popularity 
of the war, were in favour of the setting 
lip of nationalities; but my hon. Friend 
showed that the Government had no 
such object: and the war no such 
tendency. The next misrepresenta
tion was, that my hon. F'riend had 
spoken in favour of the status qllO: 
but there is not the shadow of a shade 
of truth in that statement. What my 
hon.- Friend said was precisely the 
contrary; but the noble Lord, arguing 

hon. Friend's meaning, went on then to 
show that it would not do to establish 
a peace on the status quo terms, thus 
knocking down a position which no
body had set up. The noble Lord was 
also guilty of another mistake with 
reference to an observation of my hon. 
}o'riend as to the character and position 
of the Turks. We have referred over 
and over again to a monstrous state
ment made by the noble Lord the 
Member for Tiverton as to the im
provement of the Turks--a statement 
which is contradicted by all facts. To
night, with a disingenuousness which I 
should be ashamed to use in argument 
-[Cries of' Oh I']-it is very well for 
hon. Gentlemen who come down to 
cheer a minister to cry • Oh I • but is it 
a fact, or is it not? Is there a man 
who hears me who <loes not know per
fectly well, when the noble Lord said 
that the Turks had imprOVed within the 
last twenty years more than any other 
nation in Europe, that the statement 
referred not to the Chlislians, whose 
rights and interests we were defending, 
but to the character of the Mnhometan 
population? But to,night, with a dis
ingenuousness which I could not con
descend to be guilty of, the 1I0ble Lord 
has assumed that the statement referred I from his own misappre~ension of my 
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to the conditiOli of \lIe Christian popu
lation. 

The real question was, as every hon. 
Gentleman knows, What was the con
dition of the Mahometan? and there is 
not a Gentleman in this House who is 
not aware that the Mahometan portion 
of the population of the Turkish Em
pire is in a decaying and dying COD
dition, and that the two great Empires 
which have undertaken to set it. on its 
legs again will find it about the most 
difficult task in which they ever were 
engaged. What do your own officers 
say? Here is an extract from a letter 
which appeared in the papers the other 
day:-

• They ought to set these rascally Turks 
to mend them [the roads], which might 
easily be done, as under the clay there is 
plenty of capital stone. They are, I am 
sorry to say, bringing more of these brutes 
into the Crimea, which makes more 
mouths to feed, without being of any 
use: 

I have seen a private letter, too, from 
an able and distinguished officer in the 
Crimea, who says-

• Half of us do not know what we are 
. fighting for, and the other half only pray 
that we may not be fighting for the 
Turks.' 

The only sign of improvement which 
has been manifested thnt I know of js, 
that on a great emergency, when their 
Empire, under the advice of Her Majesty's 
Government, and that of their Ambas
sad or, was placed in a situation of great 
peril, the Turks managed to make an 
expiring effort, and to get up an army 
which the Government, so far as I can 
hear, has since permitted to be almost 
destroyed. 

Another sign of improvement is, 
perhaps, that they have begun to wear 
trowsers; but as to their commerce, 
their industry, or their revenue, nothing 
can be in a worse condition. You have 
now two Empires attempting to set the 
Turkish Empire np again; and it is 
said that a third great Empire is also 

about to engage in the task. . The Turk 
wants to borrow money, but he cannot 
borrow it to-day in the London market 
at less than from eight to nine per cent. 
Russia, on the other hand, is an Empire 
against which three great Empires, if 
Turkey can be counted one still, are 
now combined, and it is said t1tat 
a fourth great Empire will soon join 
the ranks of its enemies.. But Russian 
funds at this moment are very little 
lower than the· stock of the London 
and North-Western Railway. You 
have engaged to set this Turkish Em
pire up again-a task in which every
body knows you must fail-and you 
have persuaded the Turk to enter into 
a contest, one of the very first proceed
ings in which has forced him to mort
gage to the English capitalist a very 
large portion-and the securest portion, 
too, of his revenues-namely, that 
which he derives from Egypt, amount
ing in fact, in a fiscal and financial 
point of view, to an actual dismember
ment of the Turkish Empire, by a sepa
ration of Egypt from it. Why is it 
that the noble Lord has to-night come 
forward as the defender of the Greeks? 
Is it that he has discovered. when. this 
war is over, that Turkey, which he 
has undertaken to protect, the Empire 
which he is to defend and sustain 
against the Emperor of Russia, will 
have been smothered under his affec
tionate embrace? or, to quote the 
powerful language of the Times, when 
the Vienna note was refused, that what
ever else may be the result of the war 
in which Turkey has plunged Europe, 
this one thing is certain, that. at its 
conclusion there may be no Turkish 
Empire to talk about? 

The noble Lord quoted a letter 
which I wrote some time ago, and 
which, like others who have discussed 
it, he found it not easy to answer. In 
that letter I referred to Don Pacifico's 
case; and I am sure that the noble 
Lord the Member for Tiverton will 
remember a despatch which he received 
through Baron Brunnow, from Count 
N esselrode, o~ that subject,-a despatch 
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which I think the House will for
give my reading to it on the present 
occasion, as it gives the Russian Go
vernment's estimation of that act of 
• material guarantee' on the part of 
England:-

• It remains to be seen whether Great 
Britain, abusing the advantages which are 
afforded her by her immense maritime 
superiority, intends henceforth to pursue 
an isolated policy, without caring for 
those engagements which bind her to the 
other Cabinets; whether she intends to 
disengage herself from every obligation, as 
well as from all community of action, and 
to authorize all great P9wers, on every 
fitting opportunity, to recognize to the 
weak no other 'rule but their own will, no 
other right but their own phy~!cal strength. 
Your Excellency will plea .... to read this 
despatch to Lord Palmerston, and to give 
him a copy of it.' 

If there had been no more temper
no more sense--no more unity in the 
negotiations which took place with 
regard to this matter, in all probability 
we might have had a war about it. It 
was a case in which Russia might have 
gone to war with this country, if she 
had been so minded. But Russia did 
not do that. Fortunately, the. negotia
tions that ensued settled that question 
without bringing that disaster upon 
Europe. But the noble Lord again 
misinterpreted my hon. Friend (Mr. 
Cobden). I appeal to every Gentleman 
who heard my hon. Friend's speech 
whether the drift of it was not this
that in this quarrel, Prussia, and cer
tainly Austria, had a nearer. and 
stronger interest than England, and 
that he could not understand why the 
terms which Austria might consider 
fair and safe for herself and for Turkey, 
might not be accepted with honour by 
this country and by France? Now, I 
am prepared to show that, from the 
beginning of this dispute, there is not a 
single thing which Austria wished to 
do in the course of the negotiations, or 
even which France wished to do, that 
the Government of the noble Lord did 

not systematically refuse its assent to, 
and that the noble Lord's Government 
is alone responsihle for the failure in 
every particular point which took place 
in these negotiations. I will not trou
ble the House by going into the history 
of these negotiations now, further than 
just to state two facts, which will not 
take more than a few sentences. The 
noble Lord referred to the note which 
Russia wanted Turkey to sign, known 
as the Menchikoff note; but the noble 
Lord knows as well as I do, that when 
the French Ambassador, M. De la 
Cour, went to Constantinople, or 
whilst he was at Constantinople, he 
received express instructions from the 
Emperor of the French not to take 
upon himself the responsibility of incit
ing the Sultan to reject that note. 
[. No.'] I know this is the fact, be
cause it is stated in Lord Cowley';,. 
despatch to the noble Lord. . 

I am expressing no opinion on the 
propriety of what was here doue; I 
simply' state the fact: and it was 
through the interference of Lord 
Stratford de Redc1iffe--<lcting, I pre
sume, in accordance with instructions 
from our Cabinet, and promising the 
intervention of the t1eets- that the 
rejection of that note was secured. 
The next fact I have to mention is this. 
When.in September, last year, the last 
propositions were drawn up by Counts 
&01 and N esselrode, and offered at 
Olmiitz by the Emperor, as a final 
settlement of the question, although 
Austria and Prussia were in .favour of 
those propositions; though Lord West
moreland himself said (I do not quote 
his exact words, but their substance) 
that· they were of such a nature as 
might be received; thus indicating his 
favourable opinion of them; and 
though, likewise, the Emperor of the 
French himself declared that they 
guarded all the points in which Eng
land and France were concerned (for 
this was stated by Count Walewski 
when he said that the Emperor was 
prepared to order his Ambassador at 
Constantinople to sign them along 
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with the other Ambassadors, and to 
offer them to the Porte in exchange for 
the Vienna note}, nevertheless, the Earl 
of Clarendon wrote, not in a very states
manlike manner in such an emergency, 
but in almost a. contemptuous tone, 
that our Government would not, upon 
any consideration, have anything fill'
ther to do with the Vienna note. The 
rejection, first of the amended Men
chikoff note, and then of the Olmiitz 
note, was a policy adopted solely by 
the Government of this country, and 
only concurred in, but not recom
mended, by the French Government 
and the other Govemments of Europe. 
Whether this policy was right or wrong, 
there can be no doubt of the fact; 
and I am prepared to stake my reputa
tion for accuracy and for a. knowledge 
of the English language on this inter
pretation of the documents which have 
been laid before us. That being so, on 
what pretence could we expect that 
Austria should go to war in company 
with us for objects far beyond what she 
thought satisfactory at the beginning? 
or why should we ask the Emperor of 
the French to go to war for objects 
which he did not contemplate, and to 
insist on conditions which, in the 
month of September of last year, he 
thought wholly unnecessary? 

But one fact more I hope the House 
will allow me to state. There is a 
despatch in existence which was never 
produced to the people of this country, 
but which made its first appearance in, 
a St. Petersburg newspaper, and was 
afterwards published in the Paris 
journals-a despatch in which the 
Emperor of the French, or his Minister, 
urged the Russian Government to 
accept the Vienna note on the express 
ground-I give the exact words-that 
• its general sense differed in nothing 
from the sense of the original propo
sItIons of Prince Menchikoff.' Why, 
Sir, can there be dissimulation more 
extraordinary-can there be guilt more 
conclusive than that this Government 
should act as it did, after it had re
commended the Emperor of Russia to 

accept the Vienna note? 'Fol the 
noble Lord has told us, over and over 
again, that the Government of England 
concurred in all the steps taken by the 
French Government. The House will 
allow me to read the very words of the 
despatch, for. after all, this is no very 
small matter. I have an English trans
lation, but the French original is under
neath. and any hon. Gentleman 'who 
chooses may see it. The despatch is 
from M. Drouyn de Lhuys, the French 
Foreign. Minister, who states:-

• That which the Cabinet of St. Peters
burg ought to desire is an act of the 
Porte, which testifies that it has taken 
into serious consideration the mission of 
Prince Menchikolf, and that it renders 
homage to the sympathies which an 
identity of religion inspires in the Em
peror Nicholas for all Christians of the 
Eastem rite.' 

And farther on :-

• They [the French Government] sub
mit it to the Cabinet of St. Petersburg 
with the hope that it will find that its 
general sense differs in nothing from the 
sense of the proposition presented by 
Prince Menchikoff.' 

The French words are:-
• Que son sens general ne diffllre en 

rien du sens du projet pr~sente par M. Ie 
Prince Menchikoff.' 

It then go·es on :-

• And that it gives it satisfaction on all 
the essential points of its demands. The 
slight variation in the form of it wiD not 
be observed by the masses of the people, 
either in Russia or in Turkey. To their 
eyes, the step taken by the Porte [that is, 
in accepting it] will preserve all the sig
nification which the Cabinet of St. Peters
burg wishes to give it; and His Majesty 
the Emperor Nicholas will appear to them 
always as the powerful and respected pro
tector of their religious faith.' 

This despatch was written, recom
mending la "ole Fralt9aise; which is the 
basis of. and is in reality and substance 

------------------------~----------16-2 
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the same thing with, the Vienna note; 
but, up to this moment, neither the 
Government of France nor the Govern
ment of which the noble Lord is a 
Member has for an instant denied the 
justice-I do not say the extent or de
gree-but the justice of the claim made 
on the part of the Russian Government 
against the Turks; and now they tum 
round upon their own note and tell you 
that there was a different construction 
put upon it. Was there any construc
tion put upon it, which was different 
from the recommendation here made 
and the argument used by the French 
Government? No; and the whole of 
that statement is a statement that is 
delusive, .md if I were not in this 
House I would characterise it by a 
harsher epithet. I say now what I 
stated in March last, and what I have 
since said and written to the country, 
that you are making war against the 
Government which accepted your own 
terms of peace; and I state this now 
only for the purpose of urging upon 
the House and upon the Government 
that you are bound at least, after making 
war for many months, to exact no 
further terms from the State with which 
you are 'at war, than such as will give 
that security which at first you believed. 
to be necessary; and that if you carry 
on a war for vengeance-if you carry on 
a war for conquest-if you carry on a 
war for purposes of Government at 
home, as many wars have been carried 
on in past times, I say you will .be 
guilty of a heinous crime, alike in the 
eyes of God and of man. 

One other rem~rk perhaps the l~ouse 
will permit me to make. The noble 
Lord spoke very confidently to-night; 
and a very considerable portion of his 
speech-hoping, as I do, for the resto
ration of peace at some time or another 
-was to me not very satisfactory. I 
think that he would only be acting a 
more statesmanlike part if, in his 
speeches, he were at least to abstain 
from those trifling but still irritating 
charges which he is constantly making 
against the Russian Government. I 

can conceive one nation going to war 
with another nation; but why should 
the noble Lord say, • The Sovereign of 
that State does not allow Bibles to be 
circulated - he suppressed this thing 
here, and he put down something else 
there' ? What did one of the noble 
Lord's present colleagues say of the 
Government of our ally? Did he not 
thank God that his despotism could not 
suppress or gag our newspaper press, 
and declare that the people of France 
were subject to the worst tyranny in 
Europe ? These statements from a 
Minister - from one who has been 
Prime Minister, and who, for aught I 
know, may be again Prime Minister
show a littleness that I did not expect 
from a statesman of this country, whose 
fate and whose interests hang on every 
word the noble Lord utters, and when 
the fate of thousands, aye, and of tens of 
thousands, may depend on whether the 
noble Lord should make one false step 
in the position in which he is now 
placed. 

And when terrible calamities were 
coming upon your army, where was 
this Government? One Minister was 
in. Scotland, another at the sea-side, 
and for six weeks no meeting of the 
Cabinet took place. I do not note 
when Cabinets are held-I sometimes 
observe that they sit for four or five 
hours at a time, and then I think some
thing is wrong-but for six weeks, or 
two months, it is said no meeting of 
the Ministers was held. The noble 
Lord President was making a small 
speech on a great subject somewhere in 
Cumberland. At Bedford he descanted 
on the fate' of empires, forgetting that 
there was nothing so likely to destroy 
an empire as unnecessary wars. At 
Bristol he was advocating a new His
tory of England, which, if impartially 
written, I know not how the noble 
Lord's policy for the last few months 
will show to posterity. The noble Lord 
the Member for Tiverton undertook a 
more difficult task-a labour left un
accomplished by Voltaire-and, when 
he addressed the Hampshire peasantry, 
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in one short sentence he overturned 
the New Testament and destroyed the 
foundations of the Christian religion. 

Now, Sir, I have only to speak on 
one more point. My hon. Friend the 
Member for the West Riding, in what 
he said about the condition of the Eng
lish army in the Crimea, I believe ex
pressed only that which all in this 
House feel, and which, I trust, every 
person in this country capable of think
ing feels. When I look at Gentlemen 
on that bench, and consider all tlleir 
policy has brought about within the 
past twelve months, I scarcely dare 
trust myself to speak of them, either in 
or out of their presence. We all know 
what we have lost in this House. 
Here, sitting near me, very often sat 
the Member for Frome (Colonel Boyle). 
I met him a short time before he went 
out, at Mr. Westerton's, the bookseller. 
near Hyde Park Comer. I asked him 
whether he was going out? He an
swered. he was afraid he was; not 
afraid in the sense of personal fear-he 
knew not that; but he said, with a look 
and a tone I shall never forget, ,It is 
no light matter for a man who has a 
wife and five little children.' The 
stormy Euxine is his grave; his wife is 
a widow, his children fatherless. On the 
other side of the House sat a Member, 
with whom I was not acquainted, who 
has lost his life, and another Ofwhom I· 
knew something (Colonel Blair). Who 
is there that does not recollect his 
frank, amiable, and manly countenance ~ 
I doubt whether there were any men on 
either side of the House who were more 
capable of fixing the goodwill and af
fection of those with whom they were 
associated. Well, but the place that 
knew them shall know them no more 
for ever. 

I have specified only two; but there 
are a hundred officers who have been 
killed in battle, or who have died of 
their wounds; forty have died of dis
ease; and more than two hundred 
others have been wounded more or less 
severely. This has been a tenibly 
destructive war to officers. They have 

been, as one would have expected them 
to be, the first in valour as the first in 
place; they have suffered more in pro
portion to their numbers than the ,com
monest soldiers in the ranks. This has 
spread sorrow over the whole country. 
I was in the House of Lords when the 
vote' of thanks was moved. In the 
gallery were many ladies, three-fourths 
of whom were dressed in the deepest 
mourning. Is this nothing? And in 
every village •. cottages are to be found 
into which sorrow has entered. and. as I 
believe. through the policy of the Minis
try. which might have been avoided. 
No one supposes that the Government 
wished to spread the pall of sorrow 
over the land; but this we had a right 
to expect, that they would at least 
show becoming gravity in. discussing a 
subject the appalling 'consequences of 
which may come home to individuals 
and to the nation. I recollect when 
Sir Robert Peel addressed the House 
on a dispute which threatened hostili
ties with the United States,-I recollect 
the gravity of his countenance, the so
lemnity of his tone, his whole de
meanour showing that he felt in his 
soul the responsibility that rested on 
him. 

I have seen this, and I have seen the 
present Ministry. There was the buf

,foonery at the Reform Club. Was 
. that becoming a matter of this grave 
nature? Has there been a solemnity 
of manner in the speeches heard in con
nection with this war-and have Minis
ters shown themselves statesmen and 
Christian men when speaking on a 
subject of this nature? It is very easy 
for the noble Lord the Member for 
Tiverton to rise and say that I am 
against war under all circumstances; 
and that if an enemy were to land on 
our shores. I should make a calculation 
as to whether it would be cheaper to 
take him in or keep him out, and that 
my opinion on this question is not to 
be considered either by Parliament or 
the country. I am not afraid of dis-

, cussing the war with the noble Lord 
on his own principles. I understand 
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the Blue Books as well as he; and. 
leaving out all fantastic and visionary 
notions about what will. become of us 
if something is not done to destroy or to 
clipple Russia, I say-and I say it with 
as much confidence as I ever said any~ 

. thing in my life-that the war cannot 
be justified out of these documents; and 
that impartial history will teach this to 
posterity if we do not comprehend it 
now. 

I am not, nor did I ev:er pretend to 
be, a statesman; and that character is 
so tainted and so equivocal in our day, 
that I am not sure that a pure and 
honourable ambition would aspire to 
it. I have not enjoyed for thirty years, 
like these noble Lords. the honours and 
emoluments of office. I have not set 
my sails to every passing breeze. I am 

a plain and simple citizen, sent here by 
one of the foremost constituencies of 
the Empire, representing feebly, per
haps, but honestly, I dare aver, the 
opinions of very many. and the true 
interests of all those who have sent me 
here. Let it not be said that I am 
alone in my condemnation of this war, 
and of this incapable and guilty Ad
ministration. And, even if I were alone, 
if mine were a solitary voice. raised 
amid the din of arms and the clamours 
of a venal press, I should have the con
solation I have to-nigbt-and which I 
trust will be mine to the last moment 
of my existence-the priceless consola
tion that no word of mine has tended 
to promote the squandering of my 
country's treasure or the spilling of one 
single drop of my country's blood. 

-.-.. :~~-
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NEGOTIATIONS AT VIENNA. 

HOUSE OF COMMONS, FEBRUARY 23, 18SS. 

From Hansard. 

[On February u Lord Pahnerston announced in the House of Commons that Mr. Glad
stone. the Chancellor of the Exchequer, Mr. Sidney Herbert. the Colonial Secretary, 
Mr. Cardwell, the President of the Board of Trade, and Sir James Graham, the First 
Lord of the Admiralty. had resigned the offices which they had accepted a fortnight 
before. The ground of this secrssion was the impression entertained by the above
named personages that the Committee of Inquiry moved for by Mr. Roebuck was 
equivalent to a vote of censure on them, as they had lormed part of the Government 
of Lord Aberdeen. whose conduct of the Russian war was impugned by the appoint
ment of the Committee. The places vacated by these secessions were filled up on 
February 38.) 

I AlII one of those forming the majority 
of the House. I suspect, who are dis
posed to look upon our present position 
as one of more than ordinary gravity. 
I am one. also. of those. not probably 
constituting so great a majority of the 
House, who regret extremely the cir
cumstances which have obliged the right 
hon. Gentlemen who are now upon this 
bench to secede from the Goyernment 
of the noble Lord the Member for Tiver
ton. I do not take upon me for a 
moment to condemn them; because I 
think. if there be anything in which a 
man must judge for himseU. it is whether 
he should take office if it be offered to 
him. whether he should secede from 
office, whether he should serve under a 
particular leader. or engage in the ser
vice of the Crown. or retain office in a 

particular emergency. In such cases I 
think that the decision must be left to 
his own conscience and his own judg
ment; and I should be the last person 
to condemn anyone for the decision to 
which he might come. I think. how
ever, that the speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman is one which the House 
cannot have listened to without being 
convinced that he and his retiring Col
leagues have been moved to the course 
which they have taken by a deliberate 
judgment upon this question, which, 
whether it be right or wrong. is fully 
explained. and is honest to the House 
and to the country .. 

Now. Sir, I said that I regretted their 
secession. because I am one of those 
who do not wish to see the Government 
of the noble Lord the Member for 
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Tiverton overthrown. The House knows 
well, and nobody knows better than the 
noble Lord, that I have never been one 
of his ardent and enthusiastic supporters. 
I have often disapproved of his policy. 
both at home and abroad; butl hope that 
I do not bear to him, as I cau honestly 
say that I' do not bear to any ·man ill 
this House-for from all I have received 
unnumbered courtesies-any feeling that 
takes even the tinge of personal ani-.. 
mosity; and even if I did, at a moment 
so grave as this, no feeling of a personal 
character whatever should prevent me 
from doing that which I think now, of 
all times, we are called upon to do-that 
which we honestly and conscientiously 
believe to be for the permanent interests 
of the country. We are in this position, 
that for a month past, at least, there has 
been a chaos in the regions of the Ad
ministration. Nothing can be more 
embarrassing-I had almost said nothing 
can be more humiliating-than the posi
tion which we offer to the country; and 
I am afraid that the know ledge of our 
position is not confined to the limits of 
these islands. 

It will be admitted that we want a 
Government; that if the country is to 
be saved from the breakers which now 
surround it, there must be a Govern
ment; and it devolves upon the House 
of Commons to rise to the gravity of 
the occasion, and to support any man 
who is conscious of his responsibility, 
and who is honestly offering and en
deavouring to deliver the country from 
the embarrassment in which we now 
find it. We are at war, and I shall not 
say one single sentence with regard to 
the policy of the war or its origin, and 
I kn9w not that I shall say a single 
sentence with regard to the conduct of 
it; but the fact is that we are at war 
with the greatest military Power, pro
bably, of the world, nnd that we nre 
carrying on our operations at a distance 
of 3,000 miles from home, and in the 
neighbourhood of the strongest fortifi
cations of that great military Empire. 
I will not stop to criticise-though it 
really invites me-the fact that some 

who have told us that we were in danger 
from the aggressions of that ~pire, nt 
the same time told us that that Empire 
was powerless for aggression, and also 
that it was impregnable to attack. By 
some means, however, the public have 
been alarmed as if that aggressive power 
were unbounded, and they have been 
induced to undertake an expedition, as if 
the invasion of an impregnable country 
were a matter of holiday-making rather 
than of war. . 

But we are now in a 'peculiar position 
with regard to .that war; for, if I am 
not mistaken-and I think I gathered 
as much from the langnage of the right 
hon. Gentleman-at this very moment· 
terms have been agreed upon-agreed 
upon by the Cabinet of Lord Aberdeen; 
consented to by the noble Lord the 
Member for Tiverton when he was in 
that Cabinet; and ratified and confirmed 
by him upon the formation of his own 
Government-and that those terms are 
now specifically known and understood; 
mid that they have been offered to the 
Government with which this country is 
at war, and in conjunction with France 
and Austria-one, certaiuly, and the 
other supposed to be-an ally of this 
country. Now, those terms consist of 
four propositions, which I shall neither 
describe nor discuss, because they are 
known to the House; but three of them 
are not matters of dispute; and with 
regard to the other, I think that the 
noble Lord the Member for the City of 
of Londonstated, upon a recent occasion, 
that it was involved in this proposition, 
-that the preponderant power of Russia 
in the Black Sea should cease, and that 
Russia had accepted it with that inter
pretation. Therefore, whatever differ
ence arises is merely as to the mode in 
which that • preponderant power' shall 
be understood or made to cease. Now, 
there are some Gentlemen not far from 
me-there are men who write in the 
public press-there are thousands of 
persons in the United Kingdom at this 
moment-and I learn with astonishment 
and dismay that there are persons even 
in that grave assembly which we are not 
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allowed to specify by IL name in this 
House-who have entertained dreams-
impracticable theories-expectations of 
vast European and Asiatic changes. of 
revived nationalities. and of a new map 
of Europe. if not of the world. as are· 
suit or an object of this war. And it is 
from those Gentlemen that we hear con
tinually. addressed to the noble Lord 
the Member for Tiverton. language 
which I cannot well understand. They 
call upon him to act, to carry on the 
war with vigour. and to prosecute enter
prises which neither his Government 
nor any other Government has ever 
seriously entertained; but I would 

~ appeal to those Gentlemen whether it 
does not become us-regarding the true 
interests and the true honour of the 
country-if our Government have offered 
terms of peace to Russia, not to draw 
back from those terms. not to cause 
any unnecessary delay. not to adopt any 
subterfuge to prevent those terms being 
accepted, not to attempt shuffles of any 
kind. not to endeavour to insist upon 
harder terms, and thus make the ap
proach of peace even still more distant 
than it is at present? 

Whatever may be said about the 
honour of the country in any other re
lation involved in this affair, this. at 
least. I expect every man who hears me 
to admit-that if terms of peace have 
been offered they have been offered in 
good faith. and shall be in honour and 
good faith adhered to; so that if. un
fortunately for Europe and humanity, -
there should be any failure at Vienna. 
no man should point to the English 
Government and to the authorities and 
rulers of this Christian country. and say 
that we have prolonged the war and the 
infinite calamities of which it is the cause. 

I have said that I was anxious that 
the Government of the noble Lord 
should not be overthrown. Will the 
House allow me to say why I am so? 
The noble Lord at the head of the 
Government has long been a great 
authority with many persons in this 
counby upon foreign policy. His late 
colleague. and present envoy to Vienna, 

has long been a great authority with 
a large portion of the people of this 
country upon almost all political ques
tions. With the exception of that un
happy selection of an ambassador at 
Constantinople. I hold that there are 
no men in this country more truly re
sponsible for our present position in 
this war than the noble Lord who now 
fills- the highest office in the State and 
the noble Lord who is now, I trust, 
rapidly approaching the scene of his 
labours in Vienna. I do not say this 
now to throw blame upon those noble 
Lords. because their policy, which I 
hold to be wrong. they. without doubt. 
as firmly believe to be right; but I am 
only stating facts. It has been their 
policy that they have entered into war 
for certain objects. and I am sure that 
neither the noble Lord at the head of 
the Government nor his late colleague 
the noble Lord the Member for London 
will shrink from the responsibility which 
attaches to them. Well. Sir, now we 
have those noble Lords in a position 
which is. in my humble opinion, Cavour
able to the termination of the troubles 
which exist. I think that the noble 
Lord at the head of the Government 
himself would have more influence in 
stilling whatever may exist of clamour 
in this country than any other Member 
of tllis House. I think. also. that the 
noble Lord the Member for London 
would not have undertaken the mission 
to Vienna if he had not entertained 
some strong belief that, by so doing. he 
might bring the war to an end. No
body gains reputation by a failure in 
negotiation. and as that noble Lord is 
well acquainted with the whole question 
from the beginning to end, I enter
tain a hope-l will not say a sanguine 
hope-that the result of that mission to 
Vienna will be to bring aboufa peace. 
to extricate this country from some of 
those difficulties inseparable from a 
state of war. 

Tbere is one subject upon which I 
should like to put a question to the 
noble Lord at the head of the Govern
ment. I shall not say one word here 
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about the state of the army in the 
Crimea, or one word abont its numbers 
or its condition. Every Member of this 
House, every inhabitant of this country, 
has been sufficiently harrowed with de
tails regarding it. To my solemn be
lief, thousands-nay, scores of thonsands 
of persons-have retired to rest, night 
after night, whose slumbers have been 
disturbed or whose dreams have been 
based upon the sufferings and agonies 
of our soldiers in the Crimea. I should 
like to ask the noble Lord at the head 
of the Govemment-although I am not 
sure if he will feel that he can or ought 
to answer the question-whether the 
noble Lord the Member for London has 
power, after. discussions have com
menced; and as soon as there shall be 
established good grounds f9r believing 
that the negotiations for peace will prove 
successful, to enter into any armistice ? 
['Nol no I'] 

I know not, Sir, who it is that says 
'No, no,' but I should like to see any 
man get np and say that the destruc
tion of 200,000 human lives lost on all 
sides during the course of this unhappy 
conflict is not a sufficient sacrifice. Yon 
are not pretending to conquer territory 
-you are not pretending to hold forti
fied or unfortified towns; you have 
offered terms of peace which, as I 
understand them. I do not say are not 
moderate; and breathes there a man in 
this House or in this country whose 
appetite for blood is so insatiable that, 
even when terms of peace have been 
offered and accepted, he pines for that 
assault in whiCh of Russian, Turk, 
French, and English, as sure as. one 
man dies, 30,000 corpses will strew the 
streets of Sebastopol? I say I should 
like to ask the noble Lord-and I am 
sure that he will feel, and that this 
House will feel, that I am speaking in 
no unfriendly manner towards the Go· 
vernment of which he is at the head
I should like to know, and I venture to 
hope that it is so, if the noble Lord the 
Member for London has power, at the 
earliest stage of these proceedings at 
Vienna, at which it can properly be 

done-and I should think that it might 
properly be done at a very early stage 
-to adopt a course by which all further 
waste of human life may be put an end 
to, and further animosity between three 
great nations be, as far as possible, 
prevented ? 

I appeal to the noble Lord at the 
head of the Government and to this 
House; I am not now complaining of 
the war-I am not now complaining of 
the terms of peace, nor, indeed, of 
anything that has been done-but I 
wish to suggest to this House what, I 
believe, thousands and tens of thousands 
of the most educated and of the most 
Christian portion of the people of this 
country are feeling upon this subject, 
although, indeed, in the midst of a 
certain clamour in the country, they do 
not give public expression to their 
feelings. Your country is not in an 
advantageous state at this moment; 
from one end of the kingdom to the 
other there is a general collapse of in
dustry. Those Members of this House 
not intimately acquainted with the trade 
and commerce of the country do not 
fully comprehend our position as to the 
diminution of employment and the 
lessening of wages. An increase in 
the cost of living is finding its way to 
the homes and hearts of a vast number 
of the labouring population. 

At the same time there is growing np 
--and, notwithstanding what some hon. 
Members of this House may think of 
me, no man regrets it more than I do-
a bitter and angry feeling against that 
class which has for a long period con
ducted the public affairs of this country. 
I like political changes when such 
changes IO"e made as the result, not 
of passion, but of deliberation and 
reason. Changes so made are safe, but 
changes made under the influence of 
violent exaggeration, or of the violent 
passions of public meetings, are not 
changes usually approved by this Honse 
or advantageous to the country. I can
not but notice, in speaking to Gentle
men who sit on either side of this 
House, or in speaking to anyone I 
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meet between this House and any of 
those localities we frequent when this 
House is up-I cannot, I say, but 
notice that an uneasy feeling exists as 
to the news which may arrive by the 
very next mail from the East. I do not 
suppose that your troops are to be 
beaten in actual conflict with the foe, 
or that they will be driven into the sea; 
but I am certain that many homes in 
England in which there now exists a 
fond hope that the distant one may 
return-many such homes may he 
rendered desolate when the next mail 
shall arrive. The Angel of Death has 
been abroad throughout the land; you 
may almost hear the beating of his 
wings. There is DO one, as when the 
first-born were slain of old, to sprinkle 
with blood the lintel and the two side
posts of our doors, that ~e may spare 
and pass on; he takes his victims fl'om 
the castle of the noble, the mansion of 
the wealthy, and the cottage of the poor 
and the lowly, and it is on behalf of all 
these classes that I make this solemn 
appeal. 

1 tell the Doble Lord, that if he be 
ready honestly and frankly to endea
vour, by the negotiations about to be 
opened at Vienna, to put an end to this 
war, no word of mine, no vote of mine, 
will be given to shake his power for one 

single moment, or to change his posi
tion in this House. 1 am sure that the 
noble Lord is not inaccessible to ap
peals made to him from honest motives 
and with no unfriendly feeling. The 
noble Lord has been for more than 
forty years a Member of this House. 
Before I was born, he sat upon the 
Treasury .bench, and he has spent his 
life in the seI'\'ice of his country. He 
is DO longer young, and his life has 
extended almost' to the term allotted to 
man. I would ask, I would entreat the 
noble Lord to take a course which, 
when he looks back upon his whole 
political career-whatever he may 
therein fiDd to be pleased with, what
ever to regret--cannot but be a source 
of gratification to him. By adopting 
that course he would have the satisfac
tion of reflecting that, having obtained 
the object of his laudable ambitioD
having become the foremost subject of 
the CroWD, the director of, it may be, 
the destinies 'of his country, and the 
presiding genius in her councils-he 
had achieved a still higher and Dobler 
ambition: that he had returned the 
sword to the scabbard-that at his 
word torrents of blood had ceased to 
flow-that he had restored tranquillity 
to Europe, and saved this country from 
the indescribable calamities of war. 
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ON THE PROSECUTION OF THE RUSSIAN WAR. 

HOUSE OF COMMONS, JUNE 7, J8SS. 

From Hansard. 

[On May 22 Mr. Distaeli moved, • That this House cannot adjourn for the Recess 
without expressing its dissatisfaction with the ambiguous language and uncertain 
conduct>of Her Majesty's Government in reference to the great question of peace or 
war, and that, under these circumstances, the House feels it a duty to declare that it 
will continue to give every support to Her Majesty in the prosecution of the war, 
until Her Majesty shall, in conjunction with her ailies, obtaiu for the country a safe 
and honourable peace.' This was met by an amendment from Sir Francis Baring, 
• That this House, having seen with regret that the Conferences at Vienna have not 
led to a termination of hostilities, feels it to be a duty to declare that it will continue 
to·give every support to Her Majesty in the prosecution of the war until Her Majesty 
shall, in conjunction with her allies, obtain for this country a safe and honourable 
peace.' Mr. Disraeli's resolution was rejected by ,119 votes to 319. Sir F. Baring's 
motion having become substantive, was met by an amendment of Mr. Lowe, to the 
effect, • That this House having seen with regret, owing to the refusal of Russia to 
restrict the strength of her navy in the Black Sea, that the Conferences at Vienna 
have not led to a termination of hostilities, feels it to be a duty to declare that the 
means ,of coming to an agreement on the third basis of negotiation being by that 
refusal exhausted, it will colltinue,~ &c. Mr. Lowe's amendment was negatived alld 
Sir F. Baring's motioll carried without a division on June 8.] 

LAST year, when the declaration of 
war was brought down to the House, 
I took the opportunity of addressing the 
House in opposition to the policy of the 
Government of that day. I was told I 
was too late; and it hns been also said 
repeatedly in this debate that those who 
take the views which I take are too 
late on this occasion. It seems to be 

one of the consequences of the, I would 
say, irresponsible system of diplomacy 
in this country with regard to foreign 
affairs. that we are never allowed to 
discuss a mischief when it is growing. 
but only when it is completed. and when 
no remedy can be applied. And now 
we are at liberty to discuss the conduct 
of the Government in the Conferences 
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at Vienna; and. though we were re
peatedly told from the Treasury bench 
that it might be injurious to the public 
service to discuss what was going on 
till the affair was concluded. I suspect 
the House has come to the conclusion 
that we have been pursuing our true 
duty to the country in the debate that 
has taken place. 

We are indebted to the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Bucking
hamshire (Mr. Disraeli) for having 
placed his notice on the table of the 
House. and not less .to my right hon. 
Friend and Colleague that he. before 
the recess. moved the adjournment of 
the debate. I am satisfied myself that 
the people of this country have no 
intention to go wrong either in home 
or foreign affairs. and it requires only 
that questions of this nature should be 
frequently discussed by the intelligent 
men of which this House is composed 
to set before them the true state of 
affairs. and to bring them to a wise 
opinion with regard to the policy which 
is being pursued. Now. we are not 
discussing the policy of the war-that 
is. of the origin of the war. If we 
were. I should lay claim to some degree 
of foresight in the opinion which I 
expressed a year ago, for there seems to 
be a general feeling that the sacrifices 
that have already been made are some
what greater than the results that have 
been obtained. I am anxious, in the 
observations I may have to address to 
the House, to impress my opinions on 
them, if it be possible to do so, and to 
lay before my countrymen out of the 
House that which I believe involves 
their true interests with regard to this 
question. It is necessary, therefore, to 
have a basis for our discussion-to fix 
what were the objects of the war-to 
ascertain, if that be possible, whether 
those objects have been secured and 
accomplished-alld whether there can 
be anything in prospect which we are 
likely to gain that will justify the 
Government and the' House in pro
ceeding further with the war. 

Now, in my observations I am not 

about to carry on this discussion with 
the Gelltlemen below me, who are 
interested in a question which is not 
the question before the House. They 
are interested in some vast, and, as it 
seems to me, imaginary scheme that 
would involve Europe in protracted, and 
widely-extended hostilities; and I think 
that, so far as the House is concerned 
in discussing the question with the Go
vernment, these Gentlemen are almost, 
if not altogether, out of court. It ap
pears to me, if they were logical in their 
course, finding that the objects of the 
Government and the objects of the Go
vernment of France were entirely dif
ferent from those which they have at 
heart, and believing, as they do, that the 
objects of the allied Governments are 
not worth a war, that they ought rather 
to join us on this bench, and, instead of 
there being one Peace bench in the 
House, there would be two 'Peace 
benches, and the Peace party would 
clearly gain a considerable accession of 
strength. The noble Lord the Secre
tary of State for the Colonies has stated 
over and over again-and, amid the 
confusion of statements which he and 
his Colleagues have made, I think he 
will not find fault if I assume that the 
object of the war is simply the security 
of the Turkish territory from the grasp 
of Russia, and probably from the grasp 
'of any other Power-the noble Lord has 
stated that he apprehends that if Russia 
were to extend her empire by the pos
session of Turkey, it would give her a 
power that would be unsafe with regard 
to the other nations of Europe. When 
the noble Lord speaks in that vague, 
and, if I were not speaking of a man so 
eminent, I should say, absurd language 
of the liberties of Europe and the civili
zation of the world, I should say he 
means by that merely those great ob
jects, so far as they can be conserved 
by the conservation of the Turkish 
territory. 

The noble Lord tells us-we are now 
getting out of some of the mystifica
tions-that he has no kind of sympathy 
that would lead him into war for the 
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oppressed nationalities of Europe. The 
noble Lord the Member for Tiverton 
(Viscount Palmerston) a few nights ago 
turned the cold shoulder to the people 
of Hungary. He said he thought there 
could be no greater calamity to Europe 
than that Hungary should be separated 
from the Austrian Empire. Well, then, 
we have got rid of Hungary; and, next, 
the noble Lord the Member for the City 
of London (Lord John Russell) tells us 
it is quite a mistake to suppose that he 
ever intended to go to war for Poland. 
In fact, he stated-what will be very 
disheartening to hon. Gentlemen below 
me-that he never supposed we were 
going to war for such a Quixotic object; 
that the case of Poland is one that is 
hopeless, and therefore it would be mad
ness in England and France-not indis
cretion-not a doubtful undertaking
but positive madness in England and 
France to take any part in promoti!lg 
resistance in that country. 

Having now got rid of Hungary and 
Poland, we only require that some Mem
ber of the Cabinet should get up later 
in the evening-and that I have no 
doubt will be the case- to state that 
it is utterly impossible for this country 
to involve itself in hostilities with a 
view to the regeneration of any part 
of Italy. The noble Lord the Member 
for London tells US we are not going to 
war for the sake of conquest; and that, 
I think, is a matter which ought to be 
kept in mind by hon. Gentlemen who 
are urging the Government on to a pro
longed war. He stated on Tuesday 
night, 'Be it always remembered that 
we are seeking no object of our own ; '
it would be a very odd thing if we were 
to go to war for the objects of some
body else-' that we are seeking no ob
ject of our own; that when peace is 
concluded we shall not have acquired 
one ell of new territory, or secured any 
advantage whatever for ourselves. It is 
for Turkey and the general system of 
Europe that we are struggling.' In 
fact, the whole matter always resolves 
itself into some general mystification, 
and at this moment we are, every man 

of us, almost en"tirely in the dark as to 
what are the ultimate objects of the war. 

One other point that I ought to men
tion is the question of crippling and 
humbling Russia. I am, of course, 
willing to admit that when people go 
to war they are not expected to be very 
nice in their treatment of each other, 
and, if the taking of Sebastopol be an 
object of those who are in favour of the 
war, to take Sebastopol they will in
Bict any injury they can upon Russia. 
But the noble Lord told us last year 
that he still intended to leave Russia a 
great empire. I thought that exceed
ingly considerate of the noble Lord, and 
I understand - I think it has been stated 
in the public papers-that it is con
sidered at St. Petersburg a great conde
scension on the part of. so eminent a 
statesman. Well, then, if we are not 
going to war for nationalities, nor for 
conquest, nor for any such crippling of 
Russia as would be effected by her dis
memberment, we come to this simple 
question-in the condition in which 
Turkey has long existed, what are the 
means by which the security of Turkey 
can be best guaranteed? No man as
serts that the security of Turkey can be 
absolute, but that it must be partial and 
conditional. As it is well to have high 
authority for these statements, I have 
here an extract from a speech made by 
Lord Clarendon a few nights ago on the 
Resolution moved by Lord Grey. The 
noble Lord then stated :--

'My noble Friend says, and says truly, 
that the attainment of all this would oft.r 
no security to Turkey. The value of a 
treaty must always depend upon the sririt 
in which it is agreed to, and the good faith 
with which it is entered into. No treaty 
can make a weak Power like Turkey per
fectly safe against a powerful neighbour 
immediately in contact with her, if that 
neighbour is determineej to art the aj!gres
sive towards her.'-[3 Hansard. cxxxviii. 
1I5J·] 

Th'ls Lord Clarendon admits, what is 
perfectly obvious to the common sense 
of all who have heard anything of 
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Russia or Turkey, except from the lips 
of the Prime Minister, that what we 
are seeking to obtain is not an absolute 
security for Turkey, but a conditional 
security, such as her circumstances, her 
population, her government, and geo
graphical position render attainable by 
her friends and allies. We have now 
been fourteen months at war, and two 
Cabinets-the Cabinets of· Lord Aber
deen and of the present First Minister
I might say four Cabinets, for the Cabi
nets of France and Austria must have 
agreed to the same thing-have agreed 
to certain terms, and have offered them 
to Russia. They have been accepted as 
the basis of negotiations, conferences 
have been opened, and certain proceed
ings towards a settlement have taken 
place; and now I should like to know 
whether the terms which were offered 
were offered in earnest. Judging of the 
Cabinet of Lord Aberdeen by \.he con
duct of some of its Members, and espe
cially of Lord Aberdeen himself, I am 
certain that they were sincere in the 
terms they offered. But the Times 
newspaper, which now in its many 
changes has become ·the organ and 
great stimulant of the present Cabinet, 
expresses its astonishment that any per
~on should think that peace was in
tended by the Conferences at Vienna. . 
The Time. states that the object of the 
Conferences was not to bring about a 
peace, but to shame Austria into be
coming a faithful and warlike ally. 

Now, when the noble Lord the Mem
ber for London was sent to Vienna to 
negotiate, I confess I was one of those 
who formed the opinion that the noble 
Lord, amid the many eccentricities of 
his career, would not have undertaken 
that mission unless he himself had been 
honest with regard to the terms to be 
offered, and anxious, if possible, to con
solidate a peace. There were, however, 
certain persons-malicious people, of 
course-who found out that it would 
be convenient to the First Minister to 
have °the noble Lord at a distance, at 
least for a time. But I never adopted 
that idea. I -did not believe that the 

noble Lord's journey to Vienna, with a 
retinue that required him to occupy no 
less than thirty· two rooms in one hotel, 
would have been undertaken unless the 
noble Lord considered that the object 
was a reality, on which the interests of 
the country and of Europe depended. 
I think he would have been the last 
man in the country to lend himself to 
such a miserable hoax as going to 
Vienna, not to make peace, but to 
shame Austria into becoming a faith
ful and warlike ally, I assume, there
fore, that terms were sincerely offered, 
and that those terms gave guarantees 
which were sufficient, and a security 
which was as ample as the circum· 
stances admitted fot the integrity and 
independence of the Ottoman Empire. 
It is from that starting-point that I 
would discuss this question. 

There are hon. Members in this House 
who think that even if those terms were 
obtained they would still be in no de
gree a compensation for the enormous 
sacrifices which the country has made. 
I happen to hold the same opinion, and 
it was with that conviction that I pro" 
tested against going into the war, In
deed, I think that the argument I used 
a year ago, that nothing to be obtained 
in the war could at all approach a com
pensation for the enormous sacrifices the 
country would be called upon to mak~, 
has been greatly strengthened. Well, 
Sir, the terms offered are called' bases:' 
from which one understands, not that 
they are everything, but that they are 
something capable of what diplomatists 
call • development.' I recollect a ques
tion asked of a child at school, in one 
of those lessons called • object lessons,' 
• What is the basis of a batter pudding l' 
It was obvious that flour was the basis, 
but the eggs and the butter and the rest 
were developments and additions. But 
if the bases are capable of development, 
so I take it for granted that the mean
ing of negotiation is not the offering of 
an ultimah.m, but the word involves to 
every man's sense the probability of con
cession- butter, it may be-but con
cession of one sort or another. 
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I will not go through all the Four Holstein; but when this case occurred 
Points, because the attention of the . the subject was considered by the Go
House ought really to be centred upon vernment, the noble Lord (Lord Pal
the third article aud the matters cou- merston) being at the time, I believe, . 
nected with it. The House must re- Foreign Secretary-who most wisely 
member that this article involves two and properly, not only for this country, 
most important subjects-first, the terri- but for the interests of Schleswig
torial gnarantee, which if it were suffi- Holstein and of Europe, declined to 
ciently secured would be everything the act upon what was represented to be 
House and the country required from the strict letter of the treaty, and Eng
the war-namely, that the territories of land did not engage in. war in conse
Turkey shall never be molested, so long quence of the disputes which then took 
as the treaty shall continue, by any of place. I must say that what seems to 
the great Powers who are parties to me as the most statesmanlike and 
such treaty; and, secondly, that the pre- elevated declaration in the protocols is 
ponderance of Russia in the Black Sea the statement of Prince Gortchakoff, 
shall cease. Now, the territorial gua- that the blood of Russia is the property 
rantee was granted without difficulty. of Russia, and that he will not pledge. 
[An hon. Member: • No.'] Well, no himself that years hence-it may be 
difficulty was made about the territorial even a century hence- the blood of. 
guarantee but this :-Prince Gortchakoff Russia shall be shed in a cause which, 
said, very wisely, that he would not enter when the time arrives, may be one 
into an absolute pledge to go to war in which would be altogether unworthy 
case of any infraction of the treaty, and of such a sacrifice. 
the noble Lord who said' No' will find, Wi~h respect to the question of the 
when he has examined the question a Christian protectorate, the House will 
little more closely, that it does not probably recollect that it was repre
make the slightest difference as to the sen ted over and over again by Ministers 
actual. results of a treaty whether a in this House=--it was stated in the 
Power guarantees in the mode proposed speeches of Lord Clarendon in another 
by Russia, or in the manner proposed place-that the proposition of Russia, 
by the noble Lord the Member for the as conveyed in the Menchikoff note, 
City of London, beCause, when an in- . was intended to transfer the virtual 
fraction of a treaty occurs, the' power sovereignty of 10,000,000 or 12,000,000 

of judging whether any of the Govern- of Ottoman subjects to the Czar. If 
ments who are parties to such treaty that were so, the Menchikoff note and 
should go to war or not, is left with all the old protectorate treaties being 
each individual Government. If, for ex- abolished, surely the House will con
ample, France stretched her dominions sider whether the combination of the 
westward towards Morocco, or eastward three propositions-the territorial guar
towards Tunis or Tripoli, it would, of antees, the Christian protectorate, and 
course, have been the duty, and would the Black Sea project-do not give such 
have been in the power of RUSSI ,even securities to Turkey as the condition of 
had she accepted the exact term pro- Turkey will permit. Now the prepon
posed by the allies, to judge for he elf derance of Russia in the Black Sea, as 
whether a case had arisen which e-.. I think my hon, Friend the Member for 
qui red her to go to war, or which jus the West Riding (Mr. Cobden) showed 
fied her in doing so, very clearly the other evening, is in a 

Such a case arose very lately with certain sense a fact which all the nego
reference to Schleswig-Holstein. We tiations in the world cannot write off. 
were bound, under an ancient treaty, to I I see that one of the public journals this 

. go to war in the event of the infraction i morning, commenting upon my hon. 
of certain treaties affecting Schleswig- \ Friend's speech, says, • Yes, truly, the 

\ 
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commercial preponderance of Russia in 
the Black Sea is a fact which cannot be 
denied;' and then proceeds to argue 
that it does not follow that Russia 
should have a political and naval pre
ponderance. But I do not know any 
case in which there is a commercial 
supremacy in a sea like the Black Sea 
that is not followed by a preponderance 
'of every other kind. The question now 
is, however, how is that preponderance 
to cease? 

The noble Lord the Member for the 
City of London referred the other night 
to a proposition made by the French 
Government, but which, I think, does 
not appear at all distinctly in the pro.
tocols, with regard to making the Black 
Sea a neutral sea. I conceive that was 
so monstrous a proposition, in the pre
~ent condition of Europe, that I am 
surprised it should have been enter~ 
tained for a moment by any sensible 
man. I supposed it was found so utterly 
indefensible that it does not appear as 
a distinct proposition in the protocols. 
This proposal of making the Black Sea 
a neutral sea gave place to another pro
ject. and it appears to me very like ask
ing Russia. voluntarily or by compulsion, 
to perform the operation of amputation 
upon herself. I maintain that the third 

. article as offered to Russia in December 
last could not mean what the noble 
Lord offered to Russia at Vienna, be
cause the cessation of preponderance 
does not mean the transfer of prepon
derance, but rather the establishment 
of an equilibrium-not the destruction 
of an equilibrium and the establishment 
of preponderance on the other side. 

Some hon. Gentlemen talk as if Russia 
were a Power which you could take to 
Bow Street, and bind over before some 
stipendiary magistrate to keep the peace 
for six months. Russia is a g. )eat Power, 
as England is, and in treatiJ.\;'·' with her 
you must. consider that t]\~ J Russian 
Government has to consul.>its own 
dignity, its own interests, Ifioi puhlic 
opinion, just as much at least-.Il the Go
vernment of this country. 1/: ", what 

The proposal was, that Russia should 
have eight ships; but what was the 
proposition with regard to her present 
antagonists? That Turkey should also 
have eight ships, that France should . 
have four, and that England should 
have four; and I believe that in 
a preceding protocol, which has not 
been alluded to in this debate, it is 
proposed that the contracting Powers 
should have two ships each at the 
mouth of the Danube, so that if these 
terms had been agreed· upon, Russia 
would have had eight ships in the Black 
Sea, while Turkey, France, and Eng-

. land would have had twenty .. Now, 
that is not a mere cessation of a prepon
derance; it is not the establishment of 
an equilibrium; it is a transfer of the 

. supremacy of the Black Sea from that 
country which; if any country should be 
supreme there, has the best claim
namely, Russia. Besides this, however, 
Turkey would have had whatever ships 
she liked in the Bosphorus, and the 
allies would also have had as many 
ships as they chose in the Mediterra
nean and the Levant. 

Now, let us for a moment consider 
the offer with which Russia met this 
proposal. The first proposition was 
that of the open Straits, which is dis
approved by the hon. Baronet opposite. 
I am not about to say that this propo
sition should have been accepted in 
preference to the other, but I think it is 
the true interest of Europe, and also of 
Turkey itself, that the Straits should be 
thrown open. At any rate, it must be 
admitted that the preponderance of 
Russia, in the sense in which we now 
understand it, would be absolutely de
stroyed if the Straits were thrown open. 
Russia made a proposition which appears 
to me to be highly satisfactory-that 
such regulations should be made by the 
Sultan and his Government with :regard 
to the positIon and duration of the 
anchorages of ships between the Me
diterranean and the Black Sea as would 
preclude the possibility, so far as there 
were means of doing so, of any incon
venience or danger to Constantinople '.1 was the proposition of this th;l;.il article? 

----~------~---------------
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from the opening of the Straits. If that 
had been agreed to, all nations would 
have been entitled to the passage of the 
Straits, and I believe that all nations 
would equally have respected the privi
lege thus granted to them. Now, sup
pose these Straits, instead of being one 
mile wide, had been ten miles wide, 
what difference would it make to Tur
key? If the Straits were ten miles wide 
they would be open. Turkey would 
have no right to close them, and Euro
pean nations would not permit her to 
pretend to, or to exercise, any such 
power; but Constantinople would be no 
more secure then than it would be now· 
with the Straits open, whether they were 
ten miles wide or one mile wide. If the 
Straits were open, the consequences to 
Constantinople and to Turkey appear to 
me to be precisely the sanre. Turkey 
would be equally safe; Turkey would 
be equally menaced. Our Beets would 
visit the Black Sea in the course of the 
season, and the Russian Black Sea Beet, 
if it chose, would visit the Mediterra
nean. There would be no sort of pre
tence for wrangling about the Straits; 
and the balance of power-if I may use 
the term-between the Beets of Russia, 
France, and England, would be pro
bably the best guarantee that could be 
offered for the security of Constantinople 
and Turkey, so far as they are in danger 
of aggression either from the Black Sea 
or the Mediterranean. 

But it is said, the Sultan's sovereiguty 
would be menaced-that he has an un
doubted right to close the Straits. I 
doubt whether that right will be ·very 
long maintained; but if it be main
tallied, and if you are to reject· any 
proposition which interferes with the 
Sultan's sovereignty, I ask you whether 
the sovereignty of the Czar is not as dear 
to him? and whether, if, in negotiations 
of this kind, you can find any mode of 
attaining your object witt lOut inflicting 
injury upon either the sovereignty of 
the Sultan or the Czar, it would not be 
much more statesmanlike to adopt it, 

. and so to frame your tIeaties that 
neither should feel that it was sub-

jected to an indignity, and therefore 
seek to violate such treaties at the first 
opportunity? Well, but the second 
proposition, which I think the hon. Ba
ronet approved, and which I think the 
noble Lord proposed, was, that the 
Sultan should open the Straits at will. 
I ask the House whether that proposi
tion, if accepted, would not imply that 
the Sultan could have no other enemy 
than Russia ?-which I think is doubt· 
ful. If the Black Sea were open to the 
West, and the Mediterranean closed to 
the East, surely that is assuming that 
the Sultan could have no enemy but 
Russia. The Sultan could close the 
Straits to Russia, but the Western 
Powers could always proceed to the 
Black Sea. The French plan, in my 
opinion, exposed Turkey far more to 
the West than the Russian plan exposed 
her to the East. Nothing can be more 
short-sighted than the notion which the 
noble Lord the Member for London 
started at the conferences, that Turkey 
could have no enemy but Russia. In 
fact, everybody there seemed to be on 
exceedingly good terms with himself. 
The Austrian Minister said nobody 
would suspect Austria"':"no one could 
be· suspected but Russia. But our ex
perience for many years will tell us that 
there has been just as much menace from 
the \Vest as from the East-the rapa
city of the West is not less perceptible 
than that of ~e East. [. Hear. 'J Some 
one expresse'i a sentiment in opposition 
-it is a gen;leman who has never read 
the Blue Books-he does not know that 
almost the whole of this business began 
in a threat of the most audacious and 
insulting character from the Ambas
sador of France-a threat to order up 
the French fleet to the Dardanelles, and 
further to land an expedition in Syria 
to take PCO .session of Jerusalem and the 
whole of he Holy Places. Do you 
mean to t 11 me, you and the noble 
Lord him r!f, who tried to frighten the 
country w ~ the notion of the French 
fleet comi ~ to invade England, that the 
fleet whic three years ago threatened 
England, Imd more recently threatened 
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the Dardanelles, has for ever abandoned 
rapacious desires, and that therefore 
there will never again be IL menace 
against Turkey from France? 

I understand, however, there is a very 
different opinion prevalent upon the 
southern shores of the Mediterranean. 
The Emperor of Morocco, a potentate 
somewhat allied to this country, as I 
am told his empress is an Irish lady..:... 
the Emperor of Morocco, who is not 
very well versed in what is going on in 
this House, has been making inquiries 
of the most anxious character as to 
whether the particular guarantee which 
the noble Lord was going to enter into 
included the territory of' Morocco; and 
I understand he has not been able to 
find it out from the most assiduous study 
of the Gibraltar newspapers. It so 
happens that the Governor of Gibraltar 
-the noble Lord at the head of the 
Government corrected me the other 
night when I called him an irrational 
man-has issued an ordinance by which 
he has entirely suppressed the news-
paper press in that town and garrison. 

after all, an inefficient one •. He said 
that Russia might get another ship
perhaps three or four-and when she 
had doubled the navy permitted to her, 
perhaps the noble Lord would be writ
ing despatches about it, although I am 
not sure he weuld do that. I think it 
would be holding out a temptation to 
buy Mr. Scott Russell's great ship as one 
of the eig!:J.t ships she is to be allowed 
to keep by the treaty. 

My hon. Friend the Member for the 
West Riding remarked that Russia 
might purchase vessels· of large size 
from the United States, and .still keep 
within the prescribed limit; but if this 
great ship, now building in the Thames, 
should succeed, as I hope she will, 
Russia might buy her and send her into 
the Black Sea. Somebody says she 
could not go there without passing the 
Straits, but, as she is built for mer
cantile purposes-, that monster vessel 
might freely be taken up, and then form 
one of the eight ships allowed to Russia. 
Another proposition has been alluded 
to by the hon. Member for the Tower 
Hamlets (Sir W. Clay)-that pointed 
out by the Russi:m Plenipotelltiary
that Russia and Turkey should. enter 
into a friendly treaty between them
selves and arrange that point; but the 
other diplomatists would not allow it, 
unless it were done under the eyes of 
the conference and· bearing the same 
features of force and compulsion as 
their proposal of the limitation pos
sessed. I was astonished to hear the 
hon. Baronet, as I understood him, say 

• that, even although it could be shown 
that the Russian propositions were 
better than our own, he thought the 
proposition which bore on its face co
ercion of Russia was most desirable. 
A more unstatesmanlike and immoral 
view upon a great question between 
nations I have rarely heard of. [Sir 
William Clay rose, and was understood 
to deny the sentiments imputed to him 
by the hon. Member.] I understood 
my hon. Friend so. Perhaps he did 
not mean what I thought he did mean, 
but that was the conclusion I came to 

. Now we come to the question, which 
of the propositions. would be most 
secure? I was very much struck by an 
observation which fell from my hon. 
Colleague (Mr. M. Gibson) in the course 
of his speech the other night-a point I 
think very worthy of the attention of the 
House and of the Government; he said 
the limitation plan was one which must 
depend for its efficacy on the will and 
fidelity of Russia. I am not one of 
those who believe Russia to be the 
treacherous and felonious Power which 
she is described to be by the press of 
this country, as she is described by the 
noble Lord to be. r believe the right 
hon. Baronet the Member for South
wark gave her the same character. 
Although Russia may notitbe more 
treacherous than other Po,,""rs, when 
you ILre making a bargain ,,' ,h. her, it 
is better you should make tl,~1 efficacy 
of the terms depend more orr, ."Our own 
vigilance than on her good fa:.,". The 
noble Lord the Member for V;: don has 
admitted that the limitation;:l~plan is, 

----~----------------------~ 
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from his argument, and I do not think 
he will say I entirely misrepresented 
him. It has, however, been said by the 
press that, whether we were sincere or 
not at the conference, Russia was not. 
Han. Gentlemen have read in the Times 
and other papers blowing the flames of 
war, that from first to last Russia was 
treacherous and insincere. I would put 
it· to the noble Lord the Member for 
London whether he can say that was 
the alse, for I observe he said, in his 
speech in this House on the 23rd of 
January last, in answer to a question 
from the han. Member for Aylesbury, 
or some other Member-

• My hon. Friend will see that by that 
act the Russian Plenipotentiary accepted 
this interpretation as the basis of negoti
ation, of cpurse reserving to' himself the 
power, when this basis shall have heen 
laid down in a definite article, of making 
any observations on the part of his Go. 
"emment which he should think proper:
[3 Hamard, cxxxvi. 911.] 

Of course the Russian Plenipotentiary, 
when he accepted it, did so upon the 
understanding that it was the basis of 
negotiation and discussion, as no one 
will deny it was a question capable 
of being solved in more ways than one, 
and it was no indication of insincerity 
for him to refuse the precise mode pro
posed by the Plenipotentiary for Eng. 
land. With regard to the terms pro
posed, I should like to read to the 
House a statement I have on very good 
authority as to the language which· 
Prince Gortchakoff held at Vienna.\ 
The statement I have.is not to be found 
in the protocols, but I believe it may 
be relied upon as the precise words he 
used. The noble Lord insisted, as I 
understand, that it was no indignity to 
ask Russia to limit the number of her 
ships in the Black Sea; but I would 
submit it is precisely the same in prin" 
ciple as if she were asked to limit the 
amount of her force in the Crimea to 
four or six regiments. . Prince Gort
chakoff said-

• To ask from an independent Power 
that it should limit its force, is to assail 
its rights of sovereignty on its own terri
tory. It is with a bad grace that they 
would sustain the rights of the Sultan and 
wish to attack those of the Emperor of 
Russia. The proposition to render the 
Black Sea inaccessible to vessels of war of 
all nations is so strange (si bizllrre) that 
one is astonished to see the fate of nations 
confided to men such as those who have 
conceived it. How could it be believed 
thot Russia would consent to give herself 
up disarmed at the good pleasure of the 
Napoleons and the Palmerstons, who will 
be able themselves to have armed forces 
in the Mediterranean ?' 

There was no answer to that. If any 
diplomatist from this country, under 
the same circumstances as Russia was 
placed in, had consented to terms such 
as the noble Lord had endeavoured to 
force upon Russia-I say, that if he 
entered the door of this House, he 
would be met by one universal shout 
of execration, and, as a public man, 
would be ruined for ever. 

I wish to ask the House this question 
-whether it has deliberately made up 
its mind that this was a proposition 
which ought to have been imposed upon 
Russia? If they have ascertained which 
is the best-and I rather think the 
geneml opinion.is that the proposition 
of the Government is the worst; but, 
assuming that it is not so, and that 
there maybe some little difference
I want to know what that difference is, 
and if there is any difference which can 
be measured even by the finest diplo
matic and statesmanlike instrument 
ever invented, I ask, is that difference 
worth to this country the incalculable 
calamities which a prolonged war must 
bring UPOl us? I am of opinion that, 
with th~ erritoriai guamotee and the 
abolition f the Christian protectorate, 
eiQier the erms proposed by the noble 
Lord or y Prince Gortchakoff would 
have been! as secure for Turkey as it is 
possible ,under existing circumstances 
for Turkey to be by any treaty between 
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the great Powers of Europe. And, 
recollect that we have been thrown a 
little off the original proposition, for 
when that proposition was first agreed 
to in the Cabinet of Lord Aberdeen I 
am satisfied in my own mind that it 
meant something very like that which 
the Russians themselves have proposed. 

If we take this first protocol of the 
conference, and look to the speech made 
by Count Buol and to the proposition 
he made, you will find the third article 
runs in this language: 'The treaty of 
July 13, 1841, shall be revised with the 
double object,' and so on. But what is 
the meaning of revising the treaty of 
1841? The treaty has only one object, 

. which is to guarantee to the Turk the 
right he has claimed since his posses
sion of Constantinople-namely, that 
the Straits should be closed under the 
guarantee of the Powers, except in case 
of war. Therefore, when the Aberdeen 
Government, of which the noble Lords 
were Members, originally agreed ,upon 
these terms, their object was that the 
Black Sea should be thrown open, 
or, at least, that the closing of the 
Straits should be relaxed; and I pre
sume that it was not until after it was 
known that, while Russia had no ob
jection to the opening of the Straits, 
Turkey was very much opposed to it, 
that it was found necessary to change 
the terms and bting them ,forward in 
another form. But, surely, if this be 
so, the House and the Government 
should be chary indeed of carrying on 
a prolonged war with Russia, Russia 
having been willing to accept a propo
sition made originally by us, and which 
I believe to be the best for Turkey and 
for the interests of Europe. If, I say, 
this be so, was the Government justified 
in breaking off these negotiations, be
cause that really is the issue'1.which this 
House is called upon to try" Can they 
obtain better terms? If thrl'terms are 
sufficient for Turkey they or:: )ht not to 
'ask for better ones. I do nl'Q say they 
may not get better terms}' I agree 
with my hon. Friend the ~' mber for 
the West Riding (Mr. Co}~en) that 

\ 
,England and France, if they th60se -to" 
sacrifice 500,000 men, and to throw 
away 200,000,0001. or 300,000,0001. of 
treas1o1re, may dismember the Russian 
Empire. But I doubt whether this 
would give better terms for Turkey-I 
am sure it would not give better terms 
for England and France. Now, what 
has it cost to obtain all this? 

And here I must be permitted to say 
one word with regard to the course I 
taken by those right hon. Gentlemen I 
who have recently taken their seats on 
this bench, and whose cOnduct on this 
question has been the cause of great 
debate, and of language which I tlJ.ink 
the state of the case has not wholly 
justified. I presume it will be admitted 
that these right hon. Gentlemen at 
least know the object, of the war as 
well as any other men in this House. 
I presume, too, that, entertaining as 
they do a very serious idea of the re
sults of a prolonged war, they are at 
liberty to come to the conclusion that 
certain terms, to which they themselves 
were parties, are sufficient; and if this 
be the conviction at which they have 
arrived, surely no Member of this 
House will say that, because they were 
Members of a Cabinet some time ago 
which went into this war, therefore they 
should be forbidden to endeavour to 
avert the incalculable calamities which 
threaten their country, but should be 
expected to maintain a show of con
sistency, for which they must sacrifice 
everything that an honest man would 
hold dear. Have these men gained 
anything in popularity with the coun
try, or even with the Members of this 
House, by the course they have taken? 

I am almost ashamed to say any
thing in the defence of those who are so 
capable of explaining and defending 
their own conduct in this matter; but 
I may be pardoned if I rejoice that men 
ranking high as statesmen, powerful by 
their oratory, distinguished by their 
long services, have separated them
selves from that rash; that inexcusable 
recklessness which, I say, marks the 
present Government, and are anxious 

------------------------~~~ 
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'to 1Ieiver their country from the dan
gers which surround it. My hon. 
Friends below me-and I am quite 
sure not one of them will suppose that 
I speak from the mere wish to oppose 
them in any way; they are personal 
friends of mine. and it pains me now to 
differ from them; but hon. Members 
seem to think. when they are looking 
a long way off for the objects to be 
gained by war. that a man who looks 
at home is not a friend to his country. 
Is war the only thing a nation enters 
upon in which the cost is never to be 
reckoned? Is it nothing that in twelVe 
months you have sacrificed ~o.coo or 
30,000 men, who a year ago were 
your own fellow-citizens. living in your 
midst. and interested. as you are. in aU 
the social and political occurrences of 
the day? Is it nothing that, in addition 
to those lives. a sum of-I -am almost 
afraid to say how much. but 30.000,0001. 
or 40.000,0001. will not be beyond the 
mark - has already been ex~ded ? 
And let the House bear in mmd this 
solemn fact-that the four nations en
gaged· in this war have already lost so 
many men. that if you were to go from 
Chelsea to Blackwall, and from High
gate and Hampstead to Norwood. and 
take every man of a fighting age and 
put him to death-if you did this you 
would not sacrifice a larger number of 
lives than have already been sacrificed 
in these twelve months of war. 

Your own troops, as you know. have 
suffered. during a Crimean winter. tOl'
tures and horrors which the great Flo
rentine hardly imagined when he wrote 
his immortal epic. Hon. Members are 
ready. I know. to say. 'Whose fault is 
that?' But if our loss has been less 
than that of the French. less than that 
of the Turks, and less than thnt of the 
Russians. it is fair to assume that. 
whatever mistakes may have been com
mitted by the Government. the loss in 
the aggregate would, even under other 
circumstances, have fallen very little 
short of that which I have attempted to 
describe. Are these things to be ac
counted nothing? We have had for 

twelve years past a gradual reduction 
of taxation, and there has been an im
mense improvement in the physical, 
intellectual, and moral condition of the 
people of this country; while for the 
last two years we have commenced a 
career of reimposing taxes, have had to 
apply for a loan, and no doubt, if this 
war goes on, extensh'e loans are still in 
prospect. 

Hon. Members may think this is 
nothing. They say it is a 'low' view 
of the case. But. these things are the 
foundation of your national greatness, 
and of your national duration; and you 
may be following visionary phantoms 
in all parts of the world while your 
own country is becoming rotten within, 
and calamities may be in store for the 
monarchy and the nation of which now. 
it appears, you take no heed. E,..,ry 
man connected with trade knows how 
much trade has suffered, how much 
profi ts in every branch of trade-except 
in contracts arising out of the war_ 
have· diminished, how industry is be
coming more precarious and the reward 
for industry less, how the price of food 
is raised, and how much there is of a 
growing pressure of all classes, espe
cially upon the poorest of the peoplc
a pressure which by-and-by-not just 
now, when the popular frenzy is lashed 
into fury morning after morning by the 
newspapers-[MurmursJ-but I say by
and-by this discontent will grow rapidly, 
and you (pointing to the Ministerial 
bench) who now fancy you are fulfilling 
the behests of the national will, will 
find yourselves pointed to as the men 
who ought to have taught the natiOll 
better. 

I will not enter into the- question of 
the harvest. That is in the hand of 
Providencct _ and may Providence gmnt 
that the harvest mny be as bountiful as 
it wns last year I But the House must 
recollect that in rSS.l, only two years 
ago, there' was the worst harvest that 
had been known for forty years. Prices 
were very high in consequence. Last 
yenr the harvest was the greatest e'~ 
known, yet prices have been scarcely 
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lower, and there are not wanting men 
of great information and of sound judg
ment who look with much alarm to 
what may come-I trust' it may not 
come-if we should have, in addition to 
the calamities of war, calamities arising 
from a scarcity of food, which may be 
scarcely less destructive of the peace 
and comfort of the population of this 
country. 

I will ask the House in this state of 
things whether they are disposed to 
place implicit confidence in her Majesty's 
Ministers? On that (the Opposition) 
side of the House there is not, 1 believe, 
much confidence in the Government; 
and on this side I suspect there are 
mnny men who are wishful that at this 
critical moment the affairs of the country 
should be under the guidance of men of 
greater solidity and of better judgment. 
1 will now point out one or two causes 
which 1 think show that I am justified 
in placing no confidence whatever in 
her Majesty's Government. Take for 
example what they have been doing 
with Austria. The noble Lord at the 
head of the Government has stated to 
us that it was of European importance 
that Hungary should be connected with 

. Austria. The noble Lord the Member 
for the City of London said the other 
night it was of essential importance that 
Austria should be preserved as she is
a great conservative Power in the midst 
of Europe. Well, but at the same time 
this Government has been urging Au~ 
tria, month after month, to enter into 
the same ruinous course which they 
themselves are disposed to pursue. They 
know perfectly well that if Austria were 
to join either. with Russia on the one 
hand, or with th!! Western Powers on 
the other, in all human probability this 
great Empire would no longer remain 
that 'great conservative P ,,"wer in the 
midst of Europe,' but \louIC:be stripped 
on the one side of her ltalial" provinces, 
and of Hungary on the othe,': or, if not 
stripped of these two port "iClns of the 
Empire, would be plunged iI,tIl) an inter
minable anarchy which w Ild prove 
destructive of her power. t! 

What can be more inconsistent than 
for Ministers to tell us that they 
wish Austria to be preserved, and, at 
the same time, to urge her upon a 
course which they know perfectly well 
must end in her disruption, and in the 
destruction of that which they think 
essential to the balance of power in 
Europe? We are told, with regard to 
our other alliance, that it is a very deli
cate topic. It is a very delicate and 
a very important topic; but there is 
another topic' still more delicate and. 
important-namely, the future of this 
country with regard to that alliance. 
I think we have before now spent 
1,000,000,0001. sterling, more or less, 
for the sake of a French dynasty. At 
this moment there are Flench armies in 
Rome, in Athens, in Gallipoli, in Con
stantinople, and in the Crimea, and the 
end of all this, I fear, is not yet. It has 
been repeatedly stated in this House 
that the people of France are not them
selves enthusiastic in favour of this war. 
I would fain hope, whatever else may 
happen, that between the people of 
England and of France an improved 
and friendly feeling has grown up. But, 
as far as the war is concerned, your 
alliance depends on one life. The pre
sent dynasty may be a permanent, but 
it may be an ephemeral one, and I can
not but think that when men are looking 
forward to prolonged warfare they 
should at least take into consideration 
the ground on which they are standing. 

Lord Clarendon has told us, with re
gard to Russia, that Europe was stand
ing on a mine, and did not know it. I 
do not know that he is much more acute 
than other people, but I can fancy that 
Lord Clarendon, by the blunders of his 
negotiations and the al1iances he has 
endeavoured to form. has placed this 
country on a mine far more dangerous 
and destructive than that upon which he 
thinks Europe was placed by the colo~ 
sal power of Russia. There is another 
point I have to touch upon. To me it 
was really frightful to hear the noble 
Lord the Member for London (Lord 
John Russell) tell the House that we 
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are 'not'· fighting for 'ourselves, but for 
Germany: I recollect qne passage among 
many in the noble Lord's speeches upon 
this point; and, in looking over what 
has 'been said by Ministers, one really 
wonders that they should have allowed 
anything of the kind to appear in Ha,.,. 
sardo On the 17th of February last 
year the noble Lord said,-

'They (England and France) feel that 
the cause is one, in the first place, of the 
independence of Turkey. . • . • It is to 

• maintain the independence, not ouly of 
Turkey, but of Germany and of all Euro
pean nations.'-[3 Hansard, cxxx. 906.] 

[' Hear, hear 11 An hon. Member 
cheers. What a notion a man must 
have of the duties of the 27,000,000 of 
people living' in these islands if he 
thinks they ought to come forward as 
the defenders of the 60,000,000 of peo
ple in Germany, that the bloodof Eng
land is not the property of the people 
of England, and that the sacred treasure 
of the bravery, resolution, and unfalter
ing courage of the people of England 
is to be squandered in a contest in 
which the noble Lord says we have no 
interest, for the preservation of the in
dependence of Germany, and of the 
integrity, civilization, and something 
else, of all Europe I 

The noble Lord takes a much better 
view, as I presume many of us do, of 
things past than of things present. The 
noble Lord knows that we once did go 
to war for all Europe, but then we went 
to war with nearly all Europe, whereas 
now we are going to war in alliance 
with France only, except the little State 
of Sardinia, which we have cajoled or 
coerced into a course which I believe 
every friend to the freedom of Italy and 
to Sardinia will live to regret. All the 
rest of Europe-Spain, Portugal, Italy, 
Austria, Prussia, Switzerland, Holland, 
Denmark, and Sweden-take no part in 
the war, and yet our Ministers have
what I should call, if I were not in this 
House, the effrontery and audacity to 
get up and tell us that they are fighting 
the battle of all Europe, and that all 

Europe is leagued with us against tbe 
colossal power of Russia. Europe in 
the last war did, for the most part, unite 
with us. We went to Spain because 
we were called to go by the patriot 
Spaniards, but I think the Duke of 
Wellington has stated, in his despatches. 
that if he had known how little assist
ance would be received from them he 
would not have recommended even that 
expedition. 

But now, not only has all Europe not 
united with you, but other countries will 
not even allow their men to fight with 
you. You pay the Turks to fight their 
own battles, you ('nlist men in Germany 
to fight the battles of Germany, and 
the persons engaged in Switzerland and 
Hamburg in enlisting men for you are 
looked upon with suspicion by the 
authorities, and I am not sure that 
some of them have not even been taken 
into custody. Why, then, should you 
pretend that all Europe is leagued 
against Russia, and that you have au
thoriiy to fight the battles of all Europe 
against Russia, when the greater part 
of Europe is standing by apathetically 
wondering at the folly you are com
mitting? I would appeal to the noble 
Lord the Member for the Colonies-I 
beg his pardon, the Member for London 
-but he has been in so many different 
positions lately that it is extremely dif
ficult to identify him. I would appeal 
to the noble Lord, because, however 
much I differ from him, I have never 
yet come to the conclusion that he has 
not at heart the interest of his country, 
that he is not capable of appreciating 
a fair argument when it is laid before 
him, and that he has not some sense 
of the responsibility ~ to the political 
course he takes, a...d I would ask him if 
there be no other world of kingdoms 
and of nations but that old world of 
Europe with which the noble Lord is so 
disposed to entangle this country? 

I wish the noble Lord could blot out 
from his ~collection, for a little time, 
William utI, and all the remembrance 
of what h;~ been called by the rigbt 
hon. Mentber for Buckinghamshire 

~-------------------~----~ 
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(Mr. Disraeli) 'the Dutch conquest,'which 
is supposed to have enthroned the Whig 
aristocracy in this country. I would 
ask the noble Lord to do this for to
night-for an hour-for five minutes. 
There is a country called the United 
States of America. Only on Tuesday 
night the very remarkable circumstance 
occurred-and I think the House will 
be of opinion that it is one worth notice 
-of two of those distinguished men 
being present and listening to the de
bates in this House who have occupied 
the position of.President of the United 
States; a position, I venture to say, not 
lower in honour and dignity than that 
of any crowned monarch on the sulface 
of the globe. The United States is 
precisely the country which is running 
with us the race of power and of great
ness. Its population will, I believe, at 
the next census exceed the population 
of the United Kingdom; in its manu
factures and general industry it is by 
far the most formidable rival that the 
great manufacturers of this country now 
have to contend with; it has, I suppose, 
ten steamers for one steamer of this 
country; its magnificent steamships have 
crossed the Atlantic in a shorter time 
than the steamships of this country; the 
finest vessels which are at this moment 
pelforming the voyage between England 
and the Australian colonies have. been 
built in the United States;, therefore, in 
shipbuilding industry the United States 
not only compete with, but in some 
respects even excel, this country. Look 
at our present position and that of the 
United States. ' 

May I entreat the attention of this 
House, for I am not declaiming, I am 
not making a party attack, I am treating 
of that which, in my mind, is of vital 
importance to every family in the king
dom. This year the Chana/.llor of the 
Exchequer told you that he JDust have 
a sum of 86,000,0001. in ord. r to carry 
on the various department: I of your 
Government, and to defray ~your vast 
military expenditure. The Unilted States 
has at this moment in her Treasury 
enough, I think, to pay off al.~ her debt. 

Deduct the wh AQ019MfII ti't'tAe\}f..' tl\: 
penses of the G r~l\"'tM t1Iillc:d. 
States, not only the g~~'..JDml' • 
ment, but also of e thirtyl!1~n~ 
sovereign States, the ~~ 
we are spending, and ill find th 
at least 70,000,0001. will 
is, therefore, the sum of taxation that 
we are paying this year more than the 
people of the United States. 

Some hon. Gentlemen know what it 
is to run a horse that has been weighted. 
I heard, the other day, of a horse that 
won every race in which it started, up 
to a certain period when it was for the 
first time weighted. It then lost the race, 
and it is reported in the annals of the 
turt that it never won a 'race afterwards. 
If that be the case with regard to a 
horse, it is much more true with regard 
to a nation. When a nation has gone a 
step backwards it is difficult to restore 
it to its position; if another nation has 
passed it in the race, it is almost impos
sible for it to regain the ground it has 
lost. I now speak particularly to hon. 
Members opposite, for there are, per
haps, more Gentlemen upon that than 
upon this side of the House in the 
happy position of owners of vast, pro
ductive, beautiful, and, I hope, unen
cumbered estates in the various parts of 
the kingdom. We are now about ten 
days' voyage from the United States, and 
within ten years we shall probably com
municate with that country by tele
graph as quickly as we now d,{ with 
the Crimea. I hope it will be for a 
much better object. The people of the 
United States are our people, and there 
are few families in England which have 
not friends and relatives connected with 
or settled in that country. The induce
ments for men to remain at home and 

,their attachment to the place of their 
birth are necessarily to some extent 
weakened by the facility with which 
they can now travel almost round the 
world in a few weeks. 

Do you believe that when the capital 
of the greatest banking-house in Lom
bard-street can be transferred to the 
United States on a small piece of pJlper 

----------------------------~ 
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in one post, that the imposition of 
70,000,0001. of taxation over and above 
the taxation of an equal population in 
the United States will not have the effect 
of transferring capital from this country 
to the United States, and, if capital, 
then trade, population, and all that 
forms the bone and sinew of this gt·eat 
Empire? I ask hon. Members to re
member what fell on a previous evening 
from the right han. Gentleman the Pre
sident of the Board of Works. The 
right han. Gentleman talked of the war 
lasting, perhaps, six years with our re
sources undiminished. Now, nothing 
is easier than for a Cornish Baronet, 
possessing I am afraid to say how many 
thousands a year, a Member of a Cabi
net, or for all those who are surrOlmded 
with every comfort, to look. with the ut
most complacency upon the calamities 
which may befall others not so fortu
nately situated as themselves. Six years 
of this war, and our resources undimi
nished I Why, Sir, six years of this war, 
at an annual expenditure of 70 000,0001., 
give 420,000,0001. to the side of the 
United States as against the condition 
of the people of this country. 

Am I, then. talking of trifles? Am 
I talking to sane men, that it is neces· 
sary to bring forward facts like these? 
I am amazed, when the newspaper press, 
when public speakers, when Gentlemen 
011 both sides of this House are so ready 
to listen and to speak upon questions 
relating to Turkey, to Servia, or to 
Schamyl, that I cannot get the House 
of Commons to consider a question so 
great as the expenditure of 420,000,000/., 
and when we have to consider if we 
shall trust that vast issue in the hands 
of the noble Lords and right hon. 
Gentlemen on the Treasury bench. 

I have stated that I have no. con
fidence in the Government, and I will 
now tell the House another reason for 
that want of confidence. My han. 
Friend the Member for the West Riding, 
on a previous occasion, treated the right 
hon. President of the Board of Works 
very summarily; but I wish to call the 
atte,ntion of the House to what was 

said by the right hon. Gentleman in 
1850, in the debate which then took 
place upon the foreign policy of the. 
noble Lord now his chief. On that 
occasion the right hon. Gentleman told 
the House that the foreign policy of the 
noble Lord now at the head of the 
Government had made us hated by 
every party in every nation in Europe; 
he said that the noble Lord had excited 
the disaffected to revolt, and, having 
brought upon them the vengeance of 
the Governments under which they 
lived, had then betrayed them. I do 
not say that this is true, but I state it 
upon the authority of a Minister now in 
the Cabinet of the noble Lord; but, 
whether true or not. I cannot have con
fidence in the right han. Gentleman 
when sitting in a Cabinet to carry out 
the foreign policy of the noble Lord. 

I will take the case of another 
Minister, and I do not think that when 
he ~peaks he will call my observa
tions undeserved. A most distingnished 
Member of the Government-the Chan
cellor of the Exchequer-has been twice 
elected within a very short period, once 
before and once since his acceptance of 
office.-I must say that I do not like to 
see these changes, when a man one night 
sits on one bench and another night 
on another,-on the 8th of, February, 
1855, the right han. Gentleman. ad
dressing his constituents at Radnor, 
said:-

• I am not prepared to give my vote in 
favour of any change in our policy which 
would attempt to make England a first-rate 
military Power. It seems to me that it 
would be little short of madness to attempt 
any such gir;antic undertaking. It is our 
true wisdom to limit ourselves to that 
amouot of IIDilitary force which shall eo
able us to 1efend our own shores, and to 
protect out great dependeocies abroad. 
If we ca" completely defend our own 
coasts, it appears to me that the objects of 
our national policy have been fulfilled.' 

And theIl, as if he had in view the 
langnage of the noble Lord at the head 
of the Giovernment and that of his 

I 
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colleague the Member for London, he find a country prepared to maintain its own 
proceeded to say:- rights and the rights of other nalions: 

'I wish to s~e a cessation of that in- Observe, 'the rights of other nations;' 
ordinate and senseless desire which has and he goes on,-
been sometimes expressed of late, almost 'A country which, although its army 
usurping the functions of Providence, that has been placed in a perilous position, and 
we should go to almost all parts of the has had to undergo the rigours of a Rus-
world to redress wrong and to see that sian winter, has its resources unimpaired, 
right is done.' has its I'evenue flourishing, has its tlade 
I say that the right hon. Gentleman substantially undiminished, has its spirit 
had the langllage of his colleaglles in unbroken.andwillbeprepared.incaseofne
view, and when he speaks he will no cessity, to vindica.te its own honour, and to 
doubt admit that snch was the case. maintain the rights and liberties of Enrope.' 
For what did the noble Lord the Secre- I wish the House to observe what 
tary for the Colonies say when he ad- a complete change there is in the lan
dressed the baillies and the enthusiastic guage of the right hon. Gentleman upon 
citizens of Greenock? He said.- these two occasions. Either of the two 

'It is likewise to be considered, and I opinions which he expressed may be 
trust we shall none of us forget it. that right, but both of them cannot be so, 
this country holds an important position and I confess that when I find that a 
among the nations of the world-that not Gentleman says one thing one day, and 
once, but many times, she has stood forward a month later, when he comes into 
to resist oppression, to maintain the in- office, the ex.~ct opposite, I do not think 
dependence of weaker nations, to preserve that I can be expected to have that 
to the general family of nations that free- confidence in him as to be willing to 
dom, that power of governing themselves, entrust him with the vast issues de
of which others have sought to deprive pending on the war. 
them. I trust that character will not be I will now refer to a colleague of the 
forgotten, will not be abandoned by a right hon. Gentleman-one who has 
people which is now stronger in means, also distinguished himself-I mean the 
which is more populous and more wealthy First Lord of the Admiralty. That 
than it ever has been at any former period. right hon. Gentleman (Sir C. Wood) has 
This then, yon will agree with me, is not said nothing upon the snbject of the 
the period to abandon any of those duties war, and I have felt that he must enter
towards the world, towards the whole of tain great doubts as to its policy; but, 
mankind, which Great Britain has hitherto not very long ago, he also addressed his 
performed.' constituents, and indulged in very hostile 

Now let us see what the right hon. and insulting language towards 'our 
Gentleman said, after having accepted great and magnanimous ally;' but he, 
the office of Chancellor of the Ex- too. has changed his mind; and hot 
chequer. The right hon. Gentleman long ago he went down by express train 
made a speech, and it was just after the to .Folkestone or Dover-I forget which 
death of the late Emperor of Russia, -to meet in the most friendly, and 

d . , probably in the most humble manner, 
nn , m referring to the new Emperor, the very potentate whom he had for-
he said,- . 1 b d , merya use. 

, If, however, it should please,this mighty If I have disposed of these Gentle-
Potentate to continue in th., course of men and shown why I can have no 
aggression upon which his lather had confidence in them, are there any better 
entered, and if our reasonable hopes of a reasons why I should have confidence 
more pacific policy should be ~;appointed, in those two noble Lords who were the 
then let him know that in Eng.lIld he will active and restless spirits in the Cabinet 

~- -------~-----------.---------------
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which the noble Lord the Member for 
London overthrew? I regard those 
noble Lonls as responsible for the policy 
of this war. I am bound to suppose 
that they acted in accordance with their 
conscientious convictions; but, still, the 
fact of their having embarked in that 
policy is no reason why I should have 
confidence in them. But, are those two 
noble Lords men in whom the House 
and country ought to place implicit 
confidence? What of late could be 
more remarkable than the caprices of 
the noble Lord the Member for London? 
When that noble Lord was in the 
Government of Lord Aberdeen he went 
to Greenock, I think to Bedford, and 
certainly to Bristol-and, in fact, he 
took every opportunity which offered 
itself of bringing himself before the 
public; and, with his power of speech, 
his long experience, and eminent cha
racter, did his utmost to stimulate the 
-feelings of the people to a policy which 
I believe to be destructive, and which I 
think the majority of this House in calm 
moments does not believe to have been 
the wisest which could have been pur
sued. It certainly appears to me to be 
unjustifiable that, while Lord Aberdeen 
was honestly endeavouring to bring the 
negotiations to a peaceful conclusion, 
the noble Lord was taking a course 
which rendered statesmanship valueless 
in conducting the foreign policy of the 
nation. The noble Lord, however, at 
last brought his conduct to a climax. 
The hon. and learned Member for 
Sheffield (Mr. Roebuck) came forward 
as a little David with sling and stone
weapons which he did not even use, but 
at the sight of which the Whig Goliah 
went howling and vanquished to the 
back benches. 

I am afraid, Sir, to trust myself to 
speak of the conduct of the noble Lord 
on that occasion. I presume that we 
shall have to wait for the advent of that 
Somersetshire historian, whose coming 
the noble Lord expects, before we know 
whether his conduct on that occasion 
was, what some persons still call it, 
treachery to his chief, or whether it 

arose from that description of moral 
. cowardice which in every man is the 

death of all true statesmanship. But 
in the year 1853 the noble Lord the 
Member for London gave me a strong 
reason why 1 should feel no confidence 
in his present chief. The House will 
remember that he then ejected the pre
sent First Minister under whom he now 
serves from the Cabinet of which he 
himself was then the head, and in the 
explanation which he made to the 
House, he told us that men like Lord 
Grey and Lord Melbourne, men of age, 
of authority, and experience, had been 
able in some degree to control his noble 
Friend, but, that he being younger than 
the noble Lord. and having been a 
shorter time on the political stage, had 
found it difficult to control him. The 
description which the noble Lord might 
give of his colleague is a little like that 
which we occasionally see given of a 
runaway horse-that he gut the bit 
between his teeth, and there was no 
holding him. 

The noble Lord the Member for 
London was the captain of the State 
vessel, and the noble Lord the Member 
for Tiverton was the mate. But how is 
it now? The noble Lord the lIIember 
for the City of London has accepted the 
position of mate in the most perilous 
times, in the most tempestuous weather, 
and he goes to sea with no chart on 
a most dangerous and interminable 
voyage. and with the very reckless cap
tain whom he would not trust as mate. 
Sir. the noble Lord the Member for 
London has made a defence of his con
duct at the Conferences at Vienna. I 
am willing to give him credit that he 
did then honestly intend peace; but I 
do think that when he goes again. and 
on such a journey. he will do well to 
leave some of his historic knowledge 
behind him. They were indeed historic 
fancies. There is nothing to me so out 
of place as the comparison which the 
noble Lord made between the limitation 
of the Russian fleet in the Black Sea 
and the destruction of Dunkirk. or be
tween the condition of the Black Sea 
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and that of the lakes of North America. 
, The noble Lord can never have heard 
i of the Falls of Niagara. H there were 

Falls like them between the Black Sea 
and the Mediterranean the cases woUld 
be somewhat similar, for the Russian 
fleet in the Black Sea woUld not then 
be exposed to the assaUlts of the vast 
navies of England or France. When I 
allude to this subject. I am reminded 
of that Welshman whom Shakspeare 

; immortaIised. who found some analogy 
between a river in Macedon and a river 
in Monmouth. He knew the name of the 
river in Monmouth, and he did not know 
the name of the river in Macedon, but he 
insisted upon the analogy between them 
because there were salmon in both. 

Well. Sir, I now come to the noble 
Lord at the bead of the GovemmenL 
I do not complain that be is at the head 
of the GovemmenL The noble Lord 
the Member for the City of London had 
thrown everything into such inextricable 
and unlooked·for confusion that anyone 
next door to him must necessarily occupy 
the place. But I cannot have confidence 
in the noble Viscount, because I cannot 
but recollect that in 1850 he received 
the condemnation of his foreign policy 
in the other House of Parliament; and 
in a speech which I shall never forget, 
the last and one of the best" ever de
livered by the greatest statesman of the 
time, he received a similar condemna
tion. and the noble Viscount oUly es
caped condemnation by a direct vote of 
this House by the energetic defence of 
the noble Lord the Member for the 
City of London, and by the stress laid 
upon many Members on this side of 
the House. But only six weeks after 
this the nohle Lord (Lord J. Russell) 
presented to the noble Viscount a letter 
from his So .. ereign, which I cannot but 
think must have' cost him imuch pain. 
and to which I will not ~fer further, 
except to say that I do not lrnow how it 
IS possible. if the contents of, that letter 
were true. that either the noble Lord 
or the House can be callI!¥'. upon to 
place implicit confidence in the noble 
Lord the leader of the GovenmenL 

I have observed the noble VISCOunt's 
conduct ever since I have had the 
honour of a seat in this House, and the 
noble Viscount will excuse me if I state 
the reason why I have often opposed 
him. The reason is, that the noble 
Viscount treats all these questions, and 
the House itself, with such a want of 
seriousness that it has appeared to me 
that he has no serious, or sufficiently 
serious, conviction of the important. 
business that so constantly comes be
fore this House. I regard the noble 
Viscount as a.man who has experi
ence, but who with experience has not 
gained wisdom-as a man who has age, 
but who, with age, has not the gravity 
of age, and who, now occnpying the 
highest seat of power, has-and I say it 
with pain-not appeared influenced by 
a due sense of the responsibility that 
belongs to that elevated position. 

We are now in the hands of these 
two noble Lords. They are the authors. 
of the war. It lies between them that 
peace was not made at Vienna upon 
some proper terms. And whatever dis
asters may be in store for this country 
or for Europe, they will lie at the doors 
of these noble Lords. Their influence in 
the Cabinet must be supreme; their 
influence in this House is necessarily 
great; and their influence with the 
country is greater than that of any 
other two statesmen now upon the 
stage of political life in England. They 
have carried on the war. They have, 
however, not yet crippled Russia, al
though it is generally admitted that 
they have almost destroyed Turkey. 
They have not yet saved Europe in its 
independence and civilization, - they 
have only succeeded in convnlsing it. 
They ha"e not added to the honour and 
renown of England, but they have 
placed the bonour and renown of this 
country in peril. The country has 
been, I am afraid, the sport of their 
ancient rivalry, and I should be very 
sorry if it should be the victim of the 
policy wbich they have so long advo
cated. 

There is only one other point upon 
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which I will trouble the House, if it 
will give me its attention. These Mi
nisters - the right hon. Member for 
Southwark, the Commissioner of the 
Board of Works, especially, and evi
dently the 'Chancellor of the Exchequer, 

~ and I am afraid many other Members 
of this House---seem to think little of 
taxes. Some Members of this House 
seem to have no patience with me if I 
speak of the cost of the war; but I am 
bbliged to ask its attention to this 
point. I recollect reading in the life 
of NeCKer, that an aristocratic lady 
came to him when he was Finance 
Minister of Louis XVI, and asked him 
to give her 1,000 crowns from the 
public treasury-not an unusual demand 
in those days. Necker refused to give 
the money. The lady started with 
astonishment-=- she had an eye to the 
vast funds of the State, and.she asked, 
'What can 1,000 crowns be to the 
King l' Necker's answer was, 'Madam! 

• I,OCO crowns are the taxes of a whole 
village!' 

I ask hon. Gentlemen what are the 
taxes of a whole village, and what they 
mean 1 They mean bareness of furni
lore, of clothing, and of the table in 
many a cottage in Lancashire, in Suf. 
folk, and in Dorsetshire. They mean 
an absence of medical attendance for a 
sick wife, an absence' of the school 
pence of three or four little chlldren
hopeless toil to the father of a family, 
penury through his life, a cheerless old 
age, and, if I may quote the language 
of a poet of humble life, at last-' the 
little bell tolled hastily for the pauper's 
funeral.' That is what taxes mean. 
The hon. Member for Dorsetshire spoke 
the other night in a manner rllther 
flippant and hardly respectful to some 
of us on this question. But the labour
ers of Dorsetshire as well as the 
weavers and spinners of Lancashire are 
toiling, and must toil harder, longer, 
and\,:ith smaller remuneration for every 
sing,\ loot. that you extract in taxes 

from the people in excess of what is 
necessary for the just requirements of 
the Exchequer of the country. I hope 
I may be pennitted to treat the ques
tion . on this ground, and I ask the 
House to recollect that when you strike 
down the children in the cottage you 
attack also the children in the palace. 
If you darken the lives and destroy the 
hopes of the humble dwellers of the 
country, you also darken the prospects 
of those children the offspring of your 
Queen, in whom are bound up so much 
of the interests and so much of the 
hopes of the people of this country. 
If I defend, therefore, the interests of 
the people on this point, I do not the 
less defend tPe permanence of the dig
nity of the Crown. 

We on this bench are not willing to 
place ourselves alongside of noble Lords 
who are for carrying on this war with 
no definite object and for an indefinite 
period, but are ready to take our chance 
of the verdict of posterity whether they 
or w.e more deserve the character of 
statesmen in the course we have taken 
on this question. The House must 
know that the people are misled and 
bewildered, and that if every man in 
this House, who doubts the policy that 
is being pursued, would boldly say so in 
this House and out of it, it would not 
be in the power of the press to mislead 
the people as it has done for the last 
twelve months. If they are thus misled 
and bewildered, is it not the duty of 
this House to speak with the voice of 
authority in this hour of peril! We are 
the depositaries of the power and the 
guardians of the interests of a great 
nation and of an ancient monarchy. 
Why should we not fully measure our 
responsibility 1 Why should we not dis
regard the ;small-minded ambition that 
struggle~.~r place! and why should 
we not, by a faithful, just, and earnest 
policy, res ore, as I believe we may, 
tranquillit to Europe and prosperity to 
the count so dear to us 1 

\\ ---+ 
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LETTER OF JOHN BRJGHT 

TO ABSALOM WATKIN 

ON THE RUSSIAN WAR. 

[This letter was originally published with notes containing extracts from those au
thorities wbich confirmed the writer's views., The te\,t of these notes has been 
omitted, but the references have been retained. It has been thought desirable to re
print this letter, as explaining the policy which Mr. Bright thought it his duty to 
.ecommend - a policy which· was as wise and just as it was unfortunately un
popular.-J.E. T. R.] 

[Mr. Absalom Watkin, of Manchester, having invited Mr. Bright to a meeting about to 
be held in that city on behalf of the Patriotic Fund, and having stated that in his 
opinion the present war was justified by the authority of Vattel, Mr. Bright replied ill 
the subjoined letter.] . 

I THINK. on further consideration, you 
will perceive that the meeting on Thurs
day next would be a most improper 
occasion for a discussion as to the jus
tice of the war. Just or unjust. the war 
is a fact, and the men whose lives are 
miserably thrown away in it have clearly 
a claim upon the country, and especially 
upon those who, by the expression of 
opinions favourable to the war, have 
made themselves responsible for it. I 
cannot, therefore, for a moment appear 
to discourage the liberality ohthose who 
believe the war to be just, and whose 
utmost generosity, in my opinion, will 
make but a wretched return f" .. the ruin 
they have brought upon hundreds of 
families. 

With regard to the war it!e1f, I am 

not surprised at the difference between 
your opinion and mine, if you decide a 
question of this nature by an appeal to 
Valtel. The 'law of nations' is not my 
law, and at best it is a code full of con
fusion and contradictions, having its 
foundation on custom, and not on a 
higher morality; and on custom which 
has always been determined by the will 
of the strongest. It may be a question 
of some interest whether the first cru
sade was in accordance with the law 
and principles of Vattel; but whether 
the first crusade was just, and whether 
the policy of the crusades was a wise 
policy, is a totally different question. 
I have no doubt that the American war 
was a just war according to the prin
ciples laid down by writers on the' law 

\ 
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of nations,' and yet no man in his senses 
in this country will now say that the 
policy of George III towards the 
American colonies was a wise policy, 
.r that war a righteous war. The 

rench war, too, was doubtless just 
according to the same authorities; for 
there were fears and anticipated dan
gers to be combatted, and law and 
order to be sustained in Europe; and 
yet few intelligent men now believe the 
French war to have been either neces
sary or just. You must excuse me if I 
refuse altogether to pin my faith upon 
VatteZ. There have been writers on 
international law who have attempted 
to show that private assassination and 
the poisoning of wells were justifiable in 
war; and perhaps it would be difficult 
to demonstrate wherein these horrors 
differ from some of the practices which 
are now in vogue. I will not ask you 
to mould your opinion on these points 
by such writers, nor shall I submit my 
judgment to that of VatteZ. 

The question of this present war is 
in two parts-first, was it necessary for 
us to interfere by arms in a dispute be
tween the Russians aud the Turks; and 
secondly, having determined to inter
fere, under certain circumstances, why 
was not the whole question terminated 
when Russia accepted the Vienna note? 
The seat of war is three thousand miles 
away from us. We had not been at
tacked-not even insulted in any way. 
Two independent Governments had a 
dispute, and we thrust ourselves into 
the quarrel. That there was some 

i ground for the dispute is admitted by 
the four Powers in the proposition of 

1 Colonel Rose to Lord John Russell, 
March 7, 18S3-Blue Book, part i. p. 87. 
Lord Stratford de RedcJiffe to the Earl of 
Clarendon, April 9 and May 22, 18.'3-
Ibid. part i. pp. 127 and 235. Lord John 
Russell to Sir G. H. Seymour, February 9, 
18S3-Eastem Papers, part v. p. 8. Earl 
of Clarendon to Sir G. H. Seymour, April 5, 
1853-Ibid. part v. p. 22. Lord Carlisle's 
Diary in Turkish and Greek Waters,p. 181. 

the Vienna note 1. But for the English 
Minister at Constantinople and the 
Cabinet at home, the dispute would 
have settled itself, and the, last note of 
Prince Menchikoff would have been 
accepted, and no human being can point 
out any material difference between that 
note and the Vienna note, afterwards 
agreed upon and recommended by the 
Governments of England, France, Aus
tria, and Prussia. But our Government 
would not allow the dispute to be 
settled. Lord Stratford de Redcliffe 
held private interviews with the Sultan 
-did his utmost to alarm him-in
sisted on his rejection of all terms of 
accommodation with Russia, and pro
mised him the armed assistance of 
England if war should arise2• 

The Turks rejected the Russian note, 
and the Russians crossed the Pruth, 
occupying the Principalities as a 'mate
rial guarantee: I do not defend this 
act of Russia: it has always appeared 
to me impolitic and immoral; but I 
think it likely it could be well defended 
out of VatteZ, and it is at least as justi
fiable as the conduct of Lord John 
Russell and Lord Palmerston in 1850, 
when they sent ten or twelve ships of 
war to the Pirreus, menacing the town 
with a bombardment if the dishonest 
pecuniary claims made by Don Pacifico 
were not at once satisfied 3. 

But the passage of the Pruth was 
declared by England and France and 
Turkey not to be a casus belli. N ego
tiations were commenced at Vienna, 
and the' celebrated Vienna note was 
drawn up. This note had its origin in 
Paris'. was agreed to by the Conference 

2 Lord Stratford to the Earl of Claren
don, May 19, 1853. See, however, a 
despatch of May Io-BIue Book, part i. 
p. 21 3. 

3 Count! N esselrode to Baron Brunnow, 
February, 1850. 

• Earl of Westmoreland to Lord Claren
don, July '25, 1853-Blue Book, part ii. 
p. 19· 
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at Vienna, ratified and approved by the 
Cabinets of Paris and London 1, and 
pronounced by all these authorities to 
be such as would satisfy the honour of 
Russia, and at the same time be com
patible with the' independence and in
tegrity' of Turkey and the honour' of 
the Suhan. Russia accepted this note 
at once',-accepted it, I believe, by 
telegraph, even before the precise 

- words of it had been received in St. 
Petersburgh3• Everybody thought the 
question now settled; a Cabinet Mi
nister assured me we should never hear 
another word about it; 'the whole 
thing is at an end: he said, and so it 
appeared for a moment. But the Turk 
refused the note which had been drawn 
up by his own arbitrators, and which 
Russia had accepted'. And what did 
the Ministers say then, and what did 
their organ, the Times, say? They 
said it was merely a difference about 
words; it was a pity the Turk made 
any difficulty, but it would soon be 
settled 5. But it was not settled, and 
why not? It is said that the Russian 
Government ~ut an improper construc
tion on the VIenna note. But it is un
fortunate for those who say this, that 
the Turk placed precisely the same 

1 Earl of Clarendon to Lord Stratford 
de RedC\iffe, August 2, 1853-Blue Book, 
part ii. p. 27. Lord Cowley to Lord Cla
rendon, Augusq, 1853-Ibid. partii. p.37. 

• Sir G. H. Seymour to the Earl of 
Clarendon, August 5. 18S3-Blue Book, 
part ii. p. 43. Count Nesselrode, August 6, 
1853-lbid. part·ii. p. 46. 

• Sir G. H. Seymour to Lord Clarendon, 
August 12,1853-Blue Book, part ii. P.50. 
Count Nesselrode to Baron Meyendorff, 
September 7, 1853-lbid. part ii. p. 101. 

• Lord Stratford de Redcliffe to the Earl 
of 'Clarendon, August 13, 1853-Blue 
Book, part iv. p. 69- Lord Stratford to 
the Earl orClarendon, August 14, 1853-
Ibid. part ii. p. 71. 

• Lord Cowley to Lord Clarendon, from 
Paris, September 2, 1853-Biue Book, 
part iv. p. 87. Lord Clarendon to Lord 
Stratford de Redcliffe, September 10, 1853 

construction upon it; and further, it is 
upon record that the French Govern
ment advised the Russian Government 
to accept it,' on the ground that • its 
general sense differed in nothing from 
the sense of the proposition of Prince 
Menchikoff6.' 'It is, however, easy to 
see why the Russian Government should, 
when the Turks refused the award of 
their own arbitrators, re-state its original 
claim, that it might not be damaged 
by whatever concession it had made in 
accepting the award; and this is evi
dently the explanation of the document 
issued by Count N esselrode, and about 
which so much has been said. But, 
after this, the Emperor of Russia spoke 
to Lord Westmoreland on the subject 
at Olmiitz, and expressed his readiness 
to accept the Vienna note, with any 
clause which the Conference might add 
to it, explaining and restricting its 
meaning'; and he urged that this 
should be done at once, as he was 
anxious that his troops should re-cross 
the Pruth before winter·. It was in 
this very week that the Turks sum
moned a grand council, and, contrary 
to the advice of England and France, 
determined on a declaration of war". 

Now, observe the course taken by 

-Ibid. part iv. p. 95. The Times, Sep
tember 17, 18S3. 

6 Earl of Clarendon to the Earl of 
Westmoreland, July 25, 18S3-Blue Book, 
part ii. p. I. Couut Nesselrode's Memo
randum of M~rch 2, 1854, in the Journal 
des Dtlbats. 

• Lord Westmoreland to Lord Claren
don, September 28, 18S3-Blue Book, 
part ii. p. 129. Lord Cowley to Lord 
Clarendon, October 4, 1853-Ibid. part ii. 
p. 131. Lord Clarendon to Lord Cowley, 
October 7, 1853-Ibid. part ii. p. 140. 
Lord Clarendou to Lord A. Loftus-Ibid. 
part ii. p. 132. 

• Earl of Westmoreland, September 14, 
1853-Blue Book, part ii. p. 106. 

• Lord Stratford de Redcliffe, Septem
ber 26, 18S3-Blue Book, part ii. p. 130. 
M. Drouyn de Lhuys to Count Walewski, 
October 4, 18S3-Ibid. part ii. p. 136. 



LETTER OF JOHN BRIGHT OCT. 29, 

our Government. They agreed to the 
Vienna note; not fewer than five Mem
bers of this Cabinet have filled the 
office of Foreign Secretary, and there
fore may be supposed capable of com
prehending its meaning: it was a note 
drawn up by the friends of Turkey. and 
by arbitrators self-constituted on behalf 
of Turkey; they urged its acceptance 
on the Russian Government, and the 
Russian Government accepted it; there 
was then a dispute about its precise 
meaning, and Russia agreed, and even 
proposed that the arbitrators at Vienna 
should amend it, by explaining it, and 
limiting its meaning, so that no question 
of its intentiQn should henceforth exist. 
But, the Turks having rejected it, our 
Government turned round, and declared 
the Vienna note, their own note, entirely 
inadmissible, and defended the conduct 
of the Turks in having rejected it. The 
Turks declared war, against the advice 
of the English and French Governments' 
-so, at least, it appears from the Blue 
Books; but the moment war was de
clared by Turkey, our Government 
openly applauded it. England, then, 
was committed to the war. She had 
promised armed assistance to Turkey
a country without government', and 
whose administration was at the mercy 
of contending factions; and incapable 
of fixing a policy [or herself, she allowed 
herself to be dragged on by the cur
rent of events at Constantinople. She 
• drifted: as· Lord Clarendon said, ex
actly describing his own position, into 
the war, apparently without rudder and 
without CIOmpass. _ 

The whole policy of our Government 
in this matter is marked with an imbeci
lity perhaps without example. I will not 
say they intended a war from the first, 
though there are not wanting many evi-

J Lord Stratford de Redcliffe,.Septem
ber 20, 1853-Blue Book, part ii. pp. 149, 
151. Lord Clarendon, October 24. 1853 
-Ibid. part ii. p. 131. Lord Stratford, 
November 17, 1853-Ibid. part ii. pp. 
271, 281. Lord Stratford-Ibid. part ii. 
p. 288. Lord Clarendon to Lord Slrat-

dences that war was the object of at least 
a section of the Cabinet. A distinguished 
Member of the House of Commons said 
to a friend of mine, immediately after the 
accession of the present Government to 
office, • You have a war Ministry, and 
you will have a war.' But I leave this 
question to- point out the disgraceful 
feebleness of the Cabinet, if I am to 
absolve them from the guilt of having 
sought occasion for war. They pro
mised the Turk armed assistance on 
conditions, or without conditions. They. 
in concert with France, Austria, and 
Prussia, took the original dispute out 
of the hands of Russia and Turkey, and 
formed themselves into a court of arbi
tration in the interests of Turkey; they 
made an award, which they declared to 
be safe and honourable for both parties : 
this award was accepted by Russia and 
rejected by Turkey; and they then 
turned round upon their own award, 
declared it to be 'totally inadmissible: 
and made war upon the very country 
whose Government, at their suggestion 
and urgent recommendation, had frankly 
accepted it. At this moment England 
is engaged in a murderous warfare with 
Russia, although the Russian Govern
ment accepted her own terms of peace, 
and has been willing to accept them in 
the sense of England's own interpre
tation of them ever since they were 
offered; and at the same time England 
is allied with Turkey, whose Govern
ment rejected the award of England, 
and. who entered into the war in oppo
sition to the advice of England. Surely, 
when the Vienna note'was accepted by 
Russia, the Turks should have been 
prevented from going to war, or should 
have been allowed to go to war at -their 
own risk. 

I have said nothing here of the fact 

ford, November 8, 1853-Ibid. part ii. 
P·U9· 

• Lord Clarendon to Lord Stratford
Blue Book, part i. pp. 81, 82. Lord 
Stratford to M. E. Pisani, June 22, 1853 
-Ibid. part i. p a1l3. The same to the 
same, July 4-lbid. part i. pp. 383, 384. 
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that all these troubles have sprung out 
of the demands made by France upon 
the Turkish Government, and urged in 
language more insulting than any which 
has been shown to have been used by 
Prince Menchikoffl •. I have said no· 
thing of the diplomatic war which has 
been raging for many years past in Con
stantinople, and in which England has 
been behind no other Power in, attempt
ing to subject the Porte to foreign in
fluences'. I have said nothing of the 
abundant evidence there is that we are 
not only at war with Russia, but with 
all the Christian population ofthe Turk
ish Empire, and that we are building 
up our Eastern policy on a false foun
dation-namely, on the perpetual main
tenance of the most immoral and filthy 
of all despotisms over one of the fairest 
portions of the earth which it has deso
lated, and over a population it has 
degraded but has not been able to 
destroy. I have said nothing of the 
wretched delusion that we are fighting 
for civilization in supporting the Turk 
against the Russian and against the 
subject Christian population of Turkey. 
I have said nothing about our pre
tended sacrifices for freedom in this 
war, in which our great and now do
minant ally is a monarch who,last in 
Europe, struck down a free constitution, 
and dispersed by military violence a 
national Representative Assembly. 

My doctrine would have been non
intervention in this case. The danger 
of the Russian power was a phantom 8; 
the necessity of permanently upholding 
the Mahometan rule in Europe is an ab
surdity. Our love for civilization, when 
we subject the Greeks and Christians to 
the Turks, is a sham; and our sacrifices 
for freedom, when working out tile 
behests of the Emperor of the French 

1 Col. Rose to the Earl of Malmesbury, 
November 20, 18S2-Blue Book, part i. 
P.49· Lord J. Russell to Lord Cowley, 
January 28, 18S3-lbid. part i. p. 67. 

» Blue Book-Correspondence respect
ing the Condition of Protestants in Turkey, 
18+1-51 , pp. 5-8• 

and coaxing Austria to help· us, is a 
pitiful imposture. The evils of non
intervention were remote and vague, 
and' could neither be weighed nor de
scribed in any accurate terms. The good 
we can judge something of already, by 
estimating the cost of a contrary pj>licy. 
And what is that cost? War In the 
north and south of Europe, threatening 
to involve every country of Europe. 
Many, perhaps fifty millions sterling, 
in the course of expenditure by tllis 
country alone, to be raised from the 
taxes of a people whose extrication 
from ignorance and poverty can only be 
hoped for from the continuance of peace. 
The disturbance of trade throughout 
the world, the derangement of monetary 
affairs, and difficulties and l'Uin to 
thousands of families. Another year 
of high prices of food, notwithstanding 
a full harvest in England, chiefly be
cause war interferes with imports, and 
we have declared our principal foreign 
food-growers to be our enemies. The 
loss of human life to an enormous extent. 
Many thousands of our own country
men have already perished of pestilence 
and in the field; and hundreds, perhaps 
thousands, of English families will be 
plunged into sorrow, as a part of the 
penalty to be paid for the folly of the 
nation and its rulers. 

When the time comes for the' inqui
sition for blood,' who shall answer for 
these things? You have read the ti
dings from the Crimea; you have, per
haps, shuddered at the slaughter; you 
remember the terrific picture-I speak 
not of the battle, and the charge, and 
the tumultuous excitement of the con
flict, but of the field after the battle-
Russians, in their frenzy or their terror, 
shooting Englishmen who would have 
offered them water to quench their 

8 • There never has been a great State 
whose power for external aggression has 
been more overrated than Russia. She 
may be impregnable within her own 
boundaries, BUT 6HE IS NEARLY POWERLESS 
Foa ANY PURPOSE OF OFFENcE.'-Lord Pal
merstotl, itl tbe House 0/ Comma"., 18 S 3. 

lS-a 
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agony of thirst; Englishmen, in crowds, 
rifling the pockets of the men they had 
slain or wounded, taking their few 
shillings or roubles, and discovering 
among the plunder of the stiffening 
corpses images of the • Virgin and the 
Chil~.' You have read this, and your 
imagination has followed the fearful 
details. This is war ,-every crime which 
human nature can commit or imagine, 
every horror it can perpetrate or suffer; 
and this it· is which our Christian Go
vernment recklessly plunges into, and 
which so many of our countrymen at 
this moment think it patriotic to 
applaud I You must excuse me if I 
cannot go with you. I will have no 
part in this terrible crime. My hands 
shall be unstained with the blood which 
is being shed. The necessity of main
taining themselves in office may influ
ence an administration; delusions may 

mislead a people; VatleZ may afford you 
a law and a defence; but no respect 
for men who form a Government, no 
regard I have for • going with the 
stream,' and no fear of being deemed 
wanting in patriotism, shall influence 
me in favour of a policy which, in my 
conscience, I believe to be as criminal 
before God as it is destructive of the 
true interest of my country. 

I have only to ask you to forgive me 
for writing so long a letter. You have 
forced it from me; and I would not have 
written it did I not so much appreciate 
your sincerity and your good intentions 
towards me. 

Believe me to be, 

October 29' 

Very sincerely yours, 

JOHN BRIGHT. 
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[In the autumn of the year 1858, Mr. Bright, having recovered from a serious illness 
which had compelled his absence from the House of Commons during the sessions of 
1856 and 1857, visited some of the principal towns in Great Britain, and made 
several important speeches on Parliamentary Reform. In the spring of the next year 
Lord Derby introduced his scheme. It was rejected, and a dissolution followed, 
which put Lord Palmerston at the head of affairs. During his life the question slep!. 
On Lord Russell's accession to office in the latter part of the year 1865 the question' 
was revived, and the Bill of 1866 was produced. This was lost, through a coalition 
of the Tories and the • Adullamites,' and Lord Derby came into office again. In 
1867 a Reform Bill was carried.] 

IF I exhibit embarrassment in rising 
to address you, I must ask for your for
bearance, for, in truth, as I cast my 
eyes over this great assembly, I feel 
myself almost liewildered and oppressed 
with a consciousness of my incapacity 
to fulfil properly the duty which de
volves upon me to-night. It is. now 
nearly three years since I was permitted,. 
and, indeed, since I was able, to stand 
upon any public platform to address 
any public meeting of my countrymen; 
and during that period I have passed 
through IL new and a great experience. 
From apparent health I have been 
brought down to a condition of weak
ness exceeding the weakness of a little 
child, in which I could neither read nor 
write, nor converse for more than a few 
minutes without distress and without 
peril; and from that condition, by de- . 
grees so fine as to be imperceptible even 
to myself, I have been restored to the 
comparative health in which you now 

behold me. In remembrance of all 
this, is it wrong in me to acknowledge 
here, in the presence of you all, with 
reverent and thankful heart, the signal 
favour which has been extended to me 
by the great Supreme? Is it wrong 
that I should take this opportunity of 
expressing the gratitude which I feel to 
all classes of my countrymen for thenum
berless kindnesses which I have received 
from them during this period-from 
those high in rank and abounding in 
wealth and influence, to the dweller on 
one of our Lancashire moors, who sent 
me a most kind message to say that he 
believed where he lived was the health
iest spot in England, and that if I 
would come and take up my abode 
with him for a time, though his means 
were limited and his dwelling humble, 
he would contrive to let· me have a 
room to myself? I say, looking back 
to all this, that if I have ever done any
thing for my countrymen, or for their 
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interests in any shape, I am amply com
pensated by the abundant kindness they 
have shown to me during the last three 
years. And if there be any colour of 
shade to this picture, if there be men 
who subjected me to a passionate and 
ungenerous treatment, when 1 was 
stricken down and was enduring a te
dious exile, though the best years of 
my life were engaged in the defence of 
their interests, 1 have the "consolation 
of knowing that their act was not ap
proved by the country, and that when 
my cause came up, by appeal, to a 
superior, because an impartial tribunal, 
their verdict was condemned and set 
aside by the urianimous judgment of 
the electors and population of this great 
central city of the kingdom. . 

1 shall not attempt, by the employ
ment of any elaborate phrases, to ex
press to you what 1 felt at the time 
when you conferred upon me the signal 
honour of returning me as one of your 
representatives to the House of Com
mons. 1 am not sufficiently master of 
the English language to discover words 
which shall express what 1 then felt, 
and what 1 feel now towards you, for 
what you did then, and for the recep
tion which you have given me to~night. 
I never imagined for a moment that 
you were prepared to endorse all my 
opinions, or to sanction every political 
act with which 1 have been connected; 
but 1 accepted your resolution in choos
ing me as meaning this, that you had 
watched my political career; that you 
believed it had been an honest one; 
that you were 'satisfied 1 had not swerved 
knowingly to the right hand or to the 
left; that the attractions of power had 
not turned me aside; that 1 had not . 
changed my course from any view of 
courting a fleeting popularity; and, fur
ther, that you are of this opinion-an 
opinion which 1 religiously hold-that 
the man whose political career is on a 
line with his conscientious convictions, 
can never be unfaithful to his constitu
ents or to his country. 

At the time of my election, you will 
remember that some newspapers which 

commented upon it, took the liberty of 
saying that 1 had had a good deal of 
time for reflection; that 1 had been 
taught a wholesome lesson; and that I 
had changed or modified my views with 
respect to recent public policy. 1 have
had no proper opportunity before to
night to refer to that statement, and I 
beg leave to tell those gentlemen that 
they were, and are. if they still hold the 
same opinion, entirely mistaken; that 
whether I was wrong or right. 1 acted 
according to what 1 believed to be 
right, and that all the facts and all the 
information which I have since received 
have only ser:ved to confirm me in the 
opinions which I had previously ex
pressed. I wish now, too-and all this 
is rather preliminary- to refer to one 
ingenious misrepresentation, which it 
was of no use attempting to meet when 
passion was at its height, and when 
public clamour prevented any calm ar
gument upon the question then before 
the country. All who read the news
papers at the time will recollect that it 
was said of me, and of others who 
thought and acted with me-bnt more 
of me than of any other person-that 
my opinion upon such a question as the 
right or wisdom of any particular war 
in which the country might be engaged 
was, after all, of no kind of value, 
because whatever was the war, what
ever were the circumstances, I should 
have taken exactly the same course, 
and therefore that argument upon a 
particular war was of no avail, and was 
totally unnecessary. Now 1 beg leave 
to say that this was a misrepresentation 
which no person had a right to make. 

1 shall not trouble you more than a 
moment or two on this point; but pel
mit me to say that the first time 1 spoke 
in the House of Commons on the sub
ject of the Russian war, was on the 3 r st 
of March, 1854. when a message from 
the Crown came down announcing that 
the calamity of war was about to befall 

. the country. In the very opening of 
my speech were these short sentences, 
which, if you will allow me, I will read 
to you. 1 said :-'1 shall not discuss 
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this question on the abstract principle 
of peace at all pdce, as it is tenned, 
which is held by a small minority of 
persons in this country, f!>unded on 
religious opinions which are not gene
rally received; but I shall discuss it 
entirely on principles that are held 
unanimously by the Members of this 
House. When we are deliberating on 
the question of war, and endeavouring 
to prove its justice or necessity, it be· 
comes us to show that the interests of 
the country are clearly involved; that 
the objects for which the war is about 
to· be undertaken are probable, or, at 
least, possible of attainment, and that 
the end proposed to be accomplished is 
worth the cost and the sacrifices which 
we are about to incur.' And I went on 
to say that I hoped if a noble Lord, 
who was then a Member of the Govern
ment, rose to make any reply to my 
observations, he would not run away 
from the subject before the House, but 
would meet me fairly as having dis
cussed the question in that way, and 
that way only. Well, I now tell you, 
what it ought not to be necessary to 
say, that from that time until the time 
when I last spoke on the subject of the 
Russian war, I confined myself entirely 
to those points; my facts, my argu
ments, and my case were drawn from 
the despatches and Blue Books which 
the Government for their justification 
laid before Parliament; and therefore, 
1 repeat, it was not open to anyone' 
who opposed me to oppose me on the 
ground that my opinion on the Russian' 
war was worth nothing, because what
ever might have been the cause of war, 
I should have held exactly the same 
language. 

Now, after all is over except the tax
gatherer, and the sorrows of those who 
have lost their friends in the war, I will 
just in one sentence say that I am still 
unable to discover what compensation 
England has for the hundred millions 
of money she expended, or what com
pensation Europe has for the three 
hundred millions squandered by all the 
parties engaged in that frightful contest. 

It is not easy to say how much; but of 
this we may be sure, that the squander
ing of 300,000,0001. sterling by the 
nations of Europe in that struggle has 
had a great influence on the enhanced 
price of money during the last few years, 
and greatly aggravated the pressure of 
the panic through which we passed 
twelve months ago. The 40,000 lives 
which we lost in the Russian war some 
persons hold cheap; I do not. I think 
that the grown men of Birmingham 
from eighteen years of age to fifty (and 
there are, probably, not· more than 
40,000 of them) are something worth 
looking at by the statesman and the 
Christian; and I say that the 400,000 
lives which were lost to Europe deserved 
to be considered before we rushed 
blindly into a war with Russia. :1'or 
myself, therefore, all I wish to point out 
to you is this, that the man who hesi
tates before he squanders so much blood 
and so much treasure has at least a 
right to be received with a moderate 
amount of tolerance and forbearance. 
I shall say no more now on this subject, 
for I intend to take an early opportunity 
of going into the general question of 
foreign policy at a greater length than 
would be proper this evening. 

I am afraid to say how many persons 
I now see before me who are by the 
present constitution of this country shut 
out from any participation in political 
power. I shall take this opportunity of 
discussing, and, as far as I am able, 
with brevity and distinctness, what I 
think we ought to aim at now, when 
the great question of Parliamentary Re
form is before the country. I think we 
may fairly say that that question occu
pies now something like a triumphant 
position, and at the same time a position 
of great peril- triumphant, inasmuch 
as it has now no open enemies-peril
ous, inasmuch as, for the moment, it is 
taken up by those who, up to this hour, 
have been, for the most part, the un
compromising opponents of Reform. 
We have had four Governments pledged 
to Parliamentary Reform within the 
last few years. Lord J. Russell, as 
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Prime Minister, introduced a Reform 
Bill. and afterwards, in the Government 
of Lord Aberdeen, Lord J. Russell in
troduced another Reform Bill, and the 
~east said of these two Bills, especially 
of the latter, the better. The Govern-· 
ment which. has recently been over
thrown pledged itself to the country 
and the House of Commons to bring 
in a Reform Bill, but at the time when 
it came to an unexpected, but a not un
deserved end, no Bill had been prepared, 
so that we knew nothing of the parti
culars of which it was to be composed. 
We have now a Government under the 
chieftainship of Lord Derby, who, 
during his short term of office in 1852, 
stated, if I remember right, that one of 
the chief objects of his Government 
would be to stem the tide of democracy. 
Now, it may be that Lord Derby has 
entirely changed his mind, that he is as 
much converted to Parliamentary Re
form as Sir R. Peel, in 1846, was con
verted to Com-law repeal. If he is so 
converted, then our question may be in 
good hands, but if he is not (and he has 
never yet acknowledged his conversion)i 
then I think it is but reasonable of us 
to view his course with some suspicion, 
and to look upon the position of the 
question in his hands with some alarm. 
All parties now pretend to be in love 
with the question of Reform, but still 
they do not tell us much about it. They 
remind me, in the few speeches which 
they have made upon the question, of 
the condition of tbat deplorable Atlantic 
cable, of which I read the other day in 
the newspapers, that· the currents were 
visible, but the signals were wholly 
indistinct.' . 

But having admitted that Parlia
mentary Reform is necessary, they 
thereby admit that the present House 
of Commons does not satisfactorily re
present the nation, and it is one step in 
advance to receive that admission from 
all·those persons, from among whom it 
has hitherto been supposed that Go
vernment could alone be formed in this 
country. Now, I do not believe that 
the Parliament. as at present consti-

tuted, does fairly represent the nation, 
and I think it is capable of most dis
tinct proof that it does not. Before I 
proceed to figures, I will mention one 
or two general proofs of that assertion. 
In the year 1.846, when the great ques
tion of the repeal of the Com-laws was 
under discussion, it required something 
like. an earthquake to obtain for the peo
ple the right to buy their bread in the 
world's markets; it required a famine 
in Ireland, which from 1845 to 1851 
lessened the population of that country 
by;\,ooo,ooo; it required the conversion 
of a great Minister, the break-up of a 
great party, the • endangering of the 
Constitution,' and all those mysterious 
evils which official statesmen discovered 
when the poor artisan of Birmingham 
or Manchester, or the poor half-starved 
farm-labourer, asked this only, that 
where bread could be had best and 
cheapest in return for his labour, he 
might be permitted to buy it. But 
coming down to 1852, when Lord Derby 
was in office, he dissolved the Parlia
ment, and the great question proposed 
to the constituencies was Protection. 
Parliament re-assembled, and Protection 
and Lord Derby were defeated by a ma
jority of nineteen; but when you had 
only a majority of nineteen in the House 
of Commons against the re-establish
ment of Protection, nineteen-twentieths 
of the people of E.ngland were deter
mined that they never would have any

. thing of the sort again. 
Take again the questions which affect 

the Established Church. Probably 
many persons in this meeting are not 
aware that, according to the return of 
the Registrar-General, only one-third of 
the people of this country have any 
connection with the Established Church. 
In Scotland, one-third only of the popu
lation are connected with the Establish
ment; in Ireland, five out of six, in 
Wales, eight out of ten, have no con
nection at a1l with it. And yet the. 
Established Church is paramount in 
both Houses. If the House of Com- I 
mons fairly represented al\ the people of . 
the United Kingdom, the Established 
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f1 Church (it is as a political institution material; the tax-gatherer or the ,people ' 
that I speak of it, I say nothing of it as at Somerset House look into a table, I 
a religious institution) would be much which shows the probable length of 
more modest, and we should probably life of a man of that particular age, and I 
get some changes much more readily instead of paying 101. per cent. on 
than we have ever got any before. 33,000/., he is taxed upon the annual I, 

Again, you are aware, probably, that income of the estate multiplied by the 
up to 1853, if a man received landed number of years which according to the 
property by inheritance, if it were left to tables he may be expected to live. It 
him by will, or came to him as heir-at- ended in this way, that instead of pay
law, it paid no legacy,duty-I speak of ing 3,2001. to the State, to bear your 
freehold property. In 1853, Mr. Glad- burdens and to pay for your wars, he 
stone, by an effort which was considered paid 7001., or rather less than one
superhuman, prevailed upon the House quarter of that sum. Do you think 
of Commons to pass a law to impose that if the House of Commons fairly 
a succession-tax, as it was called, or a represented the lawyers, merchants, 
legacy-duty on real property. I will manufacturers, shopkeepers, artisans, 
tell you how they did it. You know and all the rest of the population, 
that if a man in Birmingham comes such an Act as that could have passed 
into possession of leasehold houses, or that House, or that if it had existed 
machinery, or shares in the N orth- it could continue to exist for a single 
Western Railway, or shipping, or any session? 
other property not called real property I could show you inequalities as great 
-though, by the way, when a man gets and scandalous in the manner in which 
hold of it, it is surprising how real he the income-tax, so grievously felt by 
finds it-if he be no relation to the owners of certain property in Birming
person who left it to him, he has to ham, is imposed and presses upon the 
pay a legacy-duty of ten per cent., and owners of the soil and those engaged 
a different degree of per-centage ac- in professions and trades chiefly carried 
cording to the degree of relationship on in towns, but I will not enter into 
in which he may stand to the testator. that matter. Your own experience 
In the case of land-the best of all must have shown you how unequal 
property, with regard to its durability that tax is. You know how entirely 
and certainty, for a man to have left every Government has swept aside all 
to him or to possess- the law is of a proposals to make it more equal and 
different kind. A friend of mine, a just. 
Member of the House of Commons, And now we come to the question of 
was fortunate enough to have left to figures. I will not trouble you with a 
him by a person who was in no way heap of statistics which you cannot re
related to him a landed estate of about member, but will give you as a proof 
7001. a-year. This was worth in the one or two cases. Take the greatest 
market thirty years' purchase, or 31,0001. county in England. Yorkshire shows 
There was timber on the estate to the you an existing inequality which is all
value of II .0001., which, added to solutely fatal to all fair representation. 
n,oool., made the whole bequest There are in Yorkshire 10 small bo-
32,0001. If it had been leasehold roughs which return to Parliament 16 
houses, or stock-in-trade, or machinery, Members-there are other 8 boroughs 
or shares, or shipping, or in the funds, in Yorkshire whose Members altogether 
my friend would have had to pay 101. are 14. Now, the 10 boroughs return
per cent. on it, that is to say, ,\.'001. ing the 16 Members have not more than 
But what did he pay? The calculation a population of 80,000, while the 8 

was this :-My friend is of a certain boroughs with the 14 Members have a I 
age-I do not kn,ow what, and it is not population of 620,000. Now, whether 
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you take the amount of population, the 
number of houses, the sum at which 

, they are rated to the income-tax, or the 
number of electors, the proportion is in 
the same way,-the large boroughs with 
the smaller number of Members have 
seven times the population, seven times 
the number of houses, seven times the 
amount of income· tax to pay, and seven 
times the number of electors. I must 
ask your attention to one other com
parison, and it relates to your own town. 
The present Chancellor of the Ex
chequer, you know, represents the county 
of Bucks. That county has a population 
of 164,000, which is not much more 
than half the population of Birmingham, 
and yet, Bucks .with its boroughs has 
not less than II Members in the House 
of Commons. 164,000 persons. in Bucks 
return II Members, while Birmingham, 
with not less than 250,000, and pro
bably much more, only reh~rns two 
Members. I will give you another 
illustration, which refers to your own 
town. In Dorsetshire, Devonshire, and 
Wiltshire there are 23 boroughs, which 
return 34 Members to Parliament. 
Compare the population and political 
power of those 23 boroughs, returning 
34 Members to Parliament, with the 
population and political power of Bir
mingham. You have nearly twice 
the population, but you have .only 
two Members to represent you in 
Parliament. 

I could furnish you with pages of 
illustrations of this kind to show you 
that our whole system of representation 
is unequal and dishonest. But one 
more proof only; and then I will quit 
the figures, for I think the case will 
be sufficieutly clear. There are in the 
House of Commons at present 330 
Members (more than half the House) 
whose whole number of constituents do 
not amount to more than 180,000, and 
there are at the same time in Parliament 
24 Members, whose constituents are 
upwards of 200.000 in number, and, 
while the constituents of 330 Members 
are assessed to the property· tax at 
15,000,000/., the constituents of the 

24 Members are assessed to the same 
tax at more than 24,000.0001. There is. 
besides, this great significant fact, that 
wherever you go in Great Britain or 
Ireland, five out of every six men you 
meet have no vote. The Reform Bill, 
which I am not about to depreciate. 
since I know what it cost to get it, and 
I know something of what it has done 
-was so drawn as purposely to exclude 
from the list of electors the great body 
of the working classes of this kiugdom. 
But supposing that out of the 6,000.000 
of grown-up men in the United Kingdom 
1,000.000 had the suffrage, as is now 
the case, and supposing that 1.000,000 
returned the House of Commons by a 
fair distribution of Members according 
to numbers, there would, in all proba
bility, be a fair representation of the 
opinions of the 6,000,000, because the 
opinions of the 1,000,000 would to a 
considerable extent reflect and represent 
the opinions of their fellow·countrymen. 
But that is not the case. The law has 
selected 1,000.000 to be the electors of 
Members of Parliament, but, having got 
that 1.000 000, it has contrived-partly 
by accident it may be, ·but very much 
by intention-that the political power 
of the majority of that 1,000,000 'is 
frittered away, is fraudulently disposed 
of and destroyed by the manner in which 
Members are distributed among the 
1,000,000 electors composing the elec
toral body. Now, I wish to ask this 
meeting - and let us try to take a judicial 
and dispassionate view of the question 
when we talk of Reform-What is it 
that we really want.? I hold it to he 
this-that we want to substitute a real 
and honest representation of the people 
for that fraudulent thing which we call 
a representation now. 

But there is a very serious question 
to be decided before we can almost take 
a step. When you are about to reform 
the House of Commons, are your eyes 
to be turned to the House of Peers, or 
to the great body of the nation? The 
House of Peers, as you know, does not 
travel very fast-even what is called a 
Parliamentary train is too fast for its 
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nerves; in fact, it never travels at all 
unless somebody shoves it. If any man 
proposes to reform the House of Com
mons just so much as and no more than 
will allow it to keep pace with the wishes 
of the House of Lords, I would ask him 
not to take any trouble in the matter, 
but just to leave it exactly where it is. 
If you want it to represent the nation, 
then it.is another question; and, having 
come to that conclusion, if we have 
come to it, there is no great mystery, 
I think, as to the manner in which it 
can be brought about. The question 
between the Peers and the people is 
one which cannot be evaded. It is the 
great difficulty in the way of our friends 
at head. quarters who are for Reform, 
but do not know how to meet it. It 
was the difficulty which Lord John 
Russell felt. Lord John Russell-I 
believe you may take my word for it
has probably, from association, from 
tradition, from his own reading and 
study, and frpm his own just and honest 
sympathies, a more friendly feeling 
towards this question of Parliamentary 
Reform than any other man of his order 
as a statesman. But, having said this, 
I must also say-what he, too, would 
say if he thought it prudent to tell all 
he knew-that this is the great diffi
culty with him-How can I reconcile 
a free representation of the people 
in the House of Commons with the 
inevitable disposition which rests in a 
hereditary House of Peers? Now, we 
must decide this question. Choose you 
this day whom you will serve. If the. 
Peers are to be your masters, as they 
boast that their ancestors were the con
querors of yours, serve them. But if 
you will serve only the laws, the laws 
of your country, the laws in making 
which you have been consulted, you 
may go on straight to discuss this great 
question of Parliamentary Reform. 

I am not going to attack the House 
of Lords. Some people tell us that the 
House of Lords has in its time done 
great things for freedom. It may be so, 
though I have not been so successful in 
finding out how or when, as some people 

have been. At least since 1690, or 
thereabouts, when the Peers became 
the dominant power in this country, 
I am scarcely able to discover one 
single measure important to human or 
English freedom which has come from 
the voluntary consent and good-will of 
their House. And, really, how should 
it? You know what a Peer is.' He is 
one of those fortunate individuals who 
are described as coming into the world 
• with a silver spoon in their mouths.' 
Or, to use the inore polished and 
elaborate phraseology of .the poet, it 
may be said of him-

• Fortune came smiliug to his youth and 
woo'd it, 

And purpled greatness met his ripened 
years.' 

When he is a boy, among his brothers 
and sisters he is pre-eminent: he is the 
eldest son; he will be • My Lord;' 
this fine mansion, this beautiful park, 
these countless farms, this vast political 
influence, will one day centre on this 
innocent boy. The servants know it, 
and pay him greater deference on ac
count of it. He grows up and goes to 
school and college; his future position 
is known; he has no great incitement 
to work hard, because whatever he does 
it is very difficult for him to improve 
his fortune in any way. When he 
leaves college he has a secure position 
ready-made for him, and there seems to 
be no reason why he should f6llow 
ardently any of those occupations which 
make men great among their fellow
men. He takes his seat in the House 
of Peers; whatever be his character, 
whatever his intellect, whatever his 
previous life, whether he be in England 
or ten thousand miles away, be he 
totteling down the steep of age, or be 
he passing through the imbecility of 
second childhood, yet by means of that 
charming contrivanc~made only for 
Peers---vote by proxy, he gives his vote 
for or against, and, unfortunately, too 
often against, all those great measures 
on which you and the country have set 
your hearts. There is another kind of 
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Peer which I am afraid to touch upon 
-that creature of-what shall I say? 
-of monstrous, nay, even of adulterous 
birth-the spiritual-Peer. I assure you 
with the utmost frankness and sincerity 
that it is not in the nature of things 
that men in these positions should 
become willing fountains from which 
can flow great things for the freedom 
of any country. We are always told 
that the Peers are necessary as a check. 
If that is so, I must say they answer 
their purpose admirably. 

But when we come to consider the 
question of a reform of the House of 
Commons, which the Constitution does 
not recognise as the House of Com
mons belonging· to the Peers, but to the 
nation, we will allow the House of 
Peers to go for awhile into something 
like obscurity, and discuss it as if our 
sole object were to make it what the 
Constitution supposes it to be-a com
plete representation of the people in 
Parliament. With regard to the ques
tion of the Suffrage, which is one of the 
chief points on which I should insist, 
I have no doubt there are persons who, 
on reading my speech, will say, • Sub
versive doctrine, violent langnage this. 
The change which you propose would 
endanger many things which we highly 
value.' Now, I heg to assure all those 
timid people that I do not wish to 
endanger or to move any of the ancient 
landmarks of our Constitution. I do 
not want to disturb this question of the 
franchise beyond what has been already 
sanctioned by Parliament and the 
country. I do not want to introduce 
any new principle or theoretical opinion 
which it may he found difficult to 
adopt. There are many men probably 
among those whom I see before me 
who are of opinion that every man 
should have a vote. They are for what 
is called • universal suffrage,' or • man
hood suffrage'-something which means 
that every man of twenty-one years of 
age who has not forfeited his right by 
any misconduct, should have a vote. 
Let me say that, personally, I have not 
the smallest objection to the widest 

-------------------
possible suffrage that the ingenuity of 
man can devise. At the same time, if 
I were now a member of a Government, 
and had to arrange a Reform Bill for 
next session, I should not act upon that 
principle. I will tell you upon what 
principle I would act. I find in the 
country great diversities of opinion. 
There are the Peers, of whom I have 
already spoken. They are citizens with 
ourselves, and have therefore a right to 
be considered. There are the rich and 
influential classes, who, as wealthy men 
are generally found to be, are a little 
timid of the great bulk of the people 
who have not many riches. There are 
thousands-scores of thousands-who 
imagine that they could not sleep safely 
in their beds if every man had a vote. 
Weare surprised that children some
times cannot sleep in the dark-that 
they fancy something dreadful will hap
pen to them, and there are actually rich 
people in this country who believe that 
if every man had a vote it would give 
him a weapon wherewith to attack their 
property. There being all these diver
sities of opinion, it clearly is the duty 
of Government, and of Parliament too, 
to frame a measure which shall fairly 
represent what may be called the Reform 
opinion of the whole country. What 
have we at present in the way· of 
franchises? We have the parish fran
chise. For generations, for ages past, 
there has been an extensive franchise in 
all our parishes. We have poor-law 
unions which have worked, on the 
whole, satisfactorily to the country. 
We have a franchise in our poor-law 
unions. We have a corporation fran
chise, and that franchise may be said to 
have worked to the satisfaction of the 
country. I will ask any man here 
whether he believes that in all the 
parishes, all the poor-law unions, and 
all the corporations, men have not con
ducted themselves with great propriety, 
and managed the affairs of their parishes, 
unions, and corporations satisfactolily? 
And I should like to ask him whether 
he would object to have the same 
franchise conferred upon them for the 
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election of Members to the House of 
Commons. There is one great point 
gained in such a franchise-your regis
tration would be easy and inexpensive. 
There is another poin~-that whatever 
its omissions, whatever its exclusions, 
they would not be directed against any 
one particular class. It would admit 
the working people to electoral power 
just as fully as it would admit the 
middle, or what may be called the 
higher and richer classes. Therefore, 
as regards class and class, it would 
remove a great defect of the Reform 
Bill, and would give a suffrage so wide 
that I believe no one would suppose 
it did not afford a fair representation 
of all classes. I do not want anybody 
for a moment to suppose that this 
particular franchise is better than man
hood suffrage. I lUll only speaking of 
what Government might do, of what it 
ought to do, and of what it might do, 
moreover, in accordance with the vast 
majority of opinion which exists in this 
country on this question. 

With regard to the counties I shall 
say little. I know no good reason why 
the franchise should not be as extensive 
there as in the boroughs; but there 
appears to be a general understanding 
that the next step in counties shall be 
one short of that. But I think it 
is of great importance that the 405. 

franchise should be extended to all 
parts of the United Kingdom as fully 
as it is to the people of England and 
Wales. 

I now come to the question which 'I 
believe all persons who have studied the 
matter will readily agree is one of great 
importance to the country-how your 
Members shall be allotted to the various 
constituent bodies. I will ask you this 
simple question. What is the obvious 
rule which would recommend itself to 
every man when first about to arrange 
this allotment? Would he not argue 
in this way? The law has given certain 
persons the right of voting, and it 
presumes that every person who has 
that right is capable of deciding how 
he shall vote. Every elector, therefore, 

is of the same importance in the eye of 
the law, and why then should not every 
elector vote for the same portion of the 
whole Parliament? I shall be told 
that I am not to go to the United 
States for an illustration of this. I 
will not. I will go a little nearer home. 
Take the kingdom of Sardinia. I was 
in Turin last year, and I made inquiries 
as to the mode of election and the 
distribution of Members there; and I 
found that Genda, with a popUlation 
of 140,000, returned seven Members to 
the Sardinian Parliament. Sardinia is 
not a Republic, it is a limited Monarchy 
like our own. Let us go to the colonies 
of Australia. Take New South Wales. 
The capital-Sydney-returns eight 
Members to the New South Wales 
Parliament. In Victoria, the city of 
Melbourne returns thirteen Members to 
Parliament, and by the Bill now in
troduced by the Ministry of that colony, 
the number thirteen is about to be 
increased to eighteen. I believe that in 
Belgium and in Canada, both countries 
under a limited Monarchy, the same 
rule applies, and we know that through
out the whole of the United States, the 
number of Members is allotted according 
to the population, and that once in 
every ten years this scale is re-arranged; 
in fact, it works itself. 

I do not for a moment argue that it 
is necessary that we should get an 
actuary to apportion the number of 
Members exactly according to his cal
culations of the number of the popula
tion, but we have a fair right to an 
honest approximation, and without it 
there can be no fair representation of 
the people. Look at London, putting 
aside the City. If you were to divide 
the six boroughs of which the metro
polis is made up, you would still have 
I a boroughs with 300,000 population' 
each {larger than the population of 
Birmingham), lind constituencies of 
10,000. Divide' them again, and you 
would have 24 boroughs, each of 
150,000 population, with 5000 electors; 
and when the franchise is extended, the 
number will be still greater. I say 
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that the metropolitan boroughs and all 
large boroughs ought to be divided. or 
subdivided; they ought to have double. 
or treble. or quadruple their present 
number of Members. What a .miser
able delusion it is that this great capital 
of your midland industry. with its 
250,000 or 300,000 inhabitants, sends 
only two Members to the House of 
Commons I But if every man I see 
here before me had a vote, or if every 
man outside had a vote, how will he be 
better off if he sends only two Members 
to the House of Commons, while some 
boroughs of 10,000 inhabitants, equal 
to one of the small comers of your city, 
have a right to return the same number ? 
The whole thing, as at present arranged. 
is a disgraceful fraud. It ought to be 
put an end to, and, if it is not put an 
end to, your representation wifJ remain 
for the future very little better than a 
farce. 

If you look at the county seats you 
will find that the object of the present 
Government, and, in fact, of any 
Government in which the aristocracy 
has so great a power. and where land
owners are so pr~dominant, must be to 
greatly increase the number of Members 
for counties in the distribution of seats. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer is a 
very ingenious gentleman. At this very 
moment in all probability he has. got 
before hini rows of figures which he 
hopes may enable him to prove that 
the proper way of reforming Parliament 
is to increase the number of landed 
gentry in the House of Commons. I 
recollect, on one occasion, that he 
referred to the county of Chester. and 
showed that tllere were three boroughs 
in that county which returned six 
Members. while the two divisions of 
the county only returned four. and that 
the four Members represented far more 
electors and population than the six 
Members of the towns. Now. it will 
be unfortunate for the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer if he ventures upon the 
ground of arithmetic in connection with 
this question. We are for arithmetic 
in connection with Reform, and if he 

proposes to deal with it in that way, 
we have no objection to carry out the 
principle fully. 

But now let me tum your attention 
once more to the House of Peers. You 
know that the House of Peers is a body 
composed entirely of landowners, with 
the exception of a few lawyers and a 
few successful soldiers. Have you ever 
been to the botanical gardens in some 
of our towns, where a board is put up 
with the words, • No dogs admitted 
here' ? There is a similar board at the 
door of the House of Peers, though you 
cannot see it with the outward eye, and 
it says, • No traders admitted here.' 
The House of Peers is a house for the 
great proprietors of the soil. The 
county of Chester, to which Mr. Dis
raeli referred, is very strongly repre
sented in the House of Lords. There 
are the Marquis of Westminster, Lord 
Combermere, Lord Stanley of Alderley, 
and, no doubt, another peer or two. if 
our acquaintance with them was only a 
little more extensive. Take Lancashire. 
We have the Earl of Burlington. now 
the Duke of Devonshire, the Earl of 
Derby, the Earl of Sefton, and the Earl 
of Wilton. They come up from their 
great landed properties in Lancashire, 
and sit in the House of Lords. Let us 
come to your own county. You have 
the Earl of Warwick, Lord Leigh, Lord 
Craven I think, Lord Calthorpe, and 
one or two others, for in a county so 
charming as this, there are sure to be 
many estates and mansions belonging 
to the aristocracy of England. The 
time was when both Houses of Parlia
ment sat together. They meet together 
now, but in different chambers, under_ 
the same roof, and no law can pass, 
not the smallest modicum of freedom 
or of justice come to you, until it has 
gone through the very fine meshes of 
the net of the House of Lords. Well, 
then, I say that if the landed proprietors 
of England insist upon a great addition 
to their power in the House of Com
mons, the inhabitants of the towns and 
the traders of the country will be 
obliged' to ask, • How is that we have 
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not our share of power in the House of 
Lords ?' 

Only one word more on the question 
• of distribution of Members. When
~ ever a Reform Bill is brought into the 

House of Commons by any Goven!
ment, be as watchful and exacting as' 
you like on the subject of the franchise, 
but never, I beg, take your eye for one 
moment from the question of the distri
bution of the Members, for in it lies the 
great subject of dispute, and unless you 
guard your rights you will have to fight 
your battle over again, and to begin it 
the very day after the next Bill has 
passed. . 

There is one other point to which I 
must refer, and it is one upon which 
I presume I shall have the cordial 
assent of this meeting. I believe it 
is the opinion of the great body of the 
Reformers of the United Kingdom, that 
any Reform Bill which pretends to be 
generally satisfactory to Reformers must 
concede the shelter and protection of 
the ballot. I shall not discuss that 
question or argue now in its favour. 
1 am quite sure that in the minds of the 
electors of England it has long been 
decided, and it has also been decided in 
the House of Commons. Those who 
are for the ballot are for it mainly be
cause they wish free elections. Those 
who are opposed to it, are opposed to 
it chiefly because they Lelieve it would 
liberate the great body of the constitu
encies from the control and influence of 
the rich. The Times newspaper and 
others, but particularly the Times, in' 
discussing this question, treat it as if it 
were a question to be despised, and tell 
us that it is mean and unmanly to ask 
that men should go to the poll and give 
their votes in secret. The very man 
who writes thus in the Times, writes his 
article in secret, and publishes it in 
secret, and if any person says that he 
ought to affix his name to it-which, 
mind, I do not say at all-what is his 
answer? He replies, • I am performing 
a great public duty; I am obliged, in 
the discharge of that duty, to comment 
v;ith great severity upon Ministers and 

public men, and to expose abuses, and 
in doing this it is necessary that I 
should have the shelter of anonymous 
writing.' Well, I do not dispute that; 
but if it is wise and just for a writer in 
the Times to have that shelter in the 
performance of a public duty, I say it is 
especially wise and just that the humble 
elector in every county and every bo
rough should have from the law, if the 
law can give it, an equal protection in 
the exercise of his franchise. I believe 
that when the franchise is thus extended, 
when the apportionment of.Members to 
the constitueIicies approximates to a 
just arrangement, and when you have 
the protection of the ballot, you will 
have that kind of representation in the 
House of Commons which will give to 
every man who sits there a real con
stituency, and will fix him with a real 
responsibility. 

I believe there is no country in the 
world that pretends to regular govern
ment where there is less of real respon
sibility among high officials than there 
is in England. There is one case which 
I cannot resist the temptation of citing 
as an illustration of what I mean. 
During the Russian war, there were two 
points on which the interest of Europe 
was centered; one was Sebastopol, the 
other the city of Kars. I hope we have 
not forgotten all the geography we 
learnt during those calamitous times, 
for I believe it is the only really valu
able thing we got by the war. You 
recollect that the city of Kars was be
sieged by the Russians, and that it was 
defended by Turkish troops, assisted 
and commanded. I think, by an English
man - Colonel Williams. You have 
heard, and I am not at all prepared to 
dispute it, that Colonel Williams be
haved, I do not say with great bravery, 
for that is common to almost all Eng
lishmen-and, indeed, to the majority 
of men everywhere- but with great 
sagacity and prudence, and showed the 
qualities of a commander. Eventually 
he was obliged to capitulate, and those 
who capitulated were treated in the 
most honourable manner by the Rus-
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sians, who obtained possession of the 
town.' At that time a nobleman of 
very high rank - no less a personage' 
than Lord Stratford de Redcliffe-was 
Ambassador from the Queen of Eng
land at the city of the Sultan. He had 
been there for nearly twenty years. 
During the siege of Kars Colonel Wil
liams wrote and forwarded to Lord 
Stratford at Constantinople more than 
sixty letters or despakhes with reference 
to his position, stating how they were 
worn out with sorties and the attacks of 
the enemy; how long their provisions 
and ammunition might last, and urging 
him to take any steps which might be 
possible for the purpose of making a 
diversion in his favour, or of sending 
relief. All that was proper fo.r Colonel 
Williams to write and communicate to 
the Ambassador of the Queen at Con
stantinople, he did write and communi-

, cate; but do you recollect the striking 
fact that Lord Stratford de Redcliffe 
did not reply to-did not acknowledge 
or take the smallest notice of-anyone 
of these sixty or seventy despatches? 
He treated them as waste paper. He 
had been years at Constantinople, quar
relling with every European minister 
there, and bullying the ministers of the 
Sultan; but when his own countrymen 
and their allies were shut up in the 
fortified town of Kars, besieged by a 
powerful and overwhelming force, driven 
at length to starvation, and finally to 

~ capitulation, this great official treated 
the whole thing as utterly beneath his 
notice. Subsequently, Colonel Williams 
came to England and was made. a 
baronet; Parliament passed an Act 
granting him a pension of 10001. a
year, and the Marquis of Lansdowne, 
one of the Cabinet Ministers of the day, 
brought him into the House of Com
mons for his pocket borough of Caine, 
in Wiltshire. Colonel Williams has 
never opened his mouth in public in 
England on the subject of his treatment 
by Lord Stratford de Redcliffe; while 
that nobleman. who had been guilty of 
this great neglect-I say this enormous 
crime-has si.nce taken his seat in the 

House of Lords, has become a great 
authority, and has now been sent by the 
Government on a special mission to 
Constantinople. 

I need not tell you that I was not in 
favour of any of that Eastern policy, 
but I presume Lord Stratford was; he 
was one of the great authors of it, and 
I say that any man who takes office 
from his sovereign and his country as he 
took it. with a salary of 10,0001. a-year, 
and expenses of almost an equal amount, 

. for the Embassy at Constantinople, is 
guilty of a scandalous abandonment of 
the duty he owes to the Queen and to 
the country if he pays no attention to 
such letters as those which Lord Strat
ford received from an officer of the 
Queen shut up with our allies in Kars. 
If Lord Stratford had been a Russian 
noble and had so behaved, before 
taking his seat in the House of Peers 
and going on a special mission to 
Constantinople, he would have had 
the advantage of being sent on a 
special mission to Siberia; while if 
he had been an Ambassador of the 
United States of America-but I can
not follow out the illustration, because 
in the United States there is no family 
influence, there is no power such as that 
wielded by our great territorial poten
tates: there is nothing in that country 
to shield an officer of the State from 
public reprobation, and therefore I am 
quite certain that no person deputed 
from the United States could by any 
possibility be guilty of the abandon
ment of duty which was manifested by 
Lord Stratford de Redcliffe. Whenever 
you get a House of Commons that 
fairly represents the nation, with a 
Cabinet that fairly represents the House 
of Commons-if there be any other 
Lord Stratford I would not like to pre
dict precisely what will befall him; but 
I believe that such a man, with such a 
temper-for it was a question of temper 
-will not receive under such circum
stances high and continuous employ
ment from the Government of this 
country. I say we have a right, be it 
in peace, be it in war, wheu we employ 
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men in the service of the CroWD and 
of the State, and pay them for their 
labour, to all their energies and to all 
their devotion.' 

This .question of Parliamentary Re
form, then, is a great and serious ques
tion. 1 want to give a word of warning 
to those persons who are now engaged, 
if there be any engaged, in constructing 
a Reform Bill for the next session. Let 
them not bring in a delusive and sham 
measure. Universal suffrage, equal dis
tribution, vote by ballot-any of these 
points mny or may not be perilous; but if 
there be one thing more distinctly perilous 
than another to the ruling classes in this 
country, it is that now, when they are 
committed to at least a temporary (I 
wish it were a permanent) settlement of 
this great question, they should bring 
forward and pass a Bill which, while it 
pretends to offer you something great 
in the way of constitutional freedom, is 
found immediately after it has passed 
to be nothing but a delusion and a 
sham. It will disappoint everybody; 
it will exasperate all the Reformers; it 
will render a feeling, which is now not 
bitter, both bitter and malignant, and 
within twelve months after the Bill has 
passed, and the cheat is discovered, we 
shall be entered in all probability upon 
another agitation, but an agitation of a 
very different character from any we 
have yet seen. Let us have a real Bill, 
a good Bill, or no Bill at all. 

The question at this moment is in the 
hands of the enemy. We stand the risk 
of having brought before us what 1 will 
describe as • a country gentlemen's Re
form Bill.' The country gentlemen have 
not been notorious for their sympathies 
in favour of Reform. We have always 
been carrying on, for the last thirty 
years and more,.a steady and perpetual 
war against the predominance and the 
power of the country gentlemen in 

I Mr. Bright dilCovered that he was in 
. error in describing Colonel Williams's let" 

ters as having been written durillg the 
liege of Kars. They were written before 
the siege began, and .during CoIoae!· Wil-

Parliament. If we look at their past 
policy we shall not have much confi
dence in their proposed measure. Their 
wars, their debts, their taxes, placed 
upon the bulk of the people, their stout 
opposition to the Reform Bill of 1832-
all this leads us greatly to suspect them; 
nnd I confess for my own part I wish 
the question of Reform were in the 
hands of Reformers-in the hands of 
men of whose sympathies with respect 
to it we could not have, from their past 
lives, the shadow of a doubt. I have 
great fears that until you have a Minis
try in which there are men who are really 
in favour of Reform, and of an honest 
Reform, you are notlikely to get any such 
measure as the most moderate among us 
ought to be in the least satisfied with. 

1 must warn you against one phrase 
which I find our friends (we cannot 
now call any of them our opponents), 
the bewildered Reformers, are begin
ning to use. They say we must not on 
any account 'Americanize' our insti
tutions. Now, I know only one insti
tution in America of which the Ameri
cans need to be very greatly ashamed; 
and that institution was established 
under the monarchy, although unfor
tunately it has lived and flourished 
under the republic. They tell us in 
America numbers overwhelm property 
and education. Well, but numbers 
have not overwhelmed property and 
education in England, and yet look at 
legislation in England. Look at our 

. wars, look at our debt, look at our 
taxes, look at this great fact - that 
every improvement of the last forty 
years has been an improvement which 
numbers, and numbers only, have 
wrested from the property, and what 
they call the education of the country. 
Our education is fairly represented by 
our Universities; but I say now, as I 
bave said before, that if the Legislature 

Iiams's preparations to resist the progress 
of the Russians in Asia. The facts are 
not IiteraJly exact, but the charge against 
Lord Stratford loses none of its gravity 
when the correction is made. 

IQ 



SPEECHES OF JOHN BRIGHT. OCT. 27, 

of England, if the Parliam..ent of Eng
land, had been guided for thirty years 
past according to the counsels of the 
representatives from the Universities, 
England, instead of being a country of 
law and of order, would have been long 
before this a country of .anarchy and of 
revolution. America is a strange bug
bear. There are thirty-two at least, 
if not thirty-three, independent and 
sovereign States in the United States 
of America. Now, I am not. one of 
those who believe that you cannot.be 
free and. happy under a monarchy such 
as ours. I am not proposing-I am 
the last person to propose---that the 
institutions of this country should be 
modelled upon the plan of some other 
country, because it is the plan of some 
other country; but I say; that if we 
8.1'C at liberty to draw science, products 
for our manufactures, and literature 
frpm every country in the world, why 
should we not, if we see anything good 
in the politics of another country, be 
equally at liberty to take a, lesson in 
that respect also? . 

Speaking generally, in all the sove
reign and independent States of America 
there is a franchise as wide as that 
which'I have proposed to-night; there 
is an exact and equal allotment of 
members to the electors; and there is, 
throughout most of the States, the pro
tection of the ballot. Yet in America 
we find law, order, property secure, 
and a population in the enjoyment of 
physical comforts and abundance, "Such 
as are not known to the great body of 
the people in this country, and which 
never have been known in any country 
in any age of the world pefore. Will 
any man dare to tell me, in the pre
sence of this audience, that the English 
nation in England is a '\Vorse nation than 
the English nation in America? Are 
. we less educated, are we less industrious, 
are we less moral, are we less subject 
to the law, are we .less disposed to sub
mit to all the just requirements of the 
Government? If we are so, and if the 
English nation in America excels us in 
all these particulars, does it not look 

very likely that the institutions in Eng
land are not as good in the training 
and rearing of a nation as the institu
tions in the United States? I do not 
say that; but those persons who say 
that the franchise, the distribution, and 
the ballot, which operate so well in 
America, would be perilous in England, 
do what I will not do-they libel the 
people of this country, and they libel 
our institutions. 

Now, I have a suggestion to make, 
which I hope somebody will act upon. 
The Reformers now are more numer
.ous than ever they were before. Why 
should they not, by some arrangement, 
have their own Reform Bill; have it 
introduced into Parliament, and sup
ported with all the strength of this 
great national party; 'and if it be a Bill 
sensibly better than the Bill that is 
being prepared for us in Downing 
Street, why· should we not, with all the 
unanimity of which we are capable, by 
.public meetings, by petitions, and, 
when the proper time comes, by pre
senting ourselves at the polling-booths, 
'do everything in our power to pass 
that measure into law? I say that we 
,are great in numbers; that, united, we 
are great in strength; that we are in
vincible in the solidity of our argn
.ments; that we are altogether unas
sailable in the justice of our cause. 
Shall we then, I ask you, even for a 
moment, be hopeless of our great cause? 
I feel almost ashamed even to argue it 
to such a meeting as this. I call to 
mind where I am, and who are those 
whom I see before me. Am I not in 
the town of Birmingham-England's 
.central capital; and do not these eyes 
look !lpon the sons of those who, not 
thirty years ago, shook the fabric of 
pdvilege to its base? Not a few of the 
strong men of that time are now white 
with age. They approach the confines 
of their mortal day. Its evening is 
cheered with the remembrance of that 
great contest, and they rejoice in the 
freedom they have won. Shall their 
sons be less noble than they? Shall 
the fire which they kindled be extin-
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guished with you? I see your answer 
: in every face. You are resolved that 
the legacy which they bequeathed to 
you, you will hand down in an accu
mulated wealth of freedom to your 
children. As for me, my voice is feeble. 

. I feel now sensibly and painfully that 

I am not what I was. I speak with 
diminished fire; I act with a lessened 
force; but as I am, my countrymen 
and my constituents, I will, if you will 
let me, be found in your ranks in the 
impending struggle . 
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MANCHESTER, DECEMBER 10, 1858. 

[At the general election in 1857, the Right Hon. T. Milner Gibson and Mr. Bright 
were defeated in the contest at Manchester. This speech was delivered at a great 
meeting in the Free-trade Hall, to which they were invited by their old friends and 
supporters in the Manchester constituency.] 

I CANNOT tell you how much I re
joice in being permitted to meet so 
large a number of those whom I must 
describe as myoId and dear friends 
in the Liberal caUse. I fear, however, 
iliat the reception which' you have 
granted to us to-night, and which you 
have but at this instant given to me, 
is calculated in some degree to'disturb 
the balance of the mind, and to inter
fere with that calm judgment which is 
demanded by the circumstances under 
which we are met together, and by the 
gravity of that great <J.uestion which is 
now being discussed 10 every part of 
the United Kingdom. I know not whe
ther there be persons who will look 
upon this meeting in the light of the 
commemoration of a defeat which we 
have sustained. To me, it wears far 
more the aspect of the celebration of 
some great success. And may we not 
say that we are successful-that not
withstanding the vicissitudes which wait 
upon the career of public men, and 
upon the progress of public questions 
in a free country, we find as we look 
back over a term of years, that those 
beneficent principles which we have so 
often expounded and defended on this 

ground, are constantly making progress 
and obtaining more and more influence 
on the minds of all our countrymen? 

Forty years ago, the spot where we are 
now assembled became famous. Thou
sands of the population of Manchester 
and its neighbourhood assembled here 
~not in this magnificent building, but 
under the wide canopy of heaven. 
They met only to plead with the Go
vernment and the Parliament of that 
day, that they might be permitted some 
share in the government of their 
country, and that they might be per
mitted further to possess that natural 
right which one would think no man 
would ever deny to another-the right 
of disposing of the produce of their 
labour in the open market of the world, 
in purchase for their daily bread. That 
meeting was dispersed by the rude arm 
of military power. The tragedy of that 
day proved at once the tyranny and 
brutality of the Government, and the 
helplessness and humiliation of the 
people. Now, you have seen a Ministry 
representing and supported by the 
political party that committed that 
iniquity-you have seen such a Ministry 
voting in the House of Commons in 
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~ favour of a resolution which declared 
, that the repeal of the Com-laws had 
· been a great blessing to the country; 

and after havinf:' twenty-si& years ago 
- obtained one InStalment of Reform, 

you have now the amazing spectacle of 
! a Ministry representing and supported 
t by that same political party, eogaged 
t at this very hour in the arrangement of 
'I' the clauses of another Bill, which shall 

still further extend political rights to 
the great mass of the population of 

- this country. Seeing this, then, who 
! will despair' Since I have been able 
I to think maturely upon public ques
r tions, since I have been able and have 
,- been permitted to open my mouth in 

these the open councils of my countl'J'" 
men, I have never for one moment 
despaired; and when I look around 
me, and see this magnificent-I will 
say this all-powerful- assembly, my 
hopes. my faith, all are confirmed, and 
I gather fresh strength for whatever 
struggle is before us. 

• My right honourable Friend in his 
f speech has almost entirely abstained 
f from entering into details connected 
~ with the question of Parliamentary 
f Reform. Now, I think that at this 
" moment, wherever men assemble to 
, discuss politica.l questions, it would be 

a great misfortune if some one present 
, did not go into some portion of the 

detail connected with that question. 
< And perhap$ in the peculiar position 

which I am now placed in with regard 
to it, you will not expect that I should 

; leave it altogether untouched. Let us 
~ recollect that whatever is said up<lD this 
• question will meet with much hostile 
! criticism from those who are not pre
- sent with us. You know that I have 
- recently, a few weeks ago, addressed 
: large audiences of my constituents in 
; Birmingham, upon this question; and 

you know to what kind of hostile criti-
· cism my speech or speeches on that 
· occasion have been subjected. It is 

not in human wisdom to make speeches 
to please everybody; and it is not in 
human wisdom to attempt to do it. I 

: shall take the course of addressing my-

self to that question, according to the 
light I have with regard to it from 
great study, from much consultation 
with others, and from an honest wish 
that 1 have, that the subject of Reform 
should be rigbtly viewed by every in-. 
telligent man amongst my countrymeo. 

Now we will mention two or three 
things that we do not want. We do 
not propose in the smallest degree to 
call in question or t~ limit the preroga
tives of the Crown. I believe we are 
prepared to say that if the throne of 
England be filled with so much dignity 
and so much purity as we have known 
it in our time, and as we know it now 
to be, we hope that the venerable mo
narchy may be perpetual. We do not 
propose to discuss even, much less to 
limit, the legal and constitutional privi
leges or prerogatives of the House of 
Peers. We know, everybody knows, 
nobody knows it better'tban the Peers, 
that a house of hereditary legislation 
cannot be a permanent institution in a 
free country. For we believe that such 
an institution must in the course of time 
require essential modification. Last 
year, or the year before, the Queen he;.. 
self proposed to nominate persons to 
life peerages. That was deemed an 
essential change by the present mem
bers of the House of Peers, and in a 
manner that was not gracious to the 
Queen, that was not respectful to the 
nation, they almost insolently rejected 
the attempt of the Crown, and the 
Ministers of the Crown, to introduce 
into the House of Lords a member 
whose peerage should exist only so 
long as his life. 

I do not want to discuss that question 
now. We want to discuss the question 
which is immediately before the coun
try-which the Government has brought 
before the country-for we do not bring 
it before the country on this occasion
and a question in which we are deeply 
and closely interested. The House of 
Commons is so called, I presume, be
cause it is understood and intended to 
represent all those portions of the peo
ple-the vast majority of the people-
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who are not included in the privileged 
and titled classes. The constitution, if 
I know anything about it, intends that 
that House should fairly, openly, and 
widely represent all the vast interests of 

• .al1 the vast population who are called 
upon to obey the legislation which is 
mainly enacted by that House. Now, 
I wish to ask you this simple question. 
Do you believe, after examining the 
figures that have been placed before you 
for months and for years past, that the 
House of Commons does at present 
fulfil honestly its intended place in the 
Constitution, or is the organ of the ex
-pression of the opinions of all classes 
of the population of Great Britain and 
Ireland? You may have a shadow and 
form of representation, as of anything 
else. You know very well that you 
may have gorgeous temples-you may 
have in wonderful ostentation aU the 
outward semblance of religion-yet 
there may be wholly wanting the life 
of Christianity itself. And you may 
have electors, a million or more, and 
you may have canvassing, and nomina~ 
tions, and polls, and returns, and houses 
of legislation, and speeches, and the 
-contention of parties, and divisions, and 
laws enacted, and yet there may be only 
the form of representation, and its life 
and spirit and reality may be altogether 
absen~ All this we had previous to 
1832; yet nobody says now that we 
had representation before then. All 
this existed, or nearly all, in France, 
previous to the year 1848. A great 
deal of it exists there at this moment, 
and yet there is a 'general impression 
that representation is not free there. 
There is a general belief that it was 
not free here previous to the passing 
of the Reform Act. 

I should like to put,.in as few words 
as I can, exactly what we think the 
House of Commons should be. It 
should be a House composed of men 
sent by the free election of so many 
of the people, voting with such an 
equality of power as shall give a real 
expression to the opinions of the 
people. If anybody says that we 

are for levelling doctrines - that we 
intend to have a President instead of 
a Queen-which is a favourite theory 
with some few people, you at least will 
not believe them. I ask them again 
and again, if they choose to read once, 
to read again, that they may not mis
represent that which I am now pro
posing. Now, what is the British Con
stitution? I never saw it. I never 
heard of anybody who had handled it. 
lt is not, in very few words, in any of 
the books. But there is, notwithstand
ing, something that we all understand 
by the British Constitution. It is not 
a thing meant entirely for the Crown. 
The Crown has its limits by Act of 
Parliament, and by custom. Nor is it 
intended entirely for the hereditary peer
age. The House of Lords has its pre
rogatives and its pri~ileges well defined. 
But the Constitution does not confine 
itself to care for the monarch on the 
throne, or for the peer in his gilded 
chamber. The Constitution regards the 
House of Commons as well. It regards 
you and me, and all the people of the 
United Kingdom. And it professes to 
take within its pale all these populations 
and these interests, and to give them as 
complete a shelter and as complete a 
voice as it gives to the Queen or to the 
peerage. But if you want the House 
of Commons elected by so many of the 
people as shall give a fair expression of 
the people's wishes, can any living man 
say that we possess it when five out of six 
of all the men he will find if he traverse 
every county from John O'Groat's to the 
Land;; End, and from Cape Clear to the 
Giant's Causeway,-when five out of 
every six of these men have no more 
vote at the poll for a Member of Parlia
ment than if they lived in some foreign 
land; when their utmost privilege at an 
election is to look on, to hold up their 
hands, and to shout for one candidate 
or the other ? 

But if you think it necessary that 
your Members should be elected by 
some fair number of votes, that votes 
should be given with something like an 
equality of power, how far are you from 
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~ this, when you hear that 330 Members 
of the House of Commons-more than 
one-half of the whole number-are re
turned by less than one-sixth even of 
that small number of persons to whom 
the franchise is entrusted? You give 
votes to a million out of six millions, 
and half the House of Commons is 
elected by less than 300,000 of. those 
electors I And then, if bribery be somo
what common, and if intimidation, 

. wherever it can be practised, is almost 
universal, how can you come to the 
conclusion that there is any real free
dom of election whatsoever, when you 
survey the whole representation of the 
counties and boroughs of the kingdom? 

I would ask your attention for a mo
ment to those counties, to which your 
attention has been already turned by my 
right hon. Friend. The counties, as you 
know, return their Members by the votes, 
chiefly, of two classes-freeholders, and 
occupiers of lands or houses of the value 
of Sol. and upwards. Of these sol. occu-

lot piers and upwards, there are about 
t 200,000; but of occupiers between 101. 
t and Sol., I see by a return recently made 
~ to the House of Commons, not less than 

400,000. But the 400,000, by the pre
I~ sent law, are entirely ignored and ex
~ cluded; and the 200,000, being to a 
,. very large extent occupiers of land, and 
~ occupiers for the most part without 

leases, are to a large extent dependent 
~ upon the good-will of their landlords, 
" and their votes, speaking generally, are 
" employed to swell the power of the 

great landed proprietors in all the 
county elections of the kingdom. Now, 
Lord Derby, the present Prime Minis
ter, :s a man who has the power of ex
pressing very accurately what he means; 
he is a great master of the English 
language; and he once gave us an 
illustration of what is understood in 
England by county representation. He' 
said that, if anybody would tell him 
what were the politics of three or four 
of the great landed proprietors of any 
county, he could tell at once what were 
the politics of the Members for that 
county. We might fancy, if we did not 

know something about it ourselves, that 
this was some conjuring trick, but it is 
in point of fact nothing but that which 
we all know. The' three or four great 
proprietors' are the constituents of the 
county, and the Members are the repre
sentatives of those great proprietors. 
They have, as you know, unfortunately 
for us, small sympathy with commerce, 
and they have never manifested, at least 
for the last sixty years, any sympathy 
whatever with Reform of any kind. 
How should they? They are connected 
with the peerage, and with the great 
territorial power. The members of 
their families, generally speaking, do 
not tome into the operations of trade. 
They find employment-at least they. 
find salaries-in the military or naval 
service, or some other service of the 
country; or they take shelter from the 
storms of life in some snug family living 
in the Church. 

I venture to say that, if it were possi
ble to have an accurate account of the 
receipts and payments of those families, 
there are many hundreds of them-I 
believe there are some thousands-who 
receive more in the way of emolument, 
and salaries of one kind or other, from 
the public revenues, from the sixty or 
seventy millions of taxes which you 
annually raise, or from that portion of 
the public estate which for the time is 
entrusted to the Established Church
I believe they receive far more than the 
whole of the taxes which they annually 
pay to the expenditure of the State. 

But we do not find fault only with the 
counties; the boroughs are not at all in 
a satisfactory state. I was looking down 
a list, the other night, beginning wit)!. 
the Tower Hamlets, the largest popula
tion, and coming down to some one 
which is the smallest, I forget its name; 
but I found that there were 71 boroughs, 
not one of which had a popUlation of 
10,000 persons. I think 10,000 is about 
one-third the average size of the several 
wards in Manchester. The whole po
pulation of the 71 boroughs is only 
467,000, which is not very much more 
than the present, population of Man" 
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chester and Salford; and yet these 71 
boroughs return 1 I 7 Members to the 
House of Commons, while Manchester 
and Salford return only three Members. 
But if you go a little lower, to 8,000 as 
a standard, you will find not less than 
54 boroughs, and their whole popula
tion is exactly 316,000, which is also 
exactly the population of the city of 
Manchester at the census.of 1851; but 
these 54 boroughs return 89 Members, 
while Manchester returns only two. If 
Manchester and Salford, by some tradi
tion of the past, or by some accident or 
othel', returned 117 Members, or if Man
chester returned 89 Members-if the 
conditions which I have stated were 
just reversed"':'" do you not think that 
we should have from other parts of the 
country-probably from the landed 
gentry-a very violent assertion that 
we were favoured in the representation, 
and that the condition of things was 
monstrous and intolerable, and must be 
put an end to? 

But there is another point which you 
do not find out from the population 
tables. That is this-that whereas the 
boroughs of Manchester and Salford 
can do as they like, acting wisely at one 
time and foolishly at another-at least 
they are free to follow their own infor
mation, their own light, their own con
victions; these little boroughs are not 
so free, being, I dare to say, very little 
better than what we used to describe by 
the unpleasant term of • rotten,' They 
are under influence of some kind or 
other. A very little .clique, indeed, two 
or three persons, in a very small borough, 
-can have a great influence. A neigh
bouling landowner-some subtle and 
not very scrupulous lawyer-by turn
ing the • screw,' can, if he likes, turn 
the scale. But these boroughs are not 
only so small in popUlation, but for the 
most part they cannot pretend to the 
power of free election in any way 
whatsoever. 

I come now to the result of all this
that a House of Commons so formed, 
becomes for the most part, as we know 
.it is, a sort of deputy to the House of 

Lords, and an organ of the great terri
torial interest of the country. It hates 
changes, with an animosity that nothing 
can assuage. It hates economy. Let 
any man propose in the House of Com
mons that there shall be a fair com
mittee appointed, to which shall be 
submitted those enormous estimates of 
which we have so much reason to com
plain, and you will find that very few 
persons in the House will vote for such 
a committee, and it will be stoutly 
resisted by the Government, whether 
formed from the Conservative or the 
Whig section of the House. The House 
hates equality of taxation. The suc
cession-duty is a glaring instance of it. 
The income-tax is another instance 
scarcely less glaring. It gives to pro
perty vast influence in the government 
of the country, and it perpetually shields 
property from its fair burden of taxation. 
It was the same before the Reform Bill 
as it is now. 

Some people are of opinion that we 
have had much better legislation since 
the Reform Bill than we had before. I do 
not deny it; but I believe it is owing 
much more to the general intelligence 
of the people, an intelligence which has 
penetrated even into the House of Com
mons and into the House of Lords, than 
to any more exact representation of the 
influence of the constituencies, or to 
any change that took place by the 
Reform Act. You know that before 
the Reform Bill, Catholic Emancipation 
was granted, when a civil war was 
about to break out in Ireland. You 
know that the Reform Bill itself was 
granted when an insurrection, perhaps 
a revolution, was at the door. And 
you know that in 18+6 the repeal of 
the Com-laws was granted, not because 
the House of Commons or the House 
of Lords wished to grant it. By 110 , 

means. For 1 believe that not more 
than one hundred Members had ever 
voted for Mr. Villiers' motion for the 
repeal, until it was granted in 1846, be
cause a portion of the kingdom was 
visited with a famine so intense, that 
Lord John Russell, in order to describe 
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't its magnitude and its severity, compared 
it to the famines which are recorded to 
have desolated parts of Europe during 
the thirteenth century. It required a 
famine, not a scarcity. There had been 

, many scarcities, as you know. There 
had been a scarcity for years. On 
more than one occasion thousands and 
hundreds of thousands of families had 
been pressed into penury, and not a 
few into premature graves. And yet 

,the Com-law was not repealed. To 
quote two lines of the unhappy Chat
terton-

• The civil power then snored at ease, 
While soldiers fired to keep the peace.' 

And it was not till the famine became 
so sore in the land that all Europe and 
the civilized world were startled with 
the horrors that floated across every 
ocean and in every gale, that the Par
liament of England at last consented to 
take their hand from the food of the 
people. And you know that a large 

\' party-a party who. are now in posses
t sion of the Government-assailed and 
I: denounced Sir Robert Peel as a traitor 

and a coward, because he did not make 
a still greater fight on behalf of the 
most odious monopoly that ever existed 
in any country. 

And now they do not give you the 
Ballot; not because they do not under
stand it as well as you do, but precisely 
because they do understand it. Do you 
suppose there would be such a whip in 
the House, such a steady and powerful' 
phalanx of Members brought up, county 
Members especially, to vote against the 
Ballot. if they did not believe all we 
say in favour of the Ballot? You have 
had it discussed since the Reform Bill. 
The argnment has been already ex
hausted for twenty years, yet for all 
that they do not give you the Ballot. 

Take the question of Church Rates. 
A Bill to repeal the Church Rates has 
just passed the House of Commons. 
llut how many years has it been dis
cussed? The arguments were the same 
before I went' into the House of Com. 
mons that they were last session. Take 

the question of the Game Laws. Would 
it be tolerated-would it be tolerated 
by the people of this country, if they 
were fairly polled, that there should 
exist laws whose object is to promote, 
to the greatest possible extent, the pre
servation of wild animals for the sport 
of the territorial· and wealthy classes? 
The law has never yet said that game 
was property. It treats it as something 
else. It dare not say that game is pro
perty, and it cannot say so. But we 
have several Acts of Parliament
clauses of the utmost complication
traps of every kind, as many to catch 
the poacher as the poacher has to catch 
the game. And you have in this 
civilized and Christian country-we are 
not at all discussing the United States 
-in this civilized and Christian coun
,try, with an ancient monarchy, an he
reditary peerage, an Established Church, 
and all that can be necessary to pre
serve law and order, according to the 
opinion of some of those who criticise 
what I say; yet you have, in the months 
of November and December particularly, 
in every year, men going out armed, 
not to protect cows, and sheep, and 
poultry, which are recognised and un
derstood as property-for nobody at
tempts to meddle with them-but to 
preserve that which the law dare not 
designate as property, and the pre
servation of which it dare not commit 
to the ordinary guardians of the public 
peace. And you have further from your 
towns and from your villages, and from 
your country parishes. bands of men 
armed to the teeth. instigated it may 
be, occasionally by want. more often 
probably by the love of, adventure
you have bands of men of this kind 
prowling about in almost every county 
endeavouring to destroy this game; and 
you have outrages such as we have 
had described to us within the last 
month, in which several of our fellow
creatures have fallen victims, and have 
been murdered. No; the dukes, and 
lords, and county Members, and great 
men of any name, must not tell me that 
a Parliament and a House of Commons 
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that perpetuates this enormity repre" 
sents the intelligence and the morality 
of the Christian populatiou of this 
country. And to show you how little 
a Prime Minister even is master of his 
own actions in the face of that great ' 
tenitorial interest, let me tell you that 
when I, some years ago, and before I 
had any political., connection even with 
Manchester, when I gave notice of a 
motion in the House of Commons for 
a Select Committee to inquire into the 
operation of the Game Law-to inquire 
merely-such was the anxiety, such was 
the trembling terror of these gentlemen, 
that Sir Robert Peel was obliged to 
call his followers together in Downing
street, and there to reason with them, 
and to obtain their co-operation in the 
course which he felt himself bound 
to pursue, which was to consent to the 
Committee for which I was about to 
move. I need not tell you that the 
Committee produced very little result. 
Committees of the House of Commons 
very seldom do yield much result, 
For what the House is, Committees 
generally are; and if a Committee does 
happen to stumble upon something 
valuable, it is generally distasteful to 
the House, and is immediately rejected 
by it. I believe that no great measure 
passes the House of Commons merely 
because it is just. It passes sometimes 
because, the people are restive; some
times because the exigencies of party 
require that something should be done. 
But it does not pass-I state itfearlessly 
after fifteen years' sitting in that House 
-a great measure of justice does, not 
pass because it is just. ' 

Then I come to the conclusion that 
Reform is necessary. But I can show 
you further that it is inevitable, The 
Government is at a dead lock without 
Parliamentary Reform. The only great 
result of the Reform Bill, in the House, 
has been this, that it has introduced 
about one hundred men who do at 
times show some amount of inde
pendence, and they !lct free from the 
shackles of the Tory or Whig sections 
of the aristocracy. And it is we-it is 

by our work, it is by our speeches, by 
our votes, that ,we transfer the Govern
ment from one party to the other. But 
we make it impossible for either of them 
to conduct the Government upon those 
antiquated principles which we and the 
people of England are ready to abolish. 
Now I will ask you another question. 
What is the obvious, the simple, in fact 
the only mode by which you can reform 
the House of Commons? If a man is 
hungry, he eats; if he is thirsty, he 
drinks; and if he is cold, he puts on an 
extra coat, or goes nearer to the fire. 
If the number of electors is too small. 
extend the suffrage. If it be intolerable 
that more than half the House of Com
mons shall be returned by one-sixth of 
the electors. or that a population equal 
to that of Manchester should return 89 
Members in other parts of the country, 
while here it only returns two, the ob
vious remedy is to take from one scale 
and put into the other. And if there 
be this bribery and this intimidation, 
the remedy which every man who has 
considered the question, and who wishes 
for freedom of election, the remedy 
which he points to, is the remedy of the 
Ballot. 

You have read, I have no doubt, 
some. I hope not all, of those inter
minable leading articles which have 
been written since I was at Birming
ham. You have read some speeches, 
probably, which have commented on 
what I said. I was charged with wish
ing to adopt republican institutions, 
levelling principles, introducing some
thing or other wholly destructive of 
everything good, and noble. and ad
mirable in this country. Well, I find 
the suffrage in the boroughs is 101. 
What did I propose? I did not pro
pose to put it to 91. That would have 
been to be laughed at. These very 
writers and speakers would have said, 
• What a lame thing this is-dissatis
fied with 10/., happy with 91.1' I did 
not ask for 8/., nor for 7/., nor for 6/. 
The Reform Bill, stopping at 10/., drew 
a line, on one side of which were the 
constituencies as we now have them, 
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~ and on the other side the great body 
" of the working classes. The working 

classes were purposely excluded by the 
adoption of the lol. franchise. But the 
91. would not have admitted them, nor 
the 81., nor the 7/. The 6/. would have 
admitted a considerable number, and 
the 51. probably would admit nearly 
all of them that can be admitted. I 
felt that it was not worth while making, 
as the saying is, ,two bites at a cherry.' 
H you wish to admit the working classes 
-for that is the question-if you wish 
to admit them, you must bring your 
suffrage down to the point that will 
admit them, or else you are only prac
tising upon them precisely the same 
sort of legislation that they complain 
of with regard to the Bill of 1833. 

But then I find a most admirable 
tlling all ready at my hands. I find in 
all our parishes from the time of Queen 
Elizabeth, and for anything I know 
from the time of Alfred-I do not know 
how many hundred years it has lasted 
_ franchise which everybody has been 
contented with. and nobody has con
demned, and which has done no harm 
to law, or order, or security of property. 
I find that when Parliament came to 
legislnte for Poor-law unions, it adopted 
this same franchise as the basis of 
the union franchise. When it came to 
legislate for corporations, it adopted, 
with some restrictions, the same fran
ellise as the basis. Why tell me that 
this franchise does not act properly in 
the United States? For my argument, . 
I do not care a farthing whether it does 
or not. We have tried it here, in our 
parishes, our unions, our corporations; 
and I say, if it acts on the whole justly, 
in those three departments of representa
tion, it may be trusted, without danger, 
in that more important representation 
which concerns our Imperial Legisla
ture. I am in ","vour of authority, par
ticularly when it agrees with my own 
opinion. I will read from an authority 
which is not one that the Whig party 
ought to think lightly of. In the year 
.I797-sixty-one years ago-Mr. Grey 
(afterwards Lord Grey of the Reform 

Bill) brought forward a motion in the 
House of Commons for a Bill to es
tablish household suffrage in all the 
boroughs of the kingdom. I will not 
give you what Mr. Urey said about it, 
for I do not happen to have any por
tion of his speech with me; but I will 
give you the words of Mr. Fox-Charles 
James Fox-the greatest light, I pre
sume, which the Whig party has ever 
offered to the country. Charles James 
Fox said this l-

I I think that to extend the representa
tion to housekeepers is the best and most 
justifiable plan of Reform. I think also 
that it is a most perfect recurrence to first 
principles-I do not mean to the first 
principles of society, nor to the abstract 
principles of representation, but to the 
first known and recorded principles of 
our constitution. According to the early 
history of England, and the highest au
thorities in our parliamentary constitution, 
I find this to be the case. It is the opinion 
of the celebrated Glanville, that in all cases 
where no particular riglit intervenes, the 
common law right of paying scot and lot 
was the right of election in the land. This 
was the opinion of Serjeant Glanville, and 
of one of the most celebrated committees 
of which our parliamentary history has to 
boast; and this, in my opinion, is the 
safest line of conduct that you can adopt.' 

Now, what is it that I propose? That 
every householder, of course, because 
every householder is rated to the poor, 
shall have a vote; and if a man be not 
a householder strictly, but if he have an 
office, or a warehouse, or a stable, or 
land-if he shall have any property 
in his occupation which the Poor-law 
taxes, out of which he must contribute 
to the support of the poor, then I say 
I would give that man a vote. Now, 
sixty years is a long time. We have 
members of the aristocracy of this 
country exhibiting themselves frequently 
upon platforms on various occasions. 
They tell the people how wonderfully 
education has advanced; how much 
Parliament grants every year, and how 
much voluntary effort does; what a 



SPEECHES OF JOHN BRIGHT. DEC. 10, 

great step the people have taken for
ward. I wish they would come to 
the legitimate conclusion after all this 
praise of the people. Your statisticians 
tell you that two millions of the people 
are subscribers to benefit societies, and 
that their funds amount to more than 
nine millions sterling. Is that no proof 
of providence? Is that no proof of 
improvement and advancement? Who 
is the man that dare stand before any 
considerable number of his countrymen, 
and libel them by saying that the right 
which Mr. Grey, and which Charles 
James Fox, advocated for you in 1797, 
you are still so degraded that you 
are not fit to be trusted with in the 
year 1858? And of course with regard 
to your small boroughs, you must take 
some point of population, and you must 
cut off all those below it. You must 
allow their present electors to merge, 
as they would neoessarily merge, in the 
101. franchise, which in all probability 
you will establish for your counties. 

But still I know exactly how we 
shall be met-'You are going to 
Americanise us.' Nothing is so dread
ful to an Englishman who is thinking 
of emigrating across the Atlantic, as 
that we should be Americanised in 
England. That is a phrase invented 
by some cunning knave, intended to 
catch a good many very simple dupes, 
and no doubt it will catch some of 
them. But I should like to ask these 
gentlemen, whether representation is 
not an English custom and an English 
principle? They were Englishmen who 
first took it to the United States. It is 
said that wherever an Englishman goes, 
just as he takes with him his white 
skin, he takes with him the foundation 
of representative institutions. He has 
taken them already to the Cape; he is 
already as busy as possible in building 
up four or five monarchical republics in 
Australia; he has carried the repre
sentative system to Canada; he carries 
it wherever he goes. The Bill of 1833 
was a desperate measure in the direction 
of Americanising us. It took some 
boroughs, where twelve members of 

a corporation returned the Members 
to Parliament, and it gave the suffrage 
to. 5,000 of the people. That was 
Americanising such boroughs with a 
vengeance. The more you extend your 
representation, the more, of course, you 
become like that systematic and theo
retically perfect representation which 
exists in the United States of America. 

It is curious how free countries, and 
countries that we deem not free, often 
exhibit the same kind of thing at the 
same time. You know that lately a 
most distinguished Frenchman wrote 
a pamphlet about England-about a 
debate in the English ParliamenL He 
was charmed with the- freedom of de
bate; he was charmed with the absence 
of all kind of difficulty in expressing 
our opinions, and he went away full of 
this impression; and he wrote a pam
phlet in burning words, describing what 
he had seen in England, and by infer
ence, of course, saying something that 
was not palatable to those who are the 
present directors of the Government in 
France. Well, what was done? It was 
found out that it was an indictable 
offence, and the advocate for the pro
secution said in so many words, ' You 
praised England, and in doing so you 
humiliated France.' An humble indi
vidual like myself comes before his con
stituents, and he finds a nation of twenty 
or thirty millions, chiefly of English
men, on the other side of the Atlantic. 
He finds that with some small excep
tions, in two or three of the transatlantic 
cities, which are more German and 
Irish than American, he finds there in 
all the Free States law and order and 
security of property, equal to that which 
is found in the course of years in any 
other country in the world. And he 
says that to his constituents. He is 
not indicted for it; they do not give 
him so many pounds' fine, and so many 
months' imprisonment; but some scores 
of writers for the press, men who, or 
some of them, pretend to be in favour 
of liberty in England, but men who, if 
they were dre.ssed in the garb that most 
becomes theD\, would be dressed in 
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plush-these men assail me i and, pro-

t 

bably, if I were in France, and they 
were in Franoe, they would do their 

! best to indict and prosecute me. 

l
One word more upon this. I have 

said over and over again, that, perhaps, 

: 
I am the very last man in England who 

, would propose any institution here be
cause I found it elsewhere. I am not 
insensible to some things that appear 
to me to be errors in principle, some 
that are errors in practice, in the con
stitution and the customs of the United 
States. But I protest against our being 
shut up to take nothing from America 
but cotton, and rice, and tobacco. And, 
in fact, we do take a good many other 
things. I am told that my friend 
Mr. Platt, a member of a very eminent 
firm, has a wonderful machine from 
America with which to make bricks. 
We know that the agriculture of this 
country has been greatly advantaged 
by the importation of reaping machines 
from America. We know that those 
persons who are going about so ap
prehensive of an invasion, have par
ticular reason to be delighted with 
America, because they have received 
from that country the invention of the 
revolver. At this moment, in the 
Government small-arms establishment 
at Enfield, they have patent machinery 
from America for making gun-stocks. 
They can tum out a gun-stock, I am 
told, in twenty-two minutes, fit for the 
barrel. What a dreadful thing to think 
of! And I am sure that Mr. Miles, if 

I his Protectionist principles have not 
long ago deserted him, will be horrified 
to hear that they have actually brought 
Americans over to show the English 
how to work them. But there is much 
more behind. The Times, the Morning 
Star, the Daily Telegraph, and the lead
ing neWlipaper in this district, the 
MtmehlSter Daily E:cami,..,., with, I 
believe, two or three of the widely
circulated London weekly papers, are 
all printed on machines which were 
either made in America, or, being made 
in this country, were made on the 
American patent. And further than 

this, do you not remember that the 
West Enders. including even ladies, have 
been subscribing ten guineas apiece to 
invite a clever farmer from Ohio to 
show them how to tame a horse? Any
thing but politics. You may delight 
yourself with their charming poets
with Bryant, and Whittier, and Long
fellow; you may interest and instruct 
yourself by their great historians-Ban
croft, and Prescott, and Motley; but 
if you ask how free popular institutions 
are working among your own country
men on the American continent, you are 
denounced as unpatriotic, and charged 
with treason to the House of Lords. 

I will read a passage that was par
ticularly galling to those gentlemen, 
from the report of my speech at Bir
mingham. It is very short. I said:--
• Geuerally, in all the sovereign and 
independent States of America, there is 
a franchise as wide as that which I have 
proposed to-night. There is an exact 
and equal limit of Members to the 
electors; and there is, throughout many 
of the States,. the protection of the 
ballot; yet in America we find law, 
order, and property secure, and a popu
lation in the enjoyment of physical com
forts and abundance such as are not 
known to the great body of the people 
of this country, and which have never 
been known in any country in any age 
of the world before.' Now, Lord John 
Russell a short time ago was at Liver
pool, at a meeting of the Social Science 
Association, and he made a speech, 
many parts of which, I think, were 
admirable and instructive. He referred 
to America in two particulars, and 
showed how, in the States of New 
York and Louisiana, the laws had been 
codified and simplified. He said that 
with a few days' study a man might 
make himself perfectly acquainted with 
the laws with regard to land and landed 
property. He did not see (and Lord 
John Russell is not afraid to look abroad 
on a matter of this kind) why an old 
country-I do not quote his exact 
words-should be compelled to con
tinue a system which was not necessary, 
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and which it was found so advantageous 
to dispense with in a new country. But 
he said this :-

• It is education which enables the 
United States of America to proceed iu 
their wonderful career, upheld by the most 
popular institutions, without serious dis
turbance of law and order.' 

I quote another nobleman -'- a most 
estimable man too-a man who has 
done in his time great justice to the 
people and the institutions of the United 
States - the Earl of Carlisle. Eight 
years ago, when the state of America 
was fresh in his mind, he delivered a 
lecture, from which I have taken two 
extracts. Speaking of their elections, 
he says:- . 

• Elections may seem the universal busi
ness, the topic and passion of life; but 
these are, at least with but few excep
tions, carried on without any approach to 
tumult, rudeness, or disorder; those which 
I happened to see were the most sedate, 
unimpassioned processes I can imagine. 
In the Free States, at least, the people 
at large bear an active, and I believe, on 
the whole, a useful part in all the con
cerns of internal government and practical 
daily life.' 

And then speaking of the condition of 
the people he said-and you will know 
how far it corroborates, how far it 
exceeds even, what 1 said :-

• The feature which is the most obvious 
and, probably, the most inevitable, is the 
nearly entire absence, certainly of the 
appearance, in a great degree of ~he 
reality, of poverty. In no part of the 
world, I imagine, is there so much general 
comfort amongst the great bulk of the 
people; and a gushing abundance struck 
me as the permanent character of the 
land.' 

. And then with his 'own generous sym
pathy, he went on to say:-

• It is not easy to describe how far this 
consideration goes to brighten the face of 
nature, and give room for its undisturbed 
enjoyment.' 

I cannot, of course, help the fact that 
Lord Carlisle for a moment has fallen 
into rather a foolish panic since I un
dertook to address my constituents at 
Birmingham. I can assure him I do 
not wish to introduce American insti
tutions here. But I want to argue this 
point-that the people of England are 
now in a condition wherein it would be 
just to them, and safe for all classes in 
the country, that they should be widely 
entrusted with the possession of the 
elective franchise. 

Now I want to ask you, before I sit 
down, whether we can realise, or whether 
we can do anything towards realising, 
such a project of reform as that of 
which I have given you the very faintest 
sketch to.night? There is a danger 
awaiting us. It is quite possible, I 
think it is not wholly improbable, if the 
present Government should introduce a 
Bill v~ Ineffectual, wholly falling short 
of what we have a right to expect, that 
there should be some combination of 
the most unworthy portion of the Whig 
party with the present Government, for 
the sake of carrying that Bill. It would 
be a great misfortune to us if any such 
thing should happen. But that mis
fortune would be but temporary. It 
would be a fatal act on the part of the 
Whig party to take any such course as 
that. They would bring about this 
great result,-that the aristocracy who 
were wholly opposed to free Parlia
ments in this country, would sit on one 
side of the House, and that we, who 
may be considered of the more Demo
cratic party, would take our seats on the . 
other side of the House. Bnt I will 
undertake to say that if that division 
should once take place in Parliament, 
every election would increase the power 
of the Democratic section; and that the 
remembrance of the treason to the peo
ple which would be effected by conduct 
such as this would create an animosity 
towards the ruling class, against which 
I believe they would be wholly unable 
to contend. 

I have come to the conclusion of 
the observations I intended to offer you 
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upon these questions. Of myself I 
must add one or two words. My posi
tion in reference to this question is just 
now, as you know, one of heavy respon
sibility. I feel it to be so. I know it 
to be so. I have been requested by 
those who believed they represented a 
large amount of public opinion, to un
dertake the preparation ot' a .Bill to be 
submitted to the House of Commons 
during the coming session. I have not 
sought the office. I did everything I. 
could to decline it, without being guilty 
of an absolute desertion of, what ap-

• peared to be my duty. I am told
some that are not friends of mine and 

); some that are my friends tell me-that 
I hazard whatever little reputation I 

:,'11 have with the public in taking this 
course. If it be so, I can only say that 

, I 
' the creation or the sustaining of a reJ?u
tation has never been the great motIve 

,j in my political life. I have said before, 
and every day I am more sensible of it, 

j 
how ill qualified I am, in many respects, 

, for the work which I have undertaken, 

I 

f 

1 

.' 

and I am more and more sensible of the 
almost insurmountable obstacles which 
lie in the path before me. But I know 
that the cause is a just cause. I know 
that its success is necessary to the great 
future of this country; and I am per
fectly certain that, sooner or later, it 
must prevail. From this platfOim I do 
not speak, to you only-I speak to all 
my countrymen. If they wish for Reform, 
-if they think me honest, informed, ca
pable on this question-if they have 
any confidenct in those with, whom I am 
associated,-then let them meet in their 
cities, their towns, their villages,-in 
country parishes even, where free speech 
is not forbidden,-let them meet and 
speak; let them resolve, and let them 
petition. If they do this, I think I can 
promise them that before long they will 
be in full possession and in free exercise 
of those political rights, which are not 
more necessary to their national inte
rests than they are consistent with the 
principles of their boasted Constitu
tion. 
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[Mr. Bright visited Scotland, and spoke at Edinburgh and Glasgow in the winter of 
1858, on the subject of Parliamentary Reform. At the same time he drew up a 
Bill, for the amendment of the representation, the main features of which were-
the borough franchise was conferred on all who were rated to the relief of the poor, 
and on all lodgers who paid a rent of ten pounds; no more freemen were to be 
created; and the county franchise was reduced to 101. rental. The Bill put the 
returning officer's expenses on the county or borough rate; prescribed that votes 
should be taken by ballot; disfranchised fifty-six English, twenty-one Scotch, and 
nine Irish boroughs; and took away one Member from thirty-four other boroughs. 
The seats obtained by these disfranchisements were to be distributed according to 
population among the larger towns, counties, and divisions of counties in the United 
Kingdom. The Bill was not brought into Parliament, but the provisions of it were 
well known, and discussed at the time.] 

WREN I look upon these great meet
ings, at several of which I have been 
permitted recently to be present, I can
not help asking myself, What is the 
question-what is the matter-which 
appears to be stirring to their very in
nermost depths the hearts of my coun
trymen? Is it some sudden frenzy, some 
fanaticism which wise men must rather 
be sorry for than rejoice over? Is it 
some phantom which you pursue and 
never overtake? Judging by the looks 
of expectation and hope-even of assur
ance of success--'wbich light up the 
countenances of so many before me, I 
must believe you have at least some 
great and worthy object which has 
brought us together. I believe no more 
worthy object can assemble the citizens 
of any free nation; for here we are met 
to discuss the great question of Consti-

tutional Reform, and to consider how 
far it may be possible to confirm and 
give greater permanence and security 
to whatsoever portion of liberty we have 
derived from our forefathers. Let me 
remind you that when you discuss ques
tions connected with the House ofCom
nions, you are discussing that branch 
of the Legislature which is far the most 
important to liberty-without which, in 
fact, liberty cannot exist. You may 
have libelty with a monarchy, as you 
have in this country, but you may have 
a monarchy without liberty, as you see 
in many other countries of Europe. You 
may have liberty, as we have here, even 
with a portion of the legislative power 
in the hand of hereditary legislators; 
but you might have hereditary legis
lators and no liberty whatever. But 
that branch of the Legislature which 
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we are about to discuss is not only con
sistent with the existence of liberty. but 
it is inseparable in this country from 
the existence of liberty. 

One of the greatest men, one of the 
brightest names in the muster-roll of 
English worthies-the illustrious founder 
of the colony and province of Pennsyl
vania-gives this definition of freedom. 
He says, • That is a free country where 
the laws rule, and where the people are 
parties to the making of the laws.' And 
we are assembled to-night, I hope, in 
the full understanding of the magnitude 
of the question before us, and with the 
resolve in our hearts that we will, if we 
can, by the extension and improvement 
of our representative system, confirm 
and secure permanently, as far as lies 
in our power, that which is the greatest 
guarantee of freedom which we in this 
country possess. Now, in the discussion 

I of this question, we are in a very dif
: ferent position from that in which we 

found ourselves when I was here before. 
It is generally conceded that the figures 
are all on our side. You recollect that, 
twelve or fourteen years ago, there were 

· orators almost innumerable going about 
~ the country-there were some scores of 

them-who attacked us with figures 
· without end on the policy of Protec
tion. I do not intend to dig up these 
from the oblivion which the orators 

· themselves now wish they should be 
: buried in, but I tum to them for the pur- . 

pose of pointing out that nobody gets up 
to tell us, and to prove from the multi

, plication table, that the people are fairly 
represented in the House of Commons. 

\. But there is one charge brought 
· against us that it is difficult to escape 
· from. I am told that I use the same 

figures and facts in my various speeches. 
· What should I be told if I used different 
, figures and facts each time I spoke? It 
is the same case and the same grievance, 
and I speak to men of the same order 

:. on each occasion, and who are to be 
appealed to and roused by the same 
facts and statements, and therefore I 
cannot be expected to say something 

: wholly different to that which I have 

said on other occasions. F or instan~e, 
if I tell you that the whole body of 
electors of the United Kingdom amounts 
only to one-sixth portion of the whole 
adult men of the United Kingdom, and 
if I tell you that one-sixth of these 
electors-that is, one thirty-sixth of the 
adult· men of the United Kingdom
. return more than one-half of the Mem
bers of the House of Commons, I shall 
find it difficult to convey a clear idea of 
that fact, unless I make that statement; 
and although I may grieve our terrible 
critics, who watch over everything which 
I say, yet I am bound to explain this 
matter to my countrymen, wherever I 
meet them, and whenever they are will
ing to hear. Putting that statement 
into another form, we have at least six 
millions. of grown men in the United 
Kingdom, yet we have not more than 
one million who have votes, and I find 
by the Parliamentary returns that 
200,000 electors of that million . return 
more than half of the Members who 
sit in the House of Commons. The 
fact is, that it is easy to show that th.e 
electoral body is so grouped and man
aged, and the whole machine is so 
ingeniously contrived, that almost the 
whole objects for which such an as
sembly should exist are frustrated under 
the system which prevails among us. 

There is another illustration which 
has occurred to me. I have imagined 
that all the men over twenty·one years 
of age of the United Kingdom were as
'sembled on Salisbury Plain, or, not to 

. go so far, in some wild and desolate 
part of your own country, although I 
should hesitate to take you there even 
in imagination, for fear we should be 
charged with disturbing those sacred 
animals, the grouse and the deer. But 
for the sake of this illustration, we will 
imagine ourselves so assembled, and 
that the framers of our Parliamentary 
arrangements address these six millions 
of men, and say to five millions of them 
-comprising almost the whole body of 
the working classes, and a large portion 
of the middle classes-they say to them, 
• We. don't want you, you may return to 

20 
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your homes, and then we who are left 
will do your business for you.' Well, 
there would remain a million who would 
compose the electoral body. Let us 
make another separation. Take all 
the boroughs which compose the me
tropolis of the kingdom, seven great 
boroughs, and their seven great con
stituencies; then add to them the con
stituencies of the seven next largest 
boroughs - Liverpool, Glasgow, Man
chester, Birmingham, Leeds, Dublin, 
and Edinburgh. It would require you 
to take 200,000 from this million to 
form the constituencies of London and 
the other great I constituencies. And 
when you have formed them, you would 
find they were permitted to return thirty 
Members to. the English Parliament. 
But in another part of the plain you 
find 200,000 men taken out of the group, 
and they are permitted to return one 
hundred and twenty-six Members to the 
House of Commons. 

We see at a glance that although 
Parliament must do something when it 
is sitting, and must pass, sometimes 
bad and sometimes good measures, 
and the good ones with difficulty, we 
cannot but be sensible that, not as a 
machine for carrying out views on par
ticular questions, but for 5ustaining the 
character of the country in the Legisla
ture, it would be impossible to devise 
any plan more clumsy and more un
trustworthy with reference to the pur
pose for which it exists. Those 
boroughs which I have mentioned, 
namely, Manchester and the other 
seven great cities, have a population of 
nearly 3,000,000, and yet they only 
return thirty Members to the House of 
Commons. Of these 200,000 electors 
you have not heard the last. You do 
not know so much of it in Scotland as 
we do in England. Those 200,000 we 
left together are in groups, and are 
scattered up and down the country
many in Ireland-very many in Eng
land-with constituencies as low as 
eighty-six in number, and others, a con
siderable number, with two hundred 
and three hundred electors. The bulk 

of these have only a small body of 
electors compared with the large towns 
and constituencies. Now, when you 
have a small number of men together 
they can hardly keep themselves warm, 
and they cannot preserve their indepen
dence; and the nobles or landholders, 
and two or three lawyers, or two or 
three anybodies, who choose to combine 
and act with a fair amount of unity 
and subtlety, will control the representa
tion of these small boroughs-and the 
Members who go up to the House of 
Commons from them are often, and 
generally, not earnest men, not anxious 
to carry out any great public principle, 
or any principle at all; for the House 
of Commons is a convenient club, and 
a nice lounge, and affords a pleasant 
means of filling up their time; and the 
most of them being men of no business, 
they still want something respectable 
tQ be engaged in, that they may pretend 
not to be absolutely idle. 

Well, it follows from all this that 
the general result of what we call our 
Parliamentary representation is not found 
efficient as the guard of our national 
interests. It does not respond with 
any heartiness or any willingness to the 
aspirations of the people for better 
government, but it is found to be in 
sympathy-not with you, but-with 
the ruling class, and is infinitely more 
careful to preserve monopolies and 
privileges than the general rights of 
the great body of the nation. 

But to-morrow morning, somebody 
who is probably now, or will soon be 
sitting pen in hand, will say, with . a 
show of reason, that I am arguing en
tirely upon the question of the magni
tude of populations. That is not true; 
but still he may assert, that, in a coun
try like this, numbers simply should 
not decide this great question, and he 
will say that property ought to be taken 
into consideration as well as popula
tion. Well, let us test the worth of 
that appeal. Take your two foremost 
cities, and compare them with other 
cities which enJoy an unfair share of 
the representation. Let. us take our 
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C two cities of Edinburgh' and Glasgow. 
r I have the taxable property of these two 
I cities. Take Schedule A of the income 
f and pr?pr;rty tax" which ~eans lands 
i and buJidmgs, thmgs which you can 
~ see, and take Schedule D, which means 

profits on trades and the income of 

! professions-then the taxable property 
of these two cities is 7,800,0001., leaving 

l
out odd sums. There are one hundred 
and one boroughs in Great Britain IlIld 

,Ireland, whose taxable property is 
7,434,0001., some 350,0001. less than 

, the taxable property of f:dinburgh and t Glasgow. But, then, which has most of 
r the representation? The larger amount 
f of that taxable property returns alto
! gether only four Members to the House 
~ of Commons, and those other boroughs, 
: with the smaller amount of taxable pro
f perty, no less than one hundred and 
~ twenty-six Members to that House. 
I Let me make this explanation on the 
; Bill which Lord John Russell, acting in 
I Lord Aberdeen's Government, brought 
• before Parliament in 18540 and which 
€ did not become law. He proposed to 
• disfranchise all boroughs with popu-
1 lations less than 5000, and where the 
~ number of electors was less than three 
• hundred. Now, I believe if the line is 

I 
drawn at 7000, it will leave this amazing 

',disparity, that 7,800,0001. of taxable 
property will be represented by four 
Members, IlIld that a smaller amount 
of taxable property will be still repre

, sented by one hundred and twenty-six 
Members in the present House of Com
mons. Take another illustration on 
that point, namely, the annual sums 

· paid by the people of Edinburgh and 
Glasgow in taxes, including income-tax 
and property-tax in the two Schedules 
referred to; including also house-duty, 
assessed taxes, land-tax, and the whole 

,of those direct taxes paid by the popu
lation of Edinburgh and Glasgow,-the 
amount is 556,0001., represented by 
four Members; while the sum which 
the one hundred and twenty-six Mem
bers represent in the annual direct taxes 
paid by their constituents is 568,0001., 
being 1 I,oool. more than is paid by the 

populations of Edinburgh and Glasgow. 
In short, my investigations lead me to 
this conclusion, that whether we take 
numbers, or industry and wealth, or 
what we comprehend as political in
dependence-I do, not care by what 
test you try it-you ceme to the same 
startling, the same impressive result, 
that these great populations and great 
interests are most inadequately repre
sented in the House of Commons under 
our present system of representation. 

Well, having got thus far, we must 
have a change; and the question is, 
what change? I have a great suspicion 
of those men who profess great anxiety 
for something to be done, but who con
stantly assail those who are attempting 
to do something. You are aware that 
less than two months ago I had the 
privilege of addressing on two occasions 
very large meetings of the constituency 
of Birmingham. You remember the 
howl of astonishment which arose. I 
do not complain of the Tory papers, 
because they -are labouring in their 
always unsuccessful vocation; but of 
that which was set up by papers calling 
themselves Liberal, but which are 
written by men who seem to be 
manacled by the triumph of 1832, but 
who are not so far advanced now as at 
the time of the Reform Bill. I say to 
any of you who read leading articles, 
and who invariably believe them-and 
I have not the slightest doubt that this 
kind of faith may be prevalent among 
'some here-it is impossible, I believe, 
for anybody to compare the speech at 
Birmingham with that at Manchester, 
or the two speeches with the speech in 
Edinburgh, and to discover the slightest 
possible abandonment of anyone single 
sentiment that I uttered on the first 
occasion. Do these men suppose that 
I have the effrontery to stand before 
many thousands of my countrymen, 
after days and weeks of notice that I am 
to appear before them, and that I come, 
then, to speak merely the temper, the 
passion, and the sentiments of the hour? 
They little know, if they dream of this. 
the sense of~ponsibility under which, I I 

20-2 
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.think, every man should speak who offers 
himself on any occasion as the expounder 
of the opinions, or to be the guide of the 
deliberations, of his countrymen. 

Nearly thirty years ago the senti
ments that I have uttered upon this 
great question of Parliamentary Reform 
were proclaimed to thousands of our 
countrymen by Lord Durham. My 
opinions with regard to' the franchise 
'are not noveL I stated in Manchester 
that they were but the opinions which 
Mr. Fox and Lord Grey proposed to 
the House of Commons in 1797. I am 
no conjuror, I have no specific for 
national happiness, I offer you nothing 
made up of conundrums and tricks, but 
I bring before you what I believe to be 
a rational and substantiat project for 
the arrangement of our representation, 
which, I venture to say, has had, during 
the last sixty years, the sanction and 
approval of many of the greatest minds 
and of the greatest patriots of our 
country. Well, then, what is this 
change which is to swamp everybody, 
and that men stand aghast at? Is it 
that the elective franchise, which is 
now, both in England and Scotland, 
confined, in boroughs, to occupiers of a 
house valued at 101., should be lowered 
so as to take in, in reality, all the per
sons who are householders and occupiers 
of premises which are rated to the 
relief of the poor ? Your system of 
rating is much more modem in Scotland 
than ours in England, but I learn that, 
with two or three inconsiderable ex
ceptions, it is now become uniform 
throughout the whole of your country. 
The main reason that I propose this 

. franchise is this. Unfortunately in this 
country-I mean in Great Britain and 
Ireland - there is a very large class, 
which constantly requires the assistance 
of their fellow·men. There must needs 
be levied throughout the kingdom, a 
rate that· does not amount to less - at 
least, in 1856, it amounted fo more
than the enormous sum of 7,000,0001., 
raised for the express purpose of giving 
relief to the poor. Now, I think there 
is not one of your artisans who, in his 

walk of life, works hard ,from morning 
till night, six days in the week, who 
may have heavy demands at home in 
his own family, who is called upon to 
perform all the duties of citizenship, 
who is called upon also to contribute 
from his own earnings to the support 
of some feeble, some sick, it may be 
some dissolute and profligate man, who 
is not able to support himself,-I think 
there is not one of these who is thus 
called upon to be taxed on his weekly 
and annual earnings for such purposes, 
that has not. some claim to be con
sidered a citizen, and to be admitted to 
the rights of citizenship. 

I have been attacked, I am told-for 
I have not had time to read half of the 
attacks which I understand have been 
made upon me-I have been attacked 
as having been guilty of misrepresen
tation in stating the custom in England 
with regard to the question of the fran
chise. I have said that in England, in . 
our parochial government, in Poor·law 
Unions, and in our municipal govern
ments, the system of rating forms the 
basis of the elective franchise; and I 
could see no reason why it should not 
also form the basis of the franchise in the 
election of Members of Parliament. I am 
told that with regard to Poor-law Unions, 
and in some cases of parishes, but not 
'universally, there is a mode of voting by 
which men give votes somewhat in pro
portion to their property in the parish; 
where one man can give one vote, and 
another four or six votes. This is no{ 
very pleasant, wherever it is practised; 
to those having a smaller number 01 
votes; but the defence and the pre-' 
tended justification of it is that this is' 
a question of expenditure in the imme
diate locality, in the making of roads, 
in a variety of objects which are re
quired to be attended to by our various 
local governments, and that it might 
possibly end in throwing a great in
equality of expenditure and taxation 
upon a particular number, or on a few I 
individuals in parishes or districts: but ,.: 
when you come to the question of Par
liamentary Reform, where not only taxes I i 

J 
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t are to be considered, but interests and 
: personal rights, and not taxes only and 

personal rights only, but all questions 
affecting the great policy of the country 
both at home and abroad, I say it 
would be to cast a most deadly and in
eradicable insult upon the working 
classes of this country if anybody, for 
one single moment, urged that I should 
propose to give six votes at the poll 
for a Member of Parliament, while an 
operative at my side should be only 
allowed to give one vote. Until you 
are prepared to do full justice to the 

'great portion of the unenfranchised 
classes, I would advise you to allow 
matters to remain as they are. I am 
sure that opinion is growing, intelligence 
is growing, power is growing, com
bination is growing, and before long it 

, will be seen to be the interest of all 
those who value the tranquillity of the 
country and the contentment of the 
people, that political rights should be 

· widely and honestly distributed among 
all classes of our countrymen. 

There is one other question of the 
suffrage which, I believe, I have never 
yet touched upon in any preceding 
speech, that is, with regard to the pos
sibility of conferring the franchise, in 
some shape or other, upon those who 
are not householders, and are not rated, 

~ but are what are called lodgers. In 
: England we have no such franchise; 
, in Scotland you have. A person may 
, live in lodgings, for which he pays, when 
i unfurnished, the sum of 101. per annum, 
" which is the rental required for houses to 
> give a vote. In such a case that lodger 
\ can claim to have his name put upon the 

register, and I am told that in Edinburgh 
\. about thirty persons are enrolled who are 

in that condition. If that be so, I sup-
· pose there cannot be a difficulty in re

:. ducing the sum to some smaller amount, 
which shall become in some degree ac
cordant with the principle of a general 

, franchise, so based as to place persons of 
this description on the electoral register. 

· We come now to the question of the 
, county franchise, in which we have in 
, England a great advantage over you in 

Scotland. Here the limit is a 101. 
property and a 501- occupation fran
chise; but in England we have freehold 
franchise as low as 408. a-year. I think 
he would be a most fastidious mortal 
indeed who thought that the constitu
tion of the British Empire and the safety 
of anybody would, in the smallest de

. gree, be jeopardised by extending the 
+0'. franchise to Scotland. 

One has to go with remarkable pre
cision over the various topics of this 
great question, for if, by any chance, I 
say anything that is not fully explained, 
it is sure to be explained in a manner 
favourable to some inconsistency, and 
if any point is, omitted it is generally 
insinuated that I have seen reason to 
change my opinions. In Edinburgh, 
my voice was very bad and the room 
was densely crowded, and I was anxious 
not to make a long speech, and I said 
nothing on the question of the Ballot. 
It was instantly supposed that I did 
not hold the same opinions in Edinburgh 
that I did in Manchester and Birming
ham. We will not altogether leave 
out the Ballot to-night. If the franchise 
in your boroughs be reduced so much 
as to double the whole number of your 
electors, and if it be reduced so much 
in your counties as to increase by; pro
bably, more than one-half all the num
ber of electors in those counties, I 
think, if there be any call now for the 
adoption of the Ballot, that call will be 
more strong and imperative after such 

. a change in the franchise has been made. 
I am quite certain that in the district I 
came from, the county of Lancaster, 
there is but one opinion on this point 
amongst the great body of those persons 
who are hoping, by any Reform Bill, to 
be admitted within the pale of the Con
stitution of this country_ I think that 
they would to a very large extent im
plore the House of Commons not to 
confer upon them the right of the fran
chise, unless they conferred upon them 
also the power which, I believe, the 
Ballot alone would give them, of ex
ercising that franchise in accordance 
with their own convictions. 
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I cannot comprehend why any man 
should oppose the Ballot. I can under· 
stand its importance being exaggerated, 
but I cannot understand the man who 
thinks it would be likely to inflict injury 
upon the country. Every good influ· 
ence, every legitimate influence, would 
still exist. The rich man would still 
be rich and would still be powerful; in 
the nature of things it must be so. The 
educated man, the intellectual man, the 
benevolent man, the man of religious 
and saintly life, would continue to ex· 
ercise a most beneficent influence, which 
the Ballot, I believe, would not in the 
slightest degree impair; but the in
fluence of the landlord, of the creditor, 
of the customer- the influence of the 
strong and unscrupulous mind over the 
feeble and the fearful-that influence 
would be as effectually excluded as I 
believe it could be by any human con· 
trivance whatsoever. 

But there is another aspect of the 
question of the Ballot, which I think is 
more import ... ,t than its political one, 
that is, its moral aspect. How would 
canvassing be conducted under the 
Ballot? I do not know how you con
duct the canvassing of electors in this 
great city; I suppose it is not accurately 
conducted at all; but I will tell you 
how it is managed in small and mo· 
derate boroughs in England. The 
candidate goes to see as many electors 
as possible. In calling on any particu
lar elector, the canvassers endeavour to 
find out his employer, his landlord, 
some one who has lent him money, or 
done a kindness to some of his friends, 
or who has some influence over him, 
and half a dozen meet together, and 
though there may be nothing said, the 
elector knows very well there is some
body in that small number who has 
done him a benefit for which he expects 
a return, somebody who has power over 
him and who expects to be obeyed, and 
while the object is professedly that of a 
canvass, it is little better than a demon
stration of force and tyranny. Every 
man who, for want of the Ballot, votes 
contrary to his convictions, is a demo-

raJized and degraded man. If not so 
before, he would feel it necessary, for 
the sustaining of his character, that he 
should turn round and belie the princi
ples that he has up to that moment 
held and declared-and assert that he 
holds contrary principles now, and 
therefore did not vote against the con
victions of his conscience. There is no 
portion-I can assure this meeting 
there is not one of the propositions for 
Reform that have been submitted to 
the public-there is no other portion 
that is received with such unanimity, 
such enthusiasm of resolution, through· 
out all the meetings in England, as the 
proposition that the Ballot shall form 
a portion of the coming Reform. 

We come now to that question which, 
after all, is more difficult than any to 
which I have referred, and much more 
difficult of obtaining or carrying through 
Parliament-viz. the determination as 
to the mode in which Members shall in 
future be allotted to electors and con
stituencies. I presume that any Re
form Bill will draw some line, and 
below that line will disfranchise a num
ber of boroughs, assuming their popu
lation to be too small, and the number 
of electors too limited, and the interests 
too circumscribed, to justify them in 
returning a Member to Parliament, and 
the more of these boroughs that are 
thus cut off, the larger number of mem
bers or seats will Parliament have to' 
distribute among other constituencies. 
Now, what shall be done with such a 
borough as Glasgow? Are you con
tent to go on with your brethren in 
Edinburgh, with a population approach
ing to half a million-will you go on 
contentedly returning only four Mem
bers to the House of Commons to 
represent your vast and annually in
creasing interests and population, whilst 
a population no greater than yours 
shall return, as the case may be, fifty, 
eighty, or a hundred Members else
where? You are not the lovers of 
freedom I take you to be-you do not 
understand the question as well as I am 
satisfied you do-you have not resolved 
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. to brace yourselves up for this great 
reontest, as I hope this night you will 
- if you are content to go on in the 
same condition of things under which 
you have been for some time past. I 
am not about to state what I think is 
the limit that ought to be taken. Lord 
John Russell would not continue repre
sentation to boroughs with a population 
under 5000. Others have proposed 
that in the case of boroughs with a 
population under 10,000 they should be 
merged in the counties, and the electors 
in boroughs become electors in counties, 
-which would be a vast improvement 

. to the county representation, I will 
,leave this point, for I believe that with 
regard to my Bili it is not a settled i question, and I do not know the inten

~, tions of the Government or of anybody 
I else who may take a prominent part in 
~ introducing any measure to the House 
'; of Commons and the country. 
i Now, bear in mind, it is possible to 
! make great changes in the representa
~ tion without the smallest improvement. f At a dinner you may go from olle bad 
,; dish to another; you may go from one 
;, unpleasant street to another, from one r unprofitable business to another; you 
, may make a very important change in 
: respect to the franchise without any 
: sensible relief; and it is precisely thus 
; we must warn each other about these 
;' points of Reform, because it is quite 
: possible that the Government, hampered 
. by their own prejudices and dispositions, 

hampered by their followers, and con
scious that there are some of their 
opponents who do not want much Re
form; it is quite possible that Govern
ment may attempt a measure which, 
while seeming to reform, will leave 
the state of the representation quite as 

'. unsatisfactory as at present. Thus, I 
:, maintain, there can be no Reform ex
. cept on such, or on something like the 
, basis which I have endeavoured to lay 
, down; and I state this the more par-

ticularly because I am anxious that all 
my countrymen who have not invest i

: gated the question shall, when any 
: measure is really before them, be in a 

condition to form an intelligent opinion 
of it. At present the great body of the 
working classes of the country are ex
cluded, and I have shown you, from the 

. mode in which electors are crippled 
and managed, that the great body of 
the middle classes, if not excluded, are 
so arranged that they maybe said to 
'be almost altogether defrauded. I want 
to know why the working classes and 
the middle classes - I!Jld I wish we had 
no such terms, or that we had some 
better terms, but I mean by them all 
those persons who compose the vast 
population of the country below the 
great privileged and titled classes of 
society-I want to know why they 
should not all unite fairly in behalf of 
the great measure of political Reform 
to which we are looking forward? De
pend upon it a real measure of Reform 
is as much wanted for the security and 
for the welfare of the middle classes of 
society as it is for the operative classes. 

There is a great attempt constantly 
made to frighten the middle classes, 
They are told that working-men will 
not be inclined to listen to the advice 
'of those above them in condition, cir
cumstances, and education. Some of 
you recollect forty years ago, when such 
a thing as a public political meeting 
could not be held in Scotland. The 
ruling classes then held that political 
meetings were dangerous, that they 
were absolutely treasonable, that public 
tranquillity and the security of Govern

'ment were impossible i£ Englishmen 
and Scotchmen were permitted to meet 
and discuss public affairs. But Reform 
was carried, and after many years' ex
perience of it, we find that public tran
quillity is more firmly established now 
than at any fonner period of the history 
of this country. Twenty-seven years 
ago the Reform Bill passed. What 
said the great peers then, some of whom 
appear to have been recently startled 
from their somnolent security? What 
did they say? They said the King's 
Government could not be carried on, 
and that from the time when that 
moderate but great measure of Reform 
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was passed there would be ian end of 
the greatness and glory of this powerful 
nation. But what has been the result? 
Every one of these predictions has been 
utterly falsified. Twelve or fourteen 
years ago, when I was here last, what 
did they tell us of that simple measure 
of the repeal of the Com-laws? One 
great Peer told us that he should leave 
the country; and one of the labourers 
who was at the meeting asked, would 
his lordship take his land along with 
him? And we are told that not agri
culture alone, but manufactures, and all 
the commerce of the country would be 
crippled if not destroyed, and that your 
splendid river, bearing the leviathans of 
noble architecture constructed on its 
banks, would return to its former state 
of a small and pleasant strea.m,-and, I 
suppose, that men could catch trout and 
salmon from the bridge that crossed it. 
This kind of argument is what Jeremy 
Bentham has happily described as the 
hobgoblin argument, a great trick now
a-days to frighten people, lest they 
should do themselves some good. 

Yet to the middle classes - to you, 
who twenty-seven years ago were pro
nounced utterly unworthy of the fran
chise, to you they now say, -You are 
the bulwark of our constitution: You 
can live in a IOI. house, but if you go 
below to 91., if you go to 81., if you go 
to 71., the case is considered bad, but it 
becomes more desperate at 61. and 51., 
and the rating franchise is positively 
revolutionary. I confess I do not 
believe this. The number of electors 
under this rating franchise has been 
very much exaggerated by those who 
have not examined it. It was stated at 
a meeting in Edinburgh the other night, 
by a gentleman whose authority will 
not be disputed, that the franchise that 
I propose would raise the number of 
electors in Edinburgh from 8,000 to 
nearly J 7,000. I presume that in your 
city you have a greater population than 
Edinburgh has; but whatever it be, I 
am satisfied that if we are to take any 
step, if we are ever to change our re
presentation, I say to every man of the 

middle classes, to every man who wishes 
for the stability of institutions,- I say, 
let us treat the great body of the popu
lation with a magnanimous generosity; 
that our fellow-countrymen of twenty 
years hence may make an unanimous 
acknowledgment that generosity in the 
year 1859 was the path of true states
manship and of wisdom. 

But I observe in some newspaper, I 
am not sure whether it was one in your 
city,-it is said that I have railed to 
show to the working classes how giving 
them a vote could be of the smallest 
advantage to them. I believe that it 
would be of one advantage to them in 
the way of raising their self-respect. I 
have seen thousands of men who have 
no votes, at the nomination of candi
dates, attending polling-booths, with 
looks of great anxiety, and often with 
looks of great dejection. I believe that 
if. the major part of those men were 
enfranchised, the effect upon their minds 
and morals and general condition would 
be obvious and signal. The great secret 
of raising any man who has been brought 
up to what may be called the inferior 
occupations of life, is to find out some
thing to increase his self-respect. If a 
man becomes pos>essed with that feeling 
-if a man sees any way among his 
fellow-workmen, and in your numerous 
societies, benevolent or otherwise, by 
which he can make himself of use-you 
will at once see the change in the cha
racter of the man, and that what was 
before either stupid or low in his nature 
seems to be removed or diminished, and 
you will find that the man has become 
wiser, and nobler, and happier. I be
lieve that when you admit the general 
body of our artisans upon the rol1 of 
electors, when they can not only attend 
nominations and hold up their hands 
and cheer for the successful or popular 
candidate, but can also go one by one 
to the polling-booth, and register their 
votes for the mall who shal1 represent 
the great interests of Glasgow; my 
honest, conscientious opinion is, that 
you will do as much to raise their self
respect, to give them at least the rudi-
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;. ments and elements of the higher class 
. of citizenship, as you can do by all 

the other means that you now have in 
operation with a view of improving 
the condition of the working classes. 

But there are other results that will 
come to this country in case you ever 
obtain a fair representation of the people. 
I have been in Scotland a good deal for 
the last three or four years, and often 
before then. I have found, in travelling 
over your country, that your land is not 
the land oJ'the people of Scotland, but 
that it is in a position-in a manner 
exclusive-which is not found to be the 
case with regard to any other property. 
It is found in the possession - in 
comparison to the whole body of the 

I~ people-of a small handful of proprie
·;1 tors. Let no man say that I am about 

to assail any landed proprietors in Scot
land. 1 have received many courtesies 
from them, and not a few courtesies 
from the most eminent and distinguished 
among them; I speak only of the system 
which arises from a Legislature that is 
diametrically opposed to all the great 
principles of political economy, which 
we and you struggled for so many years 
to place on our statute books in the 
shape of a wiser legislation in matters of 
trade. Land is the basis of your indus
try. Is there any reason why land should 
not be as free as machinery, or ships, 
or household furniture, or cattle, or the 
goods and manufactures in your ware
houses? If freedom be the law of right 
and of wisdom with respect to all these 
kinds of property, how should the re
verse of freedom be any other than the 
law of mischief and injury when applied 
to land? You may travel-I was going 
to say, • from the rising of the sun to 
the going down thereof'-on some 
single estate in Scotland, north or south, 
east or west-wherever you go you ask 
whose land you are on, and you are 
told that it belongs to some marquis or 
some duke. They are happy mortals, 
it will be said, who possess this great 
territory; and so, probably, they would 
be, if it were possible for any man, how
ever well disposed, to adequately answer 

the responsibilities which such posses
sions lay upon him. You find on these 
vast estates very few tenants, and gene
rally very few of an agricultural popu
lation at all. There is little social 
freedom, there is little industrial free
dom, and there is still less political 
freedom in districts such as those which 
I am describing. I do not know very 
well how men can breathe freely when 
they find themselves continually on a 
soil not one morsel ·of which they can 
call their own, or can ever hope to call 
their own, until they take their last long 
sleep in that portion of it which shall 
finally be allotted to them. 

I am no advocate for a law to force 
the division of land. I do not want 
any landlord to be compelled to have 
a greater or smaller number of tenants; 
but I say that the system of legislation 
in regard to primogeniture, and on en
tails and settlements, which is intended 
to keep vast estates in one hand through 
successive generations, to prevent that 
economical disposition and change of 
property which is found so advantageous 
in every other kind of property-I say 
this state of things is full of the most 
pernicious consequences, not only to the 
agricultural Classes, but to all other 
classes of our countrymen, since all are 
affected by it. I recollect one evening 
seeing a farmer ride away from an 
hotel in the Highlands, and I asked his 
name. I was told that he was a farmer 
in some neighbouring glen, where he 
had a prodigious farm; and my inform
ant said that there were once fourteen 
goo!! farms on what is now one farm, 
and that each of the fourteen families 
always managed to send at least one of 
its sons to obtain a first-class University 
education. Now, I do not want any 
law to strip that one farmer of his 
farm; but the law which interferes with 
the free course of transactions in land, 
which multiplies and keeps up these 
vast estates, which gives to one man 
power over a whole territory, whereby 
he has at his disposal tenant and 
labourer· alike, is not such a law as is 
consistent with that freedom to which 
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the people of England and Scotland are 
entitled. Your agricultuml labouring 
population have no chance of rising in 
the world. They can come to Glasgow, 
as scores of thousands of men have 
come from the Highlands and from 
Ireland, or, forced by the unfavourable 
circumstances in which they find them· 
selves, they may become exiles from 
their native country, and form colonies 
in the far Pacific, or beyond the wide 
Atlantic, But I think we are bound as 
free men--and we townsmen are espe
cially bound, for we only have the 
power to take the initiative in this great 
question-we are bound, so far as we 
are able, by our representatives in Pa .... 
liament (and I have no doubt it will be 
one of the consequences of a real Reform 
Bill), to apply those great principles of 
political economy, which are the gospel 
and the charter of industry, as fully to 
property in land as we have already 
applied them to property engaged in 
trade. 

There is another point to which I 
must call your attention in answer to 
the question, • What is the good which 
the working classes, or any other class, 
can hope for from a wide extension of 
the franchise?' Now there is olle great 
question over which the public has no 
great hold. and that is the question of the 
public expenditure. The present Chan
cellor of the Exchequer, Mr. Disraeli. 
an eminent member of the House of 
Commons, a leading member of the 
Government, and a man of genius, 
whose present position, I must say, is a 
proclamation to the world of the incom
petency of the Conservative aristocracy 
and country gentlemen of the United 
Kingdom; and, what is still more to be 
remarked, is an evidence of the humility 
which adorns their character in thus 
admilting it,-Mr. Disraeli said, on 
more than one recent occasion, that 
expenditure depended on policy-by 
which he meant that our public expen
diture depended on our foreign policy. 
Now, our past foreign policy has been 
of a very questionable character. It has 
entailed upon us the permanent pay-

ment, from which there is no honou .... 
able escape, of a sum of 28,000,0001. 
per annum; and our present foreign 
policy, and matters connected with it, 
involve us in the present payment of 
22,000,0001. per annum for our great 
military and naval preparations and 
expenses. I am not about for a mo
ment to discuss the question, whether 
our foreign policy has been, or is now, 
good, bad, or indifferent, because that 
does not very much affect the question 
to which I wish to call your attention. 
In our home affairs we have a very open 
system of governmenL If the Home 
Office is about to do anything, some
body hears of it, and somebody approves 
of it, or somebody objects to it. In 
all matters connected with our personal 
freedom, with the administration of 
justice, in all things which may be 
called internal, we have the freest 
opportunity of obtaining information, 
expressing our opinion, and enforcing 
our views on the GovernmenL 

But when you come to our foreign 
policy, you are no longer Englishmen; 
you are no longer free; you are recom
mended not to inquire. If you do, yon 
are told you cannot understand it; you 
are snubbed, you are hustled aside. 
We are told that the matter is too deep 
for common understandings like ours
that there is great mystery about iL We 
have what is called diplomacy. We 
have a great many lords enga!!ed in 
what they call diplomacy. We have a 
lord in Paris. we have another in 
Madrid, another in Berlin, another (at 
least we had till very lately) in Vienna, 
and another lord in Constantinople; 
and we have another at Washington; 
in fact, almost all over the world; pa .... 
ticularly where the society is most 
pleasant, and the climate most agree
a ble. there is almost certain to be an 
English nobleman to represent the 
English Foreign Office, but you never 
know what he is doing. You have 
three or four columns every other day 
in most of the leading London papers
not a little of which is copied into 
the provincial journals-all about our 
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~ foreign affairs, and yet, notwithstanding 
r this, you are not a bit better acquainted 

with the matter when you read it, if 
you do read it at all, than you were 
before. Yet you have the great fact, 

.. that you have paid 28,000,000/. a-year 'a for more than forty years, and, since the 
, year 1815, more than 1,000,000,0001. 

" out of the industry of the population. 
And out of all this comes the supposed 
necessity of armaments twice as large 

, as were necessary twenty-five years ago; 
and yet you have no control over, and 
know nothing of the matter. There is 
not a population equal to this in Russia, 

, Austria, or France, that knows less of 
the foreign affairs of any of those 
countries than this meeting probably 
knows of the foreign affairs of England. 

Lately, our Minister for Foreign 
Affairs was candid enough to tell you 
that Government drifted into war, and 

, you know what is meant when a ship 
drifts. And other Foreign Ministers 
have drifted us into a great many wars; 
and I expect, if some change be not 
made with regard to this question, that 

.. they will either find it convenient, or 
" that they cannot avoid it, from ~ome 
~ cause or other, to allow us to drift into 
, a war at some future period. I will not 

talk of what war is-we have had a 
specimen of it. Be it necessary or be 
it unnecessary-be the quarrel just or 
be it unjust-be it for the rights of the 
nation or to gratify the stupidity of a 
monarch or the intrigues of a minister 

, -war, nevertheless, is one of the 
" greatest calamities that can afflict any 
I' kingdom or the human race; and you, 

r

'.:,' the people, are ignorant of the steps 
, by which you are drawn into war. A 

Scotch Duke-and, by the way, rather 
a sprightly Duke he is too-lately took 

,,' me to task for something that I had said. 
I had called in question the wisdom of 
the policy which compels this vast 

, expenditure abroad, while the people 
of Ireland were working at one shilling 
a day for wages, and the people of your 
own Highlands were living upon three 
meals of oatmeal a day I What was 
the triumphant refutation of my argu-

ment? This only, that oatmeal was a 
most wholesome article of diet. If I had 
said that the Duke's dogs, at Inverary 
Castle, had been fed upon oatmeal three 
times a day, the answer would have 
been perfectly satisfactory. ' 

But I am told further by these autho
rities, though the country does occa
sionally become involved in war, that 
the people desire it, that they are as 
fond of it as their rulers. Well, if the 
Peers did sorrow for the late war, they 
never told their grief. Are ,the people, 
are the nation, to have the blame of 
those calamities thrown upon them 
when they do occur? Who form your 
Cabinet? Not the merchants of Glas
gow-not the shopkeepers nor the 
artisans--no, but the members of the 
peerage of the United Kingdom. Half 
of your Cabinets are formed from the 
House of Lords, and the other half from 
the House of Commons are so directly 
connected with the peerage that they 
may be regarded as belonging to that 
class. Do not let the conduct of public 
affairs remain with a few leading fami
lies, who enjoy all the emoluments and 
all the power; and when such an one 
as myself steps forward to point out the 
blunders they commit, and the crimes 
they are guilty of, if I tell them of the 
sufferings which my countrymen have 
endured, sufferings, the full measure of 
which never will be known or revealed 
to us, and' which will be known only in 
eternity, do not let us have it said that 

, the people are in favour of wars, when 
they have in reality so little to do with 
them. 

It is a curious thing to observe the 
evils which nations live under, and the 
submissive spirit with which they yield 
to them. I have often compared, in my 
own mind, the people of England with 
the people of ancient Egypt, and the 
Foreigu Office of this country with the 
temples of the Egyptians. We are told 
by those who pass up and down the 
Nile, that on its banks are grand temples 
with stately statues and massive and 
lofty columns-statues each one of which 
would have appeared almost to have 
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exhausted a quarry in its production. 
You have, further, vast chambers, and 
gloomy passages; and some innermost 
recess, some holy of holies, in which, 
when you arrive at it, you find some 
loathsome reptile which a nation rever
enced and revered, and bowed itself 
down to worship. In our Foreign 
Office we have no massive columns; 
we have no statues; but we have a 
mystery as profound; and in the inner
most recesses of it we find some miser
able intrigue, in defence of which your 
fleets are traversing every ocean, your 
armies are perishing in every clime, and 
the precious blood of our country's chil
dren is squandered as though it had no 
price. I hope that an improved repre
sentation will change all th.is; that the 
great portion of our expenditure which 
is incurred in carrying out the secret 
and irresponsible doings of our Foreign 
Office will be placed directly under the 
free control of a Parliament elected by 
the great body of the people of the United 
Kingdom. And then, and not till then, 
will your industry be secured from that 
gigantic taxation to which it has been 
subjected during the last hundred and 
fifty years. 

There is much' in this country, not
withstanding, of which we may be 
proud. We can write freely, we can 
meet as we ·are met now, and we can 
speak freely of our political wishes and 
our grievances. The ruling classes, with 
a wise sagacity, have yielded these points 
without further struggle; but we are so 
delighted with our personal freedom, we 
are so pleased that we can move about 
without passports, and speak, write, and 
act as freely as a free man requires to 
do, we are so delighted with all this, 
that we are unconsciou~ of the fact that 
our rulers extract from our industry a 
far larger amount than any other Go
vernment does, or ever did, from an 
equal number of people. Dr. Living
stone, the African traveller, if I am not 
mistaken, is a native of this neighbour
hood, and you no doubt identify his 
reputation in some degree with your 
own. He gives, in his interesting and 

charmiqg book, many anecdotes of the 
various creatures which he saw and 
heard of during his travels. He de
scribes in one place, I remember, a 
bird, which he calls a dull, stupid bird, 
a kind of pelican, which occupies itself 
with its own affairs on the river side. 
This pelican catches fish, and when it 
has secured them it puts them into a 
pouch or purse under its bill, instead 
of the ordinary accommodation which 
anglers have in Scotland for their prizes. 
Dr. Livingstone tells of another bird 
which is neither dull nor stupid, which 
he calls the fish-hawk. This hawk 
hovers over the pelican, and waiting 
patiently until the latter has secured 
the fish, he comes down upon him with 
a swoop and takes the fish frOQl the 
purse, leaving the pelican delighted that 
the hawk h~s not taken him bodily 
away, and setting to work at once to 
catch another fish. 

t ask of you whether you can apply 
this anecdote to your own case? You 
are told that your Government is a 
Government which allows you to meet, 
and that it lets every man say anything 
short of absolute treason, at least in 
times of tranquillity; it permits your 
leading-article writers to denounce, at 
will. every member of the Government; 
and like the pelican, you are so de
lighted that you are not absolutely 
eaten up by it, that you allow it to ex
tract from your pockets an incalculable 
amount of your industry, and you go to 
work just as the pelican does, until this 
great Government fish-hawk comes down 
again upon you. What I want is, that 
all the people should examine the ques
tion thoroughly for themselves. Rely 
upon it, your present and future wel
fare as a nation are bound up with it. 
Many persons suppose that because some 
people pay but little in the shape of 
taxation, that it matters nothing to them 
what taxes the Government imposes 
upon the nation. Every man who drinks 
tea, or consumes any exciseable articles, 
pays taxes; but apart from this view 
of the question, I would have you to 
understand that everything which the 
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Government expends, supposing it was 
all to come from the employers' pocket, 
would be a diminution of that great 
fund of capital out of which wages were 
paid. Every man, therefore, whether he 
pays taxes or not-more so, of course, 
if he does-every man, if he is not 
mainly living upon the taxes, has a 
most direct interest in establishing that 
representation 'of the people that will 
give the nation a firm control over the 
expenditure of its money. 

I have devoted many years of my life, 
I have spent much labour in advocating 
a greater freedom of the soil. I believe 
that it would work better and prove 
more profitable to the landed proprietors 
themselves. . I think that free land, 
greater economy in the public expen
diture, with the growing intelligence 
which we see all around us, and the im
provement which is taking place in the 
more temperate habits of the people, 
all these things together fill me with 
the hope that whatever we have in 
the annals of the past of which we can 

•• 

boast, there is still a brighter future in 
store for this country. I come amongst 
you not to stir up animosity between 
class and class; that is the charge 
brought against me by men who wish 
that one class may permanently rule 
over every other class. I come amQllgst 
you that we may delibernte on those 

. great questions on which our success 
and our prosperity depend. You know, 
at least if you do not know it I will tell 
you, that I am no frequenter of Courts. 
I have never sought for office or the 
emoluments of place. I have no craving 
for popularity, I think I have little of 
that which may be called the lust for 
fame. I am a citizen of a free country. 
I love my country, I love its freedom; 
but I believe that freedom can only be 
extended and retained by a fair and 
honest . representation of the people; 
and it is because I believe this, that I 
am here to-night to ask you, through 
the power of your intelligence and your 
numbers, to step into the position which 
now opens up before you. 
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LORD DERBY'S BILL 

HOUSE. OF COMMONS, MARCH 24, 1859. 

From Hansard. 

[The Bill proposed by Lord Derby's Government in 1859 introduced certain < fancy 
franchises' in boronghs, giving a vote to persons having 101. per annum in the Public 
Funds, Bank Stock, or India Stock, or 601. in a Savings Bank; and to recipients of 
pensions in the Naval, Military, and Civil Services, amounting to 201 .. a-year. 
Dwellers in a portion of a house whose aggregate rent was 201. a-year could have a 
vote. The suffrage was also to be given to graduates of the Universities, ministers 
of religion, members of the legal and medical professions, and to certain school
masters. The Government recommended an identity of franchise in counties and 
boroughs, and therefore proposed to reduce the occupation franchise in counties to 
] 01, The Bill proposed the use of voting-papers, and the disfranchisement of such 
freeholders in towns as voted for counties. The Government BiIl was defeated on 
April] by a majority of 39 (291 votes for the second reading. 330 against), and a 
dissolution followed.] 

1M the observations which I am it is because I think the course he is 
anxious to address to the House I shall taking is' advantageous to the country, 
endeavour to keep myself strictly to the and I hope if I have hereafter occasion 
question before it. I shall not attempt to differ from him they will give me 
any answer to some, perhaps 'well- credit also, and will presume that I 
intended, but rather feeble, assaults differ from him only because my con-
which have been made upon me during victions lead me to do so. 
this debate, and I shall not attempt any There are two questions before us-
explanation in answer to what was said the Bill of the Government and the 
by the hon. and learned Gentleman the resolution of the noble Lord. and in 
Solicitor-General the other night when addition to these the great question of 
he spoke of an alliance between the Parliamentary Reform, which has been 
noble Lord U- Russell) and myself. more or less discussed by every Member 
That which is pUJely imaginary is not who has addressed the House. With 
easy to explain. The House I believe regard to the Bill there is a singular 
will give me credit when I say that if unanimity of feeling. With the excep
I am found acting with the noble Lord tion of Gentlemen on the Treasury L ____________________________ ~ ________________ ~ ________ ~ 
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• bench, who may be considered in the f light of professional witnesses, I believe 
, there is no single Member who has 

spoken who has not expressed strong 
repugnance to some main point or prin-

" ciVle of the measure. A remarkable 
speech has been delivered by a right hon. 
Gentleman on this side of the House. 
He denounced the Bill as much as if 
he had been the greatest opponent of 
hon. Gentlemen opposite, but he was 
vehement! y cheered by the other side 

. of the House throughout almost the 
whole of that speech. Seeing that he 
turned the measure inside out, it was 
rather remarkable that his speech 
should be so relished by hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, and considering some of the 
observations which he made; the right 
hon. Gentleman certainly suggested a 
course the most extraordinary. He 
denounced the Bill as treason, not to 
the .Crown, but to the people, and he 
proposed to inflict upon it something 
like the barbarous punishment with 
which our law, I believe, still visits 
those who are guilty of this great crime; 
and yet, after calling on the House to 
go with him in taking out the heart oC 
the measure, and, for aught I know, in 

, disembowelling it, he comforted him
self with the belief that the Government 

, would accept and assist in carrying 
the BilL He appeared to forget that 
the Government had parted with two 
eminent Colleagues on the very points 
of difference which he was discussing. 
He seemed to forget that if the Chan
cellor of the Exchequer adopted this 
proposal he would lay himself open to 
the unfortunate suspicion that a sug
gestion, to which he would not consent 
at the instance of two of his late dis
tinguished Colleagues, he would accept 
rather than have a vote of this House 
against the Government with the conse
quences which are likely to follow. I 
certainly was astonished that a man so 
acute as the right hon. Gentleman, after 
having spoken in such glowing lan
guage, and with an eloquence rarely 
heard in this House, of the priceless 
honour of our public men, should 

suggest such a course to the Govern
ment. 

I shall not follow the right hon. 
Gentleman who has just spoken on the 
details of the Bill to the extent to which 
he has entered upon them. I shall 
confine myself to the two principles 
which, after all, are at this stage of the 

. Bill only before us, being brought spe
cifically under discussion by the reso
lution proposed as 111l amendment by 
the noble Lord. I should like to ask 
the House-because I think there is 
some disposition tq evade this question 
-what is it that people understand by 
a measure of Parliamentary Reform? I 
mean people out of doors, of whom 
hon. Gentlemen are likely to hear a 
good deal before this matter is settled. 
They understand it should mean two 
things-first, an extension of the fran
chise to considerable classes, not now 
enfranchised; and, at the same time, 
that it should give to the country larger 
and freer and more independent con
stituencies. Now, I want to ask how 
this Bill meets such a demand, because 
if it does not it is no Reform Bill,' the 
Government had no right to propose it 
in answer to that demand, and the House 
of Commons will fail in its duty if it 
gives any countenance to such a measure, 
or passes it into a law. 

In the counties at this moment, con
fining myself to England and Wales, to 
which alone this Bill refers. there are, 
in round numbers, 500,000 electors, 
400,000 of whom are freeholders and 
100,000 occupying tenants above the 
value of sol. Now, is there any doubt 
upon this point-that if any gentleman 
were asked to put his finger upon that 
description of elector in the counties 
which is most independent, he would 
say the freeholder; if upon the least 
independent, he would say of necessity 
the Sol. occupier? Without saying 
anything against tenant· farmers or the 
owners of farms themselves, I think this 
is a description which the House will 
admit to be fair. Well, the Bill pro
poses first of all to get rid from the 
counties of one-fourth, 100,000, of the 
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most independent class, the freeholders. 
I am not now speaking of disfranchising 
them, but of getting rid of them from 
the counties, and mixing them up with 
another class of electors. Everybody 
will see' at a glance that if 100,000 of 

. the most independent class of electors 
are taken from the counties, the less 
independent class must necessarily be 
made more powerful. 

The Bill makes. to my mind, another 
proposal of a most insidious character. 
The boundaries of boroughs are to be 
al tered in a very Iemarkable fashion. 
The framers of the Bill seem to imagine 
that it is necessary for some object of 
theirs to include within the boundaries 
of boroughs 'every individual whom by 
any pretence they can lay.hold of and 
separate from the county. if they suspect 
him to be infected witll the prevalent 
opinions of the towns. By this means, 
of course, they would after the passing 
of their Bill diminish still more what
ever there may be of the independent 
element in the county constituencies. 
But now observe the cunning - will 
right hon. Gentlemen forgive' me the 
expression ?-perhaps it was a mistake, 
like the disfranchisement of 50,000 men 
-observe the mistake. then, involved 
in the plan which is to be referred to 
our intelligent and impartial friend 
Mr. Darby. I understood that Mr. 
Darby, the head of the Enclosure Com
mission, is to appoint a Commission 
for this object. The question, then, 
will be referred to him or to somebody. 
I will admit, if you like, that the Com_ 
mission is as good as I or anybody in 
this House could wish. This Commis
sion is not to examine the case of all bo
roughs. It is merely intended, as I un
derstand it, to shut up within the borough 
boundaries all the suburbs of our cities 
and towns, and all immediately ·con· 
tiguous villages. But the Commissioners 
have no charge to go to another de
scription of borough. and shut up the 
country parishes within the boundaries 
of counties. Now, surely, if it was a 
fair thing to go to any large town and 
say, 'All these streets and villages shall 

be comprised within the borough; none 
of these 101. occupiers shall vote for the 
county: it would be a fair thing to go 
to agricultural boroughs and to say, 
'My good fellows. farmers. and so forth, 
in all these country parishes we are 
about to make a clear distinction
perpetual enmity between town and 
county; everybody near a town is to 
be shut into that town; you must be 
shut out of the borough, and into the 
county.' 

I will tell the House what will be the 
result of the proposal in one or two 
cases. There are at this moment, 
within the limits of boroughs, farms 
the rental of which exceeds 2.500,0'101., 
and yet these are called boroughs. We 
will take' the borough represented by 
the First Lord of the Admiralty. He 
will speak in this debate, and can cor
rect me if I am wrong. In Droitwich 
there is an assessment to the income
taX under Schedule A of land and 
buildings to the amount of 56.0001. 
a-year, of which 39.6001. is an assess
ment of land and farms. There are four 
town parishes and twelve rural parishes. 
The town parishes contain one hundred 
and sixty electors, the rural two hundred 
and thirty-two electors. In point off act, 
therefore. the right hon. Gentleman does 
not represent a town at all. No, the 
large majority of his supporters and 
constituents are farmers and persons as 
much connected with rural affairs as if 
they were in the centre of the county 
and miles away from any towns or vil
lages. I say, if this line is to be drawn, 
it must be drawn in all cases. Take 
the case of the borough of Petersfield, 
which is also represented by an hon. 
Baronet on the Treasury bench. In 
that town the case is still more glaring. 
There is 31,0001. assessed in land and 
buildings in the borough, but of that, 
24.0001., or more than four-fifths. is in 
respect of land and buildings in agri
cultural parishes. I am not now com
plaining of those parishes being added 
to the town; but the Government has 
no right to propose, and Parliament 
will never pass, a Bill the only object 
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'.of which will be to shut as many as 
-possible in the borough in the one case, 
but nol to interfere in the other, and 
thus to diminish that great variety of 
suffrages nnd of interests which it is 

.desirable that every Member in this 
House shall represent. 

The noble Lord the Secretary of State 
, for India said with regard to the great 

. "measure of disfranchisement, that it was 
a . mistake, and that he was sorry the 
clause was not originally introduced into 
the Bill which was afterwards laid on 

, tthe table of the House byhis hon.Friend. 
, Again, the Secretary of State for the 

COlonies, when he was charged with the 
faulty character of the clause extending 
the I oZ. franchise to counties, made rather 

: j a staggering admission that this was 
, also in the nature of a mistake. and if 

it was wrong, that we could likewise go 
into the question in Committee. But I 
find everything that has been done has 
one direction, and one only. I cannot 

. understand the Chancellor of the Ex-
'~equer, when speaking of the painful 

anxiety with which this Bill has been 
.brought forward, he has not, in all that 
.anxiety and deliberation, discovered lhat 
lfie was going to disfranchise 50,000 of 
the best electors of the kingdom. 

• Now, what is the main object of this 
measure? It is evidently to make the 
'representation of the counties, if possi
ble, more exclusively territorial than it 
~s at present. I ask the House to con-

" ,.;ider whether that is a desirable object 
:(or us to attempt? Ask Lord Lyndhurst 

, -long a leading statesman, acting with 
Gentlemen opposite; ask Lord Aberdeen. 
:Sir Robert Peel is not here, and you can
'!lot ask him; but you can ask the right 
-hon. Gentleman the Member for Carlisle, 
Iilnd the right hon. Gentleman the Chan
:ellor of the Exchequer could add his 
.mpressive testimony, whether it has not 
.. Iways been the chief difficulty of the 
:::abinet, sitting on that side of the 

i House-I mean with Gentlemen oppo
lite, for many years, far longer than I 
,lave been a politician-that they were 
.upported by one hundred and fifty or 
llore Gentlemen representing the coun-

ties, and elected very much in the way 
described by Lord Derby, and, being 
supported by that party, whether they 
have not found it utterly impossible, 
without doing that which was very un~ 
pleasant, or without ruining themselves, 
which is unpleasant to a Government, 
to propose or carry any of those mea
sures which were made necessary by the 
opinions and demands of the country. 

Do not let Gentlemen opposite sup
pose that I am finding fault individually 
with anyone of them in this matter. 
From 1842 to 1846, what was the diffi
culty which the Government of Sir 
Robert Peel constantly found in its 
way? Of that, I dare say, the right 
hon. Baronet the Member for Carlisle 
could give us a graphic and instructive 
description. What became of that Go
vernment of 1846? There was a dis
ruption which resulted in years of 
anarchy in this House. But go' back 
to the experience of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer in 1852. The then 
Government was broken up by a ma
jority of nineteen votes in this House 
after a general election, because it was 
necessary, in order to satisfy the expec
tations and demands of that same party 
sitting behind them, to propose a Bill 
with regard to the malt-tax, for which, 
on the whole, the country certainly 
made no demand, and to which the 
House was not willing to consent. 
I was then very sorry for Lord Derby, 
and I never, except once, gave a vote 
which I more regretted to have to 
record than on that occasion; but the 
Government could not alter or with
draw their proposition, because the one 
hundred and fifty Gentlemen behind 
them thought it necessary that such a 
measure should pass, and now we find the 
right hon.Gentleman in the same position. 

Does any man believe that this is the 
sort of Bill that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer thinks best for the country? 
Does anyone suppose that a man with 
his intellect, and who understands all 
the bearings of this question, approves 
of-I will not say the • deplorable rub
bish,' but the grievous and fatal mis-

21 
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takes to be found in the clauses of this 
Bill? He knows that this Bill in its 
present shape is a Bill framed to satisfy 
the prejudices, the scruples, the con
victions, if you like, and the fears of 
the one hundred and fifty country Gen
tlemeii who sit behind him. I should 
think it a great misfortune to have 
one hWldred and fifty Gentlemen.here, 
representing only -ironworks, or only 
ships, or only the cotton and woollen 
factories of Lancashire and York"hire. 
I believe it is almost essential to a good 
Member of this House, so far as it 
depends on eXternal circumstances, that 
he should have among his constituents 
a variety of what the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer would call 'interests,' per
sons of various classes, -occupations, 
and opinions. I think they keep him 
better to his duty, modify his opinions, 
and make him a more valuable Member 
of the House than he is likely to be ifhe 
represented only some special interest. 

I must say one word about that 
charming part of our . institutions of 
which the right hon. Gentleman (Mr. 
Walpole) has spoken in such affectionate 
terms. I mean the small boroughs. 
They are the jewels of our representa
tive system. Putting the case -in the 
smallest number of words, you say that 
they send men into Parliament who 
cannot get in anywhere else. In one 
of them a boy was put in at nineteen. 
That is considered a great argument 
for perpetuating such a system. These 
boroughs form, in point of fact, a refuge 
for the politically destitute; and all that 
I have heard in their favour is that the 
persons who find shelter in them are 
what would be called • deserving ob
jects.' Now, the right hon. Gentleman, 
I dare say, reads the papers as well and 
as studiously as I do; and he will per
haps recollect a case or two which I 
will state to the House. There was an 
election at Harwich the other day. It 
is not long since there was an election 
there, and I remember a statement made 
at the time. It was said that Mr. Bag
shaw-not now a member of this House 
-had discharged a dr~nket;' ga~dener. 

There were two free-traders who had 
carried out their principles further than 
the law sanctioned, and were impli
soned for smuggling. A respectable 
parson of the palish, who had not been 
out of his room for two years, was 
brought down (by the aid of cordials, 
stimulants, and a sedan-chair) to the 
poll, and those four individuals influ
enced the result of the election. Now, 
go to another borough. I recollect an 
election for the borough of .Carlow. 
There were two troops of dragoons, two 
companies of infantry, and one hundred 
and fifty police; the whole of this force 
having, during the period of the elec
tion, been engaged in keeping the peace 
in a town which comprised only two 
hundred electors. Now, notwithstand
ing the picture which I have drawn of 
these small boroughs, I must not be 
understood as saying that virtuous elec
tions do not ta.)<.e place in some of this 
class, and that they do not still retain 
some remnant of freedom. But if there 
be any virtue or freedom left in them, 
the right hon. Gentleman.the Chancel
lor of the Exchequer, not content with 
corrupting and maltreating them in 
every way, defaces the fair form of your 
county representation, and lays his 
sacrilegious hands upon those very 
spots about which everybody but my
self just now speaks in such very high 
terms. 

I should like to give the House an 
instance of the justice of what -I state. 
There has been an election at Banbury. 
It is but the other day that the hon. 
Gentleman who represents that place 
took his seat in this House. Banbury 
is a borough which I do not propose 
to disfranchise, but it is one which 
everybody who knows its size must 
admit to be possessed of singular inde
pendence of action in political affairs. 
I believe the hon. Gentleman who at 
present represents -it will admit that to' 
be the fact. Now, just imagine what 
the proposition of the right hon. Gen
tleman the Chancellor ofthe Exchequer 
will lead to in the case of Banbury. 
Imagine, if you can, the people of that 
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~ borough making speeches, canvassing, 
• explaining their political views, and 

resolving upon the proper fulfilment· 
of their political duties. Well, all 
this is taking place, but at the criti
cal moment you may see a man-for 
aught I know he may be the concocter 
of this Bill_for it appears to me to be 
not so much the Bill of a statesman as 
of some. party electioneering agent
you may see, I repeat, a man of this 
description, emerging after dark from 
the Carlton Club, proceeding to a pillar 
letter-box which stands quite near it 
upon the opposite side of the street, 
and dropping into it-unless, indeed, 
he should find it necessary to go as far 
as Charing Cross for the purpose of 
registering them-some ten or twenty 
letters about nine or ten o'clock in the 
evening, while the unfortunate people 
of Banbury are labouring under the de
lusion that they are carrying on a great 
constitutional contest. Unhappy men, 
they little know that the resistless loco-
motive engine has been set to work; 
that it is rushing down through county 
after county: and that they will awake 
the next morning only to find out that, 
through the instrumentality of a leathern 
bag, which has just been deposited at 
the post-oflice, somebody is returned as 
their representative who has not the 
slightest sympathy with their interests. 

But this is no new thing. If anybody 
· will turn to the report of the Municipal 

Corporation Commissioners in 1834, 
he will there find a statement made by 

; Mr. Austin in reference to the borough 
of Carmarthen: in which he gives the 
number of resident and non-resident 
freeholders not of the value of 400 .. but 

· of ..z., and, in addition, the number of 
· 101. occupiers. The number of bur-
· gesses in the borough he sets down at 
" 646: resident in the borough, 178: 

outside the borough, but still within 
, the county, 257; in the county of Pern-

o broke, 108: in Glamorgan, 31: in Car
digan, 25; in Brecon, 13: and outside 
the limits of South Wales altogether, 

, 35: so that, while the number of resi-
, dent was 178, the number of non-resi~ 

dent electors was 468. Mr. Austin then 
gives a list of voters at a contest which 
had taken place for the election of 
sheriffs, when 131 votes were recorded 
in favour of the corporation candidates, 
against them 51; thus giving a majority 
in their favour of 80, of which majority 
75 were non-resident electors. The 
commissioner then goes on to say, ' In 
effect, therefore, the constant, majority 
is a majority of non-residents, who, with 
·rare exceptions, are supporters of the 
~orporation party.' Now, let me ask 
if this system prevailed in the case of 
a..z., is it not likely to prevail in the 
case of a 21. freehold? It must also be 
observed that in the former instance the 
votes could not be recorded by letter. 
The voter had to appear in person at 
the place of election: but if this system 
of voting-papers be adopted in addition 
to non-residence, I know no limit what
ever to the amount of corruption which 
it may occasion. You cannot therefore, 
in my opinion, too strongly express 
your sense of the entire extinction of 
freedom which this scheme is calculated 
to produce in all the small boroughs of 
the country. . 

There is also another point which a 
large portion of our feIlow-countrymen 
regard as of the utmost importance, 
and to which I may be permitted briefly 
to refer. I allude to the borough fran
chise. I have endeavoured to show 
that the effect of the Bill as it now 
stands will be to render counties more 

. exclusive. and to hand over the small 
boroughs to rottenness and complete 
dependence; for the only independence 
they could possess must rest upon the 
opinions and wishes of non-resident 
electol'S. I am not going to discuss 
this question in any different tone from 
that which has hitherto marked this 
debate; but I would ask the House 
whence comes it that we are here to
night discussing the question of Reform 
at all? There are plenty of other things 
for us to do. Why, then. is this ques
tion thrust upon us by Minister after 
Minister? Some persons say that the 
noble Lord the Member for London is 

2I-:a 
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entirely in fault. Hon. Gentlemen may 
say whatever they like, but such an as
sertion as that goes but a very little way 
indeed. The noble 4>rd has no par
ticular desire, any more than I have, 
to disturb the great question. Jts set
tlement, however, has become a neces
sity, and will continue to be a necessity 
to the existence of every Government, 
until it is set at rest in a manner that 
will be satisfactory to the \:ountry. 
[Cheers.] Do hon. Gentlemen by their 
cheers mean to show us that they do 
not want Reform? The Government 
have not touched this question simply 
in obedience to the commands of their 
followers. although they have brought 
in this Bill in accordance with their 
prejudices and their fears. . The farmers 
do not ask you for Reform, although 
there are, no doubt, some respects in 
which they desire it. The farm-labourer 
does not press it upon your attention. 
No, the demand for Reform comes from 
I'll your towns and cities; nor is the cry 
heard from the mouths of the unenfran
chised alone, but, in point of fact, from the 
~reat majority of the electors themselves. 

It is not an uncommon thing to hear 
it asserted-as several hon. Members 
have asserted in this House-that the 
electors of this counlry do not care for 
Reform. [. Hear, hear.'] Those hon. 
Gentlemen who cry • Hear, hear,' do 
not know quite so much as I do about 
the sentiments of people residing in 
towns. When the electoral power was 
in the hands of a few corrupt cor
porations the case may have been other
wise, for they turned their electoral 
privileges into a means of annual profit, 
and did not like to shru'e them wi th 
their fellow-townsmen. But I never 
heard it made a charge against the 
electors in boroughs, at the present day, 
that they were anxious to retain the 
franchise for fear of admitting others of 
their fellow-countrymen to be sharers, 
or ri\'llls, or participators with them in 
the advantages which it comprises. The 
Government, it seems, do not think it 
necessary to make any change in the 
borough franchise. We all know that 

the line which was drawn in 1833 was 
drawn in direct and almost absolute ex
clusion of all that class of persons who 
live by wages. Has it been a source 
of satisfaction to them? Have there 
not, upon the contrary, been constant 
protests against it-? Have we not seen 
and heard-when there was great de
pression in trade, and a great scarcity 
of food. which now, happily, is not the 
case-these constant protests aggra
vated into something like incipient in
sumction? That such has been the 
case is not to be denied. Well, and 
what js that you now do? Twenty
seven years after the passing of the 
great Reform Bill, and after a whole 
generation has passed away, you pro
pose to continue, jt may be for twenty
seven years longer, that exclusion against 
which the great body of the unenfran
chised population of the country have 
been liftinguptheirvoiceseversince 11133. 

What is it that Her Majesty's Minis
ters say to us in introducing this mea
sllre? What will this House in effect 
say if it passes it into a law in its pre
sent shape ? You proclaim, in a voice 
which will reach the farthest corner of 
the land, that will enter not only into 
the ear but into the heart of the inha
bitants of every home of the class of 
which I run speaking in England-that 
we have something in our legislature 
which they cannot comprehend and 
must not intermeddle with. You will 
in effect say to them, • We do not trust 
you, you are as ignorant, as dangerous, 
as little to be relied upon now as you 
were twenty-seven years ago.' And 
what will be the result? They will 
come to the conclusion that upon the 
,same principle upon which you now act 
you will act for the next twenty-seven 
years, using precisely the same argu
Il!ents and pursuing the same course. 

And now let me pause for one mo
ment to ask what sort of a generation 
that has been which is just passing. or 
has passed. away? My answer is, such 
a one as was never known before. You 
have had under its 'auspices a longer I,'., 
period of peace thrul you ever previ- , 
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ously enjoyed. The humbler classeS 
have had a larger proportion of the 
comforts and necessaries of life than 
at a preceding period. They have im
proved at a rate of which your grand-

, fathers scarcely dared to dream. You 
have a free press-though there may be 
something still to be done in order that 
it may become completely unfettered
a subject to which the right hon. Gentle-

: DIan the Chancellor of the Exchequer 

! 
will be good enough to tum his atten
tion when he gets out of the little dif
ficulty in which he is now placed. You 

I have not only the ordinary number of 
f public journals, but you have 300 news
I papers published at the price of Id., cir
, culating all over the country. All this 
I has been accomplished; yet you propose 
• to exclude the members of that class to 

whom you are indebted for much of 
your prosperity-with the exception of 
the trifling numbers whom the Chan
cellor of the Exchequer, in his small 
mercy, proposes to admit under the 
savings-bank clause-from the exercise 
of the franchise. 

" I saw a statement the other day, to 
\' the effect that the operation of such a 

clause applied to Scotland would be to 
. give Edinburgh about 300, and all Scot

land not more than 600 additional vo
ters. The borough electors are 50.000, 
and this extraordinary extension of the 
franchise will admit 2l per cent. in
crease, and that is all the small dole 
which the Chancellor of the Exchequer 

. and his friends offer to the great body 
of the working classes of that country. 
Scotland is a frugal country; its people 
are industrious and saving to a degree 

, which is hardly comprehended here, and 
yet this boon will only enfranchise some 
I 300 persons there. I am prepared to 
assert that this is not a Bill of Reform 
at all. It is, in point of fact, that which, 
in electioneering phrase, is considered a 
complete case of personation. It is not 
the genius of Liberty that comes before 
us in the shape of this Bill, but it is 
something which the people of this 
country had hoped they had seen and 
heard of for the last time in our history. 

1 think if it were to pass, that it would 
be held by the whole population of the 
country to be nothing better than a com
plete delusion, disappointing every class, 
and tending to create discontent, which 
this House would have great difficulty 
hereafter in allaying. 

There. is one point which has been 
dwelt upon by the right hon. Gentle
man opposite and others, in which I do 
not feel the same extraordinary interest 
which some Members appear to feel, 
and that is as to the uniformity of fran
chise. I do not say that it is necessary 
-I do not say that there is any ad
vantage in it-but I do not see the great 
disadvantages which have been ascribed 
to it. It has been represented to me as 
a very democratic proceeding. I am 
not myself very democratic-therefore 
I can assure the House the scheme has 
not on that account !lny charms for me. 
I think it would have been just as well 
not to have had this uniformity; but I 

. do not see any harm there is in it. There 
is only one reason why we should com
plain of it, and that is, that it would not 
be so easy again to move the whole 
franchise hereafter as it would be if the 
county franchise were different from that 
of the boroughs. But I can assure hon. 
Members that if they tie the two toge
ther, there is no power in this House to 
keep the borough franchise at 10/., and 
unless they give up the idea of unifor
mity the county franchise Dlust come 
down with that of the boroughs. How
ever, that is a matter for hon. Gentle
men opposite to consider, and no doubt 
it has been considered by Her Majesty's 
Government. 

But if I have no alarm about that, 
there is one thing that I have some 
alarm about, and tbat is the manner in 
which some Members of the House 
seem disposed to treat this question. I 
refer particularly to my hon. Friend near 
me (Mr. Horsman), the right hon. Gen
tleman the Member for Wilts (Mr. S. 
Herbert), and the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Coventry (Mr. Ellice), 
who has not spoken in this debate, but 
who wrote a letter to his constituents 
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upon the subject. The right him. Gen
tleman is an extraordinary instance of 
what J may call hallucination. He re
presents the greatest number of work
ing-men to be found in any constitu
ency-out 'of 'a population of 40,000 
there are 6000 electors, which is a far 
larger number than I thought of pro
posing to the House. My right hon. 
Friend says there is no constituency 
that he knows which equals his in in
dependence, in intelligence, in virtue. 
I cannot admit all that. I know some
thing of Coventry-my father was born 
there---but I never heard nor ever ob
served that the people of that town 
were upon the whole very superior. I 
believe they are in no degree inferior to 
the same classes in other manufacturing 
towns. My right hon. Friend says he 
is in favour of household suffrage, but 
as the people are, not ready for that, ,he 
will do nothing,-he will have house
hold suffrage or nothing; which, after 
all, is very much like the suffrage pro-' 
posed in what was called the • People's 
Charter: 

I am alarmed that the right hon. 
Gentleman, like the Members for Wilts 
and Devonport, should, in the .face of 
a hundred meetings held spontaneously 
within the last month, delude himself 
with the idea that nobndy, beyond the 
650 Gentlemen in this House, cares 
anything about this question, and that 
we may comfortably get rid of it in 
some way here, by digging a hole in 
the floor of the House and burying it, 
as nobody careS about it. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Cam
bridge University (Mr. Walpole) has 
the same notion. He thinks it must be 
settled this session-that it can be---that 
it is necessary that it should be settled. 
Why? For this reason, because you 
know that the form in which you pro
pose to settle it will not be satisfactory 
to the people. You know well-I think 
the right hon. Gentleman has confessed 
it, as some have---that during the autumn 
you may have meetings-during the win
ter you may bave agitation. And, what 
would this country have been without 

meetings, without agitation? We boast 
that we have 'abolished our ancient and 
barbarous mode of making extensive re
volutions and changes in our political 
system, but if you have' done with war 
and bloodshed for these purposes, do 
not imagine that those changes which 
become necessary from time to time can 
be accomplished without the healthy 
<>peration, in some cases perhaps of a 
rude, but still a refreshing and strength
ening agitation.. ' , 

Some Gentlemen opposite seem to 
forget some things that happened fif
teen years ago. Then their organiza
tion was complete. They had farmers' 
meetings everywhere. And, not content 
with farmers' meetings, they had an 
office in Old Bond-street, and a Publi
cation Committee, and they had every 
description of instrument for an irri
tating and exasperating agitation which 
they could possibly devise. I do not 
imagine for a moment that this question 
can, in the present temper of the House, 
be settled satisfactorily to the people. 
Are you quite sure that there is nothing 
in what is going on out of doors? I 
met a right hon. Gentleman the other 
day near the House, and he said to me 
as a great secret, ~ You know, of course, 
that nobody does care about Reform l' 
I did not agree with hini. upon that 
point. I happen to have been to some 
of the largest towns of this country, and 
I have seen meetings exceeding in num
ber and exceeding in influence, I believe, 
almost every meeting that was held by 
the Anti-Corn-law League during the agi
tation for the repeal of the Com-laws. 

The populations you are about to 
disappoint and defy,-what have they 
done? They have conquered every
thing they have grappled with hitherto. 
I do not speak of distant samo! s con
quered under your bannefme cO~f arts 
and manufactures, and all for on'nds to 
wealth and civilization. :a gen~\ think 
that this popUlation will J..pas~!,o con
quer a much larger share of lbeir poli
tical rights than in your present mood 
you appear disposed to give them? 
There was a speech made by the hon. 
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Member for Dorset, and I agreewitli 
those who have expressed regret that 
that Gentleman does not speak more 
frequently; but, in that speech the hon. 
Gentleman said, • I am not afraid of 
the people of this country: And he 
gave a very powerful, and eloquent, and 
just rebuke to a Gentleman who, in a 
thoughtless moment, cheered his obser
vation in a sneering manner. I tell the 
House frankly that they do not well 
understand the great populations of this 
country, especially of the manufacturing 
towns. 

I have seen great mistakes made. I 
remember, in 11l48, when the right hon. 
Gentleman above me (Sir G. Grey) was 
Home Secretary, there was a great panic 
on the lOth of April-or rather before 
the loth of April, for by that day the 
panic was laughed at. And, what was 
done? I do not know what was done 
at the Bank, but I am told that at the 
British Museum that institution was 
actually garrisoned. There were no 
Mini6 rifles or Armstrong guns, per
haps, but there were a hundred or two 
hundred tons of paving-stones, or boul
ders, taken up to the roof of the Mu
seum. Not only was it garrisoned, but, 
very properly, the commissariat was at
tended to, and provisions for three days 
were laid in, and I am told the steps 
leading to the rooms where the medals 
and most precious articles are kept were 
cut away. The British Museum was 
not assaulted, but the garrison, I believe, 
managed to consume the three days' 
provisions before Sunday. 

Now come to a later time-the period 
, of the Exhibition in Hyde Park in 1851. 

There was then alive a man who stood 
pre-eminent in this country, the Duke 
of Wellington. He was terrified-a 
man who was supposed never to have 
been alarmed.-he was alarmed at the 
people of his own country. He urged 
<upon the Government, who of course 
agreed with him, to draw near the me
tropolis a large number of troops in 
case of emergency. H half .. -dozen 
foreigners had attempted to get up an 
insurrection in London they would have 

been put into the reservoirs in Trafal
gar Square by the people themselves, 
and yet it was considered necessary to 
bring these troops near to London, to 
be ready in case of disturbance. I re
member the noble Lord the Member for 
Tiverton (Lord Palmerston) once gave 
us an account of what some foreigner 
told him as to the conduct and deport~ 
ment of the masses of the people. The 
noble Lord knows a good deal.of the 
character of the people, and he said, 
• All this order is the result of a sense 
among the people that they have a Go
,·ernment which, upon the whole, does 
not intend to oppress them; that they 
are a people good in themselves, intelli
gent, and orderly, and that a policeman 
among them is an authority of high dig
nity, whom they at once obey: The 
remark is creditable to the noble Lord's 
good taste, and is perfectly just to the 
l'eople of this country. 

I ask hon. Gentlemen opposite why 
they are so afraid of the people? The 
manufacturing, the employing class, 
does not fear them. At the Hradford 
meeting there were present when I 
moved the resolution, Mr. Titus Salt 
and Mr. Crossley, the brother of the 
Member for Halifax. Those Gentle
men conduct vast manufacturing and 
commercial undertakings. There are 
no men more prosperous, and none 
have more confidence in the people. 
Those two Gentlemen agreed cordially 
with every proposition I made as to an 
extension of the suffrage. The m"etings 
at Rochdale, Bury, Blackburn, and Bol
ton were attended by Gentlemen almost 
equally eminent; at the meeting at 
Bolton there were four Gentlemen who 
employ not less than 6000 or 7000 
people, and who own property of not 
less than a million sterling; one of 
those Gentlemen thought my proposal 
as to the suffrage was not sufficiently 
extensive. Why is it they do not re
gard the people with the' same fears 
that you do? They must know what 
they are about; they know that any 
convulsion or disturbance in society 
would touch them first. Your landed 
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estates are much more pennanent as 
property than our manufactories. Any 
disturbance or violent action of a demo
cratic nature would be more dangerous 
to us than to you. Yet a large propor
tion of the employers of labour favour 
a large extension of the suffrage, and 
believe it would prove for the safety of 
their property; for the working-men, in 
thinking over this question, feel they 
are distrusted, that they are marked as 
inferiors, that they are a sort of pariahs. 
In that position, should there be an op
portunity, great discontent and turbu
lence might arise; but if you give them 
a vote they will have more self-respect, 
more elevation of mind. 

I will read' an extract from a letter I 
have received from a wor.king-man
I believe a stonemason-on the ques
tion whether or not working-men have 
any interest in the country. He says:-

• But some say that we, as working. 
men, have no stake and no interest in the 
country. I hardly know what is meant by 
these assertions; but if to make sacrifices 
for the good of our country be any proof 
of an interest, I believe the working classes 
can dearly show greater sacrifices, and 
fairly claim to have greater stake and 
interest both in the country and in, good 
government. I had three uncles who all 
lost their lives fighting for their country; 
I had three brothers, two of whom served 
under Lord Wellington throughout the 
Peninsular campaign; and my third and 

_ youngest brother lost his life in the Indian 
war, and now lies buried at Kurnaul. I 
had two nephews, one of whom died of 
the cholera at Varna, and the other, after 
serving throughout the Crimean war, was 
raised from the ranks, and is now a lieu
tenant. No doubt but very many work
ing-men could tell of even greater sacrifices 
and similar tales of their' families, except 
the last. To these statements I would 
only add, that if the working dasses have 
no stake and po interest in their country, 
they must be wonderful lovers of their 
country for nothing.' 

There is only one other point to 
which I will allude; it was touched 

upon by the Solicitor-General when he 
referred to the state of Europe; he 
warned the House to beware what it was 
about to do in regard to this question. 
I draw quite a different lesson, a differ
ent conclusion, from what he said of the 
state of Europe. In 1830 there was 
also a state of Europe and especially of 
France that was not satisfactory, and it 
had great effect on the legislation of this 
House, in the course of the two suc
ceeding years, on the question of Re
fonn. In 1848 the state of Europe was, 
again unsatisfactory, and was it not a 
subject of congratulation that two years 
before the Corn-laws had been abol
ished, and one great cause of discontent 
removed? I assure you that resistance 
is not always Conservative. I profess 
to be, in Intention, as Conservative as 
you, - I believe, infinitely more so, if 
you look forward twenty or thirty years 
into the future. Was not Free-trade 
Conservative? And yet you resisted it 
to the last. I recollect occasions when 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer told us 
of the cruelty practised on the ruined 
and betrayed agriculturist. I recollect 
he addressed us on the condition of the 
fann-labourer two or three years after
wards; and since that time his condi
tion has been improving rapidly. Is not 
prosperity Conservative? Is not peace 
Conservative? Any energies I possess 
I have devoted to their advance; I have 
endeavoured to stand on the rules of
Political Economy, and to be guided by 
the higher rules of true Morality; and 
when advocating a measure of Refonn 
larger than some are prepared to grant, -
I appear in that character, for I believe 
a substantial measure of Reform would 
elevate and strengthen the character of 
our population; that, in the language 
of the beautiful prayer read here every 
day" it would tend' to knit together the 
hearts of all persons and estates within 
this realm.' 1 believe it would add to
the authority of the decisions of Parlia
ment; and I feel satisfied it would 
confer a lustre, which time could never 
dim, on that beniguant reign under 
which we have the happiness to live. .1 
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[This speech was spoken in the Town Han of Birmingham at a meeting when, according 
to annual custom, the Members Jor Birmingham met their constituents to discuss the 
political questions of the day.] 

· WHEN my honourable Colleague and 
f myself had the pleasure last year of 
• meeting you in this hall. there was one t subject which was pressing upon the 
f minds of all of us, and causing us great 
~ disquietude. We were encompassed by r rumours of war. A small State in the 
, North of Europe was surrounded by 
• difficulties-mainly, I am afraid, of its 

own creation-and it was assailed with 
what. in this country, we thought al
most a savage vindictiveness by a power
ful people comprising one vast empire 
and several kingdoms. We were not 
disposed to go into the contest, and to 
mingle ill that war; and you will re
collect that my honourable Colleague 
spoke in the most emphatic language 
against the idea that we should enter 
into a war-first, with Germany, and 
perhaps, afterwards, with some other 

I States of Europe, on behalf of Den
,. mark. And, following him. I used these 

wordsoooo5peaking now from my recol
lection of them-I said that any Govern-

· ment in England that plunged us into 
war for the sake of Denmark would 

, deserve not only the condemnation but 
· the execration of the people. 
· But still, although we took so de-

cided a view, we cannot conceal from 
ourselves that there was a certain rest
lessness in the public mind; it waG 
observed that those newspapers in Lon
don particularly which are supposed to 
represent the Government. were strongly 
urging the country to war, and the 
papers which are supposed to represent 
the Opposition were urging the Govern
ment to the same course, no doubt with 
the kindly. intention of embarrassing and 
destroying the Ministry. But we had 
to recollect that at the head of the 
Government, as it exists. are two very 

. ancient statesmen-the Prime Minister 
and the head of the Foreign Office; and, 
remembering that but ten years ago 
they were the Ministers mainly respon
sible for the war with Russia, we could 
not but feel that the danger which im
pended over us was not wholly imagin
ary. How we escaped the war. people 
seem hardly to know. Some say that 
the Queen was very much opposed to a 
war with Germany-as doubtless she 
would be opposed to any war which 
she believed could possibly be avoided 
-and, if we owe our chances of peace 
to the opinion of the Queen, for my 
part. I say with gladness that I am 
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grateful to th~ Queen. Some say that 
we owe peace to the younger members 
of the Cabinet, led chiefly by Mr. Glad
stone, who were opposed to the war. 
U that be true, 1 tender my thanks to 
the majority of the Cabinet. And some 
say that the unusual speculative mone
tary engagements and investments of last 
year made all the moneyed interests of 
the country look on the prospect of 
war as something absolutely ,'appalling 
and ruinous. If that be so, 1 tender 
my thanks to the moneyed interests of 
the country. 

But, during the session, this question 
was incessantly discussed, and the Go
vernment exhibited its usual feebleness, 
and the Opposition its usual folly. N 0-

body could get the Government to say 
whether it was for peace or war. If a. 
question was asked about the station, or 
movements, or destination of the fleet, 
an answer was given which might be 
read one way or the other; and if the 
Opposition was not in favour of war
as they ,afterwards declared they were 
not-they showed it by an incessant 
attempt to drive the Government to 
some act which should make hostilities 
inevitable. Towards the end of the 
session, if you ,are readers of the debates 
in Parliament-and 1 hope you do not 
wholly neglect them - you would see 
tliat there was a very long" and what 
was called a great debate, and then the 
feebleness of the Government and the 
folly of the Opposition were manifest, 
and the two sides of the House had to 

, make some ridiculous recantations of 

\ 
all the policy that in past times they 

\' have appeared to advocate. 'There were 
)"emarkable speeches on the Opposition 

l
iide, one made by General Peel, another 

ade by Lord Stanley; and there was 
a speech of remarkable ability, and 
in very way admirable, made by Mr. 
lia dy, the Member for Leominster. 
No 1 am not charging General Peel, 
or, LO~rd Stanley, or Mr. Hardy with 
,"ecanti as fur as regards theirindi-
vidual 0 inio,ns; but speaking-if they 
did spe -on ~ehalf of their party, 1 
say that eir ~peeches contained a 

\ \ 

general and wholesale repUdiation of 
the whole foreign policy of this country, 
as regards the continent of Europe, from 
the time of William III to the reign of 
Victoria. 

They did not say, perhaps, as 1 once 
said in this hall-and some men criti
cised what I had said with a severity 
that would have been perfectly just if 
what I had said had been untrue-they 
did not say, as 1 had said, that the 
foreign policy of this country for the 
last 170 years has been a system of 
gigantic out-door relief to the English 
aristocracy, but they admitted this-and 
I am willing to accept it, if they will, in 
place of my statement-that it had been 
a cause of enormous burdens and sacri
fices to the people of England. ,I could 
not help, during these discussions-in 
which 1 took no part, for this reason, 
that, finding it my duty to vote against 
the Opposition, I hardly trusted myself 
to make the speech which, if I had risen 
to address the House, 1 must have made 
against the policy and the conduct of 
the Government. 1 thought of the 
position of those ancient statesmen to 
whom 1 have referred. Now, do not 
imagine that 1 am speaking disrespect
fully of Lord Palmerston or of Lord 
Russell, but I am speaking to my fellow
countrymen on a question of the most 
stupendous importance to their present 
and future interests. I say that these 
two statesmen have in past times held 
or professed opinions which 1 think 
altogether unsound, and pernicious to 
the nation. 

Going back to the time just before 
the Russian war-to the year 1853-1 
will give you an extract from a speech 
made by Lord Russell at the town of 
Greenock, in Scotland, on the duty of 
England with regard to its foreign rela
tions, and 1 will show you what a change 
has taken place from that day to this. 
Bear in mind this was just before the 
opening of the Russian war, and when 
that question was being discussed, and 
when that horrid shape of carnage was 
appearing above the horizon, and every 
thoughtful man looked at it with dread, 
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Lord Russell said this to the Baillies and 
other sensible .inhabitants of Greenock. 
Hesaid:_ 

• It is likewise to be considered-and 
I trust we shall none of us forget it-that 
\his country holds an important position 
among the nations of the world; that not 
once, but many times, she has stood for~ 
ward to resist oppression, to maintain the 
independence of weaker nations, and to 
preserve to the general family of nations 
that freedom, that power of governing 
themselves, of which others have sought 
to deprive them. I trust that character 
will not be forgotten, will not be aban-

, doned by a people which is DOW stronger 
in means, which is more populous, and 
more wealthy, than it ever has been at 
any former period. This then, you will 
agree with me, is not a period to abandon 
any of those duties towards the world, 
towards the whole of mankind, which 
Great Britain has hitherto performed.' 

Now you see what Lord John Rus~ 
sell at that day proposed for us to do. 
You, hard-working men-and every 

~ man who receives his wages at the end 
~ of the week, be his labour what it may 
,. -were here pledged by Lord John 

Russell not to abandon any of those 
duties towards the world, towards the 
whole of mankind, which Great Britain 
has hitherto performed. We were to 
defend all weaker nations, and to take 
care that nobody was molested in any 
part of the globe. 

I read this passage in order that you 
may see the sort of thing which, only 
twelve years ago, was spoken by a 

> Cabinet Minister, to a meeting of what 
are generally reputed to be sensible 
Scotch people. But if I were to take 
Lord Palmerston's speeches, I dare say 
I could find a cartload of rhetorical 
rubbish of exactly the same character. 
During many years these slatesmen 
have been making their popularity upon 
such a theory as that, and their news
papers have been reviling Mr. Cobden 
and myself for a different view, and 

, now you find that Parliament, by an 
unanimous vote, has discarded and 

abandoned and overturned the whole 
of this policy, and has sent the whole 
thing-lie and superstition and all-into 
that receptacle to which all lies and 
superstitions will ultimately go. 

I think myself that Lord Palmerston 
and Lord Russell, in their now mature 
age, must feel that either they have 
been themselves greatly deceived, or 
they have done much to deceive their 
countrymen; and I· think my country
men will derive from what I have said 
this lesson, which they may learn on 
many pages of history,-that it is not 
always certain that men are great states
men because they happen to fill great 
offices .. 

But now if Denmark was allowed to 
be dismembered, I do not know why 
Holland, or Belgium, or Portugal, or 
Turkey-[ A Voice: • Or America ']
I am confining myself, as you will ob
serve, to Europe-I cannot see the pro
bability of that state of things arising 
to which my honourable Colleague has 
referred, when the principle of non
intervention will require to be departed 
from. I agree with him that the coun
try has other interests than its com
mercial interests, and that it would be 
a mean and a base· thing for the people 
of England to do, as I am sorry to say 
our Government has often done, to 
determine what was the exact gain or 
loss commercially in the conquest of 
an island, or upon the opportunity of 
trade, before it determined to go to 
war ·or to maintain peace. My own 
opinion is that, taking the events of the 
last rew years - the war in Italy, in 
which we took no part, the war in Den
mark, which we abstained from med
dling in-the debate of last Session
and the great division which took place 
upon this question,-I think I am not 
much mistaken in pronouncing the 
theory of the balance of power to be 
pretty nearly dead and buried. You 
cannot comprehend at a thought what 
is meant by that balance of power, If 
the record could be brought before you 
- but it is not possible to the eye of 
humanity to scan the scroll upon which 
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are 'recorded the sufferings which the 
theory of the balance of power has 
entailed upon .this country. It rises up 
before me when I think ofit as a ghastly 
phantom which during one hundred and 
seventy years, whilst it has been wor
shipped in this country, has loaded the 
nation with debt and with taxes, has 
sacrificed the lives of hundreds of thou
sands of Englishmen, has desolated the 
homes of millions of families, and has 
left us, as the great result of ,the pro
fligate expenditure which it has caused, 
a doubled peerage at one end of the 
social scale, and far more than a doubled 
pauperism at the other. I am very glad 
to be here to-night, amongs~ .other 
things, to be' able to say that we may 
rejoice that this foul idol..,..fouler than 
any heathen tribe ever worshipped-has 
at last been thrown down, and that 
there is one superstition less which has 
its hold upon the minds of English 
statesmen and of the English people. 

And if this be true, surely my hon. 
Friend need not be so very careful to 
guard his observations with regard to 
the diminution of armaments; for if it 
be now determined that we are not to 
send armies to the continent of Europe, 
and fleets to blockade ports and people 
with whom we have no concern, and if 
the British North American Colonies 
are about to make themselves into a 
great and powerful confederation still in 
friendly alliance with this country, and 
if the colonies of Australia are so dis
tant and so powerful that nobody can 
molest them, and if the people of these 
islands are better fed - as I believe they 
are better fed than they have been for 
the last eighty years-I say, that if they 
are more loyal to the law and more 
friendly to every good institution of the 
country, there is no necessity whatso
ever to extend the annual military ex
penditure, which is double that which 
the Puke of Wellington and Sir Robert 
Peel thought necessary five and twenty 
years ago. 

There~;is one other thing to say. If 
we are n t this next session to discuss ' 
the questi n of Penmark, the question 

of Italy, and the question of America, 
what are we to discuss? It is quite 
clear to me that whether we have more 
disposition or not, we shall have a good 
deal more time to discuss our home 
affairs. Now what is the question 
which some gentlemen who have been 
eating a very good dinner and making 
very foolish speeches at Torquay,
what is the question which I think lArd 
Pevon says-copying the language of 
his leader Mr. Pisraeli-is 'looming in 
the not distant future?' what is the 
question that will not go to sleep? 
And, let me remind you of this, that 
really great questions that affect the 
true and lasting interests and rights of 
men, never can be laid fast asleep; they 
always, somehow or other, wake up 
again. There is a startling exemplifica
tion of this in what is now taking place 
in the United States. You know that 
for, thirty years past the statesmen of 
the United States have voted the negro 
a very great nuisance; they said they 
would not talk about him; some of 
them would not have petitions about 
him in Congress; they swore each 
other to silence; the negro's business 
was to grow rice, and sugar, and tobacco, 
and cotton, but not to make his ap
pearance on the floor of Congress, and 
therefore they determined to have done 
with him and to Lury the question, and 
they congratulated the country that it 
was buried. And now after a few years 
you see North and South-both re
sponsible for the oppression of the 
negro-in the most deadly conflict, and 
the negro stands forth in vast pro
portions before the world. He is rub
bing the marks of the branding-iron 
from his forehead, the shackles which 
have bound him so long are dropping 
from his limbs, and the chattel which 
was bought and sold by these states
men is now becoming every day a free 
man before the world. 

Well, then, there is this question that 
will not sleep-the question of the ad
mission of the people of this country to 
the rights which are guaranteed to them, 
and promised to them by everything 
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• that we comprehend as the constitution 
of this United Kingdom. In 1861, as 
my hon. Friend has described to you
and I listened to his observations with 
very great pleasure, because some per
sons may suppose that he takes a 
calmer view of this question than I do 
.,-that great question of Parliamentary 
Reform was also voted a nuisance; and 
it was betrayed, and it was slain, and 
they thought it was buried. And, when 
I use the word • betrayed,' do not sup-

: pose I am using a word of improper 
harshness to the Minister or the Minis

, ters concerned. My hon. Friend said 
truly enough that a measure of that 

,kind being submitted to Parliament, the 
Minister or Ministers by whom it was 
presented should be prepared to stand 
or fall by it. I was reading only within 
the last few days a very interesting 
book, Tbe History of tbe Passing of tb, 
Reform Bill, written by an estimable 
clergyman in my neighbourhood-Mr. 
Molesworth. son of the Vicar of Roch-

· dale-a book which you would do well 
, to look at if it comes in your way; and 
· there I find that Lord Grey-the Lord 

Grey of the time-did not stand before 
r the House of Lords, with a smirk, and 

that kind of look about him which led 
them to believe that he did not mean 
it, but told them, in language as distinct 
and emphatic as our English tongue 
affords, that the Ministry would stand 
or fall by that measure; and, more, that 
if it were their business and duty to 
bring in another Bill. if that should be 
rejected, it would not be less efficient 
than that which they were then dis
cussing. 

There is not a man in the House of 
Comm"ns who was there, in 1860, who 
knows anything at all of the manner 
in which Bills and questions are treated 
there.-and there is not a man in the 
present Cabinet, who does not know 
perfectly well that if Lord Palmerston 
had said on some one evening in the 
year 1860. that his Government would 
stand or fall by the Reform Bill then 

, before the House, that Bill would have 
: passed through the House of Commons 

without one single effective hostile di
vision; nay, I have heard it from an 
authority, that I believe cannot err upon 
this question, that the sagacious leaders 
of the House of Lords had resolved 
that if the Bill did come up from the 
Commons they would not take the re
sponsibility of rejecting it . 

, That Bill or question is not dead; it 
takes shape again, and you perceive ' 
that the Tories, and, those Whigs who 
are like Tories-all Whigs are not like 
Tories, therefore I make the distinction 
--the Tories, and those Whigs who are 
like Tories, have an uncomfortable feel
ing which approaches almost to a shiver. 
What is this apparition which alarms 
them? If I were not wishful to say 
something different from that to which 
it would lead me, I should be tempted 
to read you those speeches at the Tor
quay diDner to show you what it is that 
they are afraid of. I will tell you what 
it is. They are afraid or the fi"e or six 
millions of Englishmen, grown-up men 
who are allowed to marry, to keep 
house. to rear children. who are expected 
to earn their living, who pay taxes, who 
must obey the law, who must be citi
zens in all honourable conduct-they 
are afraid of the five or six millions who 
by the present system of representation 
are shut out, and insultingly shut out, 
from the commonest rights of citizen
ship. 

We are proud of our country; and 
there are many things in it which, as 

'far as men may rightly be proud. we 
may be proud of. We may be proud 
of this, that England is the ancient 
country of Parliaments. We have had 
here, with scarcely an intermission, Par
liaments meeting constantly for six hun
dr~d years; and doubtless there was 
something of a Parliament even before 
the Conquest. England is the mother 
of Parliaments. I will undertake to 
say, with a little latitude of expression, 
that Lord John Russell, before he aban
doned the cause of Reformlerhaps 
even since-talked very mu in the 
daytime, and in all probabilJ y dreamt 
in the night, of the tim!) when all 
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countries in Europe would be strictly 
constitutional, and there would be a 
representative assembly after his own 
heart. If this be so, I ask you, men of 
Birmingham .here-a fair representation 
of . the great mass of the five millions 
throughout the United Kingdom-I ask 
you why you should he thus treated 
in your own land? You know the boast 
we have of what takes place when 
negro-slaves land in England; you know 
what one of our best poets has said, 
that if their lungs but breathe our air, 
that moment they are free; they touch 
our country, and their shackles fall. 
But how is it with an Englishman? An 
Englishman, if he goes to the Cape, can 
vote; if he goes further, to Australia, to 
the nascent empires of the New World, 
he can vote; . if he goes to the Canadian 
Confederation, he can vot!!; and if he 
goes to those grandest colonies of 
England not now dependent upon the 
English CrowD, there, in twenty free, 
and, in the whole, in thirty-five different 
States, he can give his free and inde
pendent vote. It is only in his own 
country, on his own soil, where he was 
born, the very soil which he has en
riched with his labour and with the 
sweat of his brow, that he is denied this 
right which in every other community 
of Englishmen in the world would be 
freely accorded to him. 

I agree very much with the gentle
men of the Torquay dinner, not as to 
the quality of the dinner, but as to that 
apparition which seemed to alarm even 
their formidable and robust digestion. 
This apparition is not a pleasant one. 
This state of things I hold to be dan
gerous, and one that cannot last. It 
may happen, as it happened thirtY years 
ago, that the eyes of the five millions all 
through the United Kingdom may be 

evced with an intense glare upon the 
pen.];s of Parliament; it was so in the 
the.rs 1831-32. There are men in this 
Peel c.. who felt then, and know now. 
years a~ required but an accidellt-but 

There')<' to the train, and this country 
we are n·~e been in the throes of revo
the quest~ these gentlemen who are SO 

alarmed now lest a man who lives in 
a 101: house in a county, and a 61. 
house in a borough, should have a vote, 
would have repented in sackcloth and 
ashes that they had ever said one word 
or given one vote against Lord Grey's 
Reform Bill. I say that accidents always 
are happening, not to individuals only, 
but to nations. It was the accident of 
the French Revolution of 1830 that 
preceded that great movement in this 
country. You may have accidents again, 
but I do not hold that to be statesman
ship which allows the security, the tran
quillity, the loyalty of a people to be 
disturbed by any accident which they 
are able to ·control. If the five millions 
should once unitedly fix their eyes with 
an intense look upon the door of that 
House where my hon. Friend and I ex
pect so soon to enter, I would ask who 
shall say them nay? Not the mace 
upon the table of the House; not the 
four hundred easy gentlemen of the 
.f!ouse of Lords who lounge in and out 
of that decorated chamber; not the 
dozen gentlemen who call themselves 
statesmen, and who meet in Downing
street; perhaps not even those more 
appalling and more menacing person
ages who have their lodgment higher up 
Whitehall. I say there is no power in 
this country, as opinion now stands, and 
as combination is now possible, there is 
no power in this country that can say 
• Nay' for one single week to the five 
millions, if they are intent upon making 
their way within the doors of Parlia
ment. This is the apparition which 
frightens the gentlemen at Torquay
the climate of Torquay, I have always 
heard, is somewhat relaxing, and we 
may make a little allowance for that 
nervous excitement which was exhibited 
last week. 

But it gives trouble, this apparition 
gives trouble in other quarters, to which 
I would pay more respect. It is evident 
from the books, and the pamphlets, and 
the letters that are written, and the 
speeches that are made upon it. Every
body who does not want Reform says 
that nobody wants Reform, and though 
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this is a subject which they say the 
people do not care about, they imme
diately begin upon· it and make it the 
staple of their own speeches. Two gen-

• tlemen have recently come before the 
public on this subject, whom I would 

· not class with those of whom I have 
· been speaking. One is Mr. Charles 
Buxton, the Member for Maidstone; he 
is a very honest and excellent person, 
but, after the proposition he has made, 
I should be slow to affirm that he is a 

· robust politician. Mr. Buxton has put 
forward a scheme which I wilr pass from 
after one sentence, and that is that two 
of your townsmen shall go up to the poll 
at the next election, and one of them 
shall give one vote to Mr. Scholelield 
and myself, or to any two candidates he 
may prefer; and the other shall give 
two votes to each of such candidates as 
he shall prefer; and the only justifica
tion is that one lives in a house above 
lol. rental, and the other in a house 
below 101. I was very much surprised 
that any man in political life should 
have propounded such a scheme. He 
found, what he ought to have thought 
of before, that no one was in favour 

· of it. 
The other gentleman on whom I 

would make an observation is a Mem
ber of the House of Lords, the son of 
that Lord Grey of whom I have been 
speaking-the Lord Grey of the present 
time. Now Lord Grey is· an eminent 

, and a very capable man; everything 
· that he says at least demands an ex

amination. I have a great respect for 
Lord Grey for two special r~sons. I 
heard him make a speech in the House 
of Commons, when he was there as 

\ Lord Howick, against the Com-law, and 
he quoted a grand and solemll passage 
of Scripture against that atrocious law 
-and the Protectionists said that it was 

: very vulgar to quote Scripture on such a 
· subject. Lord Grey again made a great 
. speech in the House of Lords against 
the Russian war, and that showed some 
moral courage, and from my view of 

. that question, I think it showed both 
intelligence and patriotism. Therefore 

I come to theconsideratioll of anything 
he says with the most favourable feeling 
towards him. . 

Lord Grey, I said, is very capable- . 
that is. capable with things that are 
possible; but like myself, or like you. he 
is not capable with the impossible-and 
his undertaking is this, to reconcile 
something which he thinks will be. or 
will appear like justice to the people, 
with the non-disturbance of the existing 
supremacy of his order. Now, it is no 
use attempting great political changes 
without· disturbance; the object is to 
disturb something. The Reform Bill 
which his father brought in. and which 
will make him renowned through all 
English history, disturbed the borough
mongers to a remarkable degree. And 
the Bill which repealed the Corn-law 
which Lord Grey so honourably ap
proved. disturbed landlords and farmers. 
and did them nearly as much good as it 
did the people. Therefore, I do not 
care a bit about political change. I 
have no hostility to it because it makes 
some disturbance; that is precisely what 
we want. 

What then do you think Lord Grey 
bas proposed? I wish you to observe 
it minutely, to see what it is that one of 
the most acute minds in the country can 
propose in opposition to the plain and 
simple proposition to which my hon. 
Friend has given his warm approval to
day, and so often before, Lord Grey
I am quoting, not from his book, but 
from a friendly criticism in the Spectator, 
which newspaper proposes that votes 

'should be given after the cumulative 
fashion. Now I must explain that
L Uproar in the hall J-and if the gentle
man there, who is I ather pressed in the 
crowd, will only listen, he will hear the 
most amusing proposition he has ever 
heard in his life. Lord Grey, as I 
understand, proposes that when there 
are two candidates to be elected, or 
three, or any number-(I will take two 
for the sake of the simplest illustration) 
-that any man commg to vote. instead 
of giving one vote for Mr. Scholelield 
and another to me, might give both to 



336 SPEECHES OF JOHN BRIGHT. JAN. 18, 
-----------------.~----~-----------

Mr. Scholefield or both to me. Now, 
let us see how it would work. Take 
your last election:. there were three can
didates, and two Members to be elected. 
I will assume, for the sake of illustration, 
that this borough had a number of elec
tors equal to 10.000. and that 6.500 
were Liberal, and would support us. 
and 3.500 would have been disposed to 
support Mr. Acland. when he was a 
candidate. though that. as you know. is 
a very wild supposition. Look how it 
would work. The 3.500, we will sup
pose. kept well together. and instead of 
giving 3.500 votes. which we now call 
plumpers, each man would give him 
(Mr. Acland) two. which would make 
7.000; so Mr. Acland would sland on 
the poll with 7.000 votes. If the re
maining 6.500 who were Liberal kept 
together. and had an equ;U regard for 
Mr. Scholefield and myself and voted 
steadily for him and for me, we should 
have 6.500 each. and if one more voted 
for Mr. Scholefield than for me. of 
course Mr. Schdlefield would be at the 
head of the poll as regards myself, and 
Mr. Acland would be at the head of the 
poll as regards both; and thus the gen
tleman who came into your town upon 
plinciples which are repudiated by two
thirds or the vast majority of the electors 
would, under this ingenious scheme. be 
returned by our worthy Mayor the nexf 
day at the head of the poll. That is 
what they call. I suppose, not disturbing 
anything. We have heard of races
I have heard of donkey-races. where 
the last wins. So in this case. the slow
est animal would run off with the prize. 

That is not all. because Lord Grey 
has several other propositions. .one is 
that Members should be given to Uni
versities. I happen to know that the 
Universities which are now represented 
could not at any time during the last 
sixty years-during which Lord Grey 
and his father (one or the other) have 
been statesmen-have been induced to 
return either of them to Parliament. 
Lord Grey proposes. further. that pro
fessions. such as lawyers and doctors. 
should have representatives in Parlia-

ment; not from them as citizens. as we 
have now. but from tllem as lawyers 
and doctors. I have had the misfortune 
of late years to fall very unfortunately 
into the hands of the lawyers. and 
hardly anything. I assure you, can be 
more painful or more costly. Then, 
occasionally. we all of us have to fall 
into the hands of the doctor; and, 
though we feel grateful to him, we 
would much rather see him in our 
houses as a friend than in his profes
sional cltaracter. If I wanted law I 
should go to the lawyer, and if I wanted 
medicine or surgery I should go to the 
physician or the surgeon; but I should 
not like the public and political interests 
of the people of this country to go into 
the hands of a class of men because 
they were lawyers or because they were 
doctors. In fact, there is nothing like 
this that I recollect. except the propo
sition of old Mr. Weller, who. when his 
son was engaged in some legal business, 
recommended him to consult a friend 
of his because he was a very good judge 
ofa horse. 

But I have not done with Lord Grey's 
proposition. . He proposes that the 
House of Commons itself should have 
the authority on certain occasions to 
nominate as Members of its own body 
certain prominent men from amo!l!'St 
its number. For example, if a M.ere is 
of the House. a prominent ma.an say 
some cause or other had fail~e five 
election. that the House of C. naking 
should have the right to give Parlia
nomination of a perpetual seat. which 
House. in order that the Hourquay
be sure to have a Member whe always 
great constituency had reject and we 
now to you men-to the worifor that 
of Birmingham-he offers anotdlibited 
position. which is that there sl 
a register of trades, and that 'Parition 
number of Members should bco which 
by certain trades, enough to all evident 
to speak in the House of Coi ~s. and 
but rely upon it, not enough "" d the 
to affect the decision of that HOI.'very
have always thought that it was osays 
the great objects of statesmen in .. "h. 
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time not to separate the people into 
sections and classes, but rather to unite 
them all in one firm and compact body 
of citizenship, equally treated by the 
law, and equally loyal to the law and to 
the Government of the country. 

But Lord Grey proposes some things 
that are right. He would extend the 
suffrage, and he would abolish many, if 
not all, the very small boroughs. But 
having made these concessions, he adds 
to them the propositions which I have 
described, and which more than neu
,tralise the gifts which he would confer 
lupon you; and I beg you to take the 
rwarning which my hon. Friend has given 
:you, and which I will venture to repeat 
,-to look with the greatest possible 
.suspicion upon any of these fancy pro
'positions of Reform. The question is :a great question, and a simple question, 
land if any man comes before you with 
f:l complex and involved scheme which 
lis difficult to understand, take note of 
!lhis, that he does not offer you solid 
l~oin in payment of your claim, with the 
!Impress of the English Constitution 
~pon it, but he offers you flash notes 
)r coin of an inferior or worthless 
uetal. 

I am often charged, as you know, 
"",ith having too little reverence for au

hodtv in this country. Some have even 
that L, public newspapers to charge 
speakin, disloyalty to the head of the 
time. :' in this country. There is one 

'and a 'which I hold to be worse than 
that he ·worse than that which turns 
aminatic-Ipon the Crown, or turns its 

, Lord G", the peerage,-and that is 
, heard hino freedom and to the people. 
~ of Comntation be not an evil-and 
~ Lord Hois country shall say it is?

he quotete use of all these tricks not 
of Scripte representation, but to avoid 

, -and tbape it? I want to ask what 
,very vul~.resentation that we consider 
subject .• tion of liberty in this king-

, speech: all the men in England, 
the Ra;cotland, and Ireland-G,ooD,ooD 
morab,ooo-were assembled on Salis
that .ain to determine on great public 
;"J.'!~'ns, the crowd would be too great 

for business, and chaos would come. 
It is therefore resolved, and has 'been 
resolved for six hundred years, that 
counties and boroughs and districts, 
and the people in their different locali
ties, shall send up men in whom they 
have confidence, to meet at a certain 
time and place, and having the fear and 
the regard which I trust we all have for 
those who send us there, to act honour
'ably in the face of God and of our 
conscience, and honourably in the face 
of our country, on behalf of the true 
and solid interests of the nation. But 
if you did decide on Salisbury Plain with 
that vast multitude, clearly the majority 
must carry the day; and if you split the 
nation up into constituencies, clearly if 
you are to have any representation at 
all, the majority must carry the day. 

There is a great fear of majorities 
amongst these people, The people of 
Torquay did not go into much detail, 
and therefore they did not say much on 
that point, but they have a great fear of 
what they call 'numbers: and of election 
and legislation by majorities. What is 
a majority in Birmingham? It holds 
one opinion, and we are sl1Pl?osed to 
represent it; but the majority m Liver
pool-a town bigger thari Birmingham 
-in the present state of the cOllsti
tuencies, holds a different opinion, and 
it sends one man who agrees with us, 
and another man who always contradicts 
him. The JDinority.in Birmingham is 
in a certain sense represented by the 
majority of Liverpool, and taking the 
majorities in some districts, and the 
minorities in others, if there be an 
opinion that is worth anything which 
is held by any constituency, as a matter 
of course it has its rep' esentative, who 
can speak on its behalf in that House; 
but surely nobody in his senses would 
ask that in a representative country 
the minorities in all the constituencies 
should send Members to Parliament, 
and that their business when they got 
there should be always to say' No' 
when the majority said' Ay.' 

I want to know whence this fear of 
the people is. Will somebody under-

23 
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take to tell us why is this fear of the 
people? It does not exist elsewhere. 
It does not exist in the various countries 
of Europe, where representative systems 
are being daily established. It does not 
exist anywhere amongst Englishmen, 
except in these two islands. I have 
spoken to you already of Australia. 
The franchise in Australia, doubtless, 
is lower than it is in this country: but 
Australian Governments legislate in 
accordance with the opinions of the 
Australian people. As to Canada, I 
have here a little extract which I will 
read to you. You know that the pro
vince of Canada-of the two Canadas
New Brunswick, Prince Edward Island, 
Nova Scotia, and I suppose Newfound
land and all the British North American 
provinces, are about to make a Confede
ration-a State of considerable magni
tude and they wish our Parliament, 
this present session, to pass a measure 
which shall be the foundation and con
stitution of that future Confederacy. 
Here is an extract from the speech of 
Mr. George Brown, who is at this pre· 
sent moment the most prominent of 
Canadian Ministers, explaining the 
scheme:-

• The duration of Parliament will pro
bably be limited to five years, and of 
course it will be composed of two branches 
-a legislative Council appointed by the 
Government of the day on the principle of 
equality of the sections, and a House of 
Commons, in which we are to obtain that 
so long desired, so long earnestly contended 
for Reform-Representation by Population: 

Therefore our Parliament is this session 
about to pass a Bill affecting the British 
Norfh American provinces which these 
gentlemen tell us will be wholly de
structive if applied to this country. I 
want to ask you, the men of Birming
ham, who have recently been reading 
the papers a good deal, especially with 
regard to what is taking place in the 
United States-and I shall, like my 
hon. Friend, avoid any allusion to that 

.. 1 terrible revolution which is taking place 
there-if you have observed that in the 

State of New York alone 700,000 men 
voted at the last Presidential election, 
and that throughout the whole of the 
Free States not less than 4,000,0:10 

votes were given. and that they were 
all given with the most perfect order 
and tranquillity throughout the whole 
of the States? 

But perhaps our friends who oppose 
us will say, • We do not fear about 
elections and order. What we fear is 
this-the legislative results of this wide 
extension of the franchise.' I am ready 
to test it in any country by the results 
of legislation. I say, whether you go 
to South Africa, or to Australia, or to 
the British North American provinces. 
or to the States of the American Union. 
you will find-excluding always those 
States where slavery injures the state 
of society-you will fuId that life and 
property are as secure, you will find 
that education is much more extended 
a,mongst the people, that there is quite 
as wide a provision for their religious 
interests, that the laws are as merciful 
and just, that taxes are imposed and 
levied wiili as great equality, and that 
the millions of your. countrymen who 
are now established in those countries 
,are at least as well off in all the cir
cumstances of life as are the people of 
this country whom they have left behind 
them.· I confess that I never yet heard 
of a man who returned to iliis country 
from any of those countries under the 
impression iliat he would be more 
secure here than he would be there. 

1 have a very intelligent friend in 
London-he is an eminent man, whose 
friendship I consider a great honour 
and advantage to mysel(-whowroteto 
me the other day. and said, • I do not 
think it is good tactics at present, in 
discussing the question of Reform, to 
make any reference to the United States.' 
But I am not asking you to follow the . 
example of the United States. I am 
only showing you that there, and in the 
Canadian provinces, and in Australia, 
Englishmen can vote in perfect order , 
in vast numbers, and that they can . , 
legislate with all the justness, and all ' , 
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the fairness, and all the good to their 
people which we, even speaking in the 
most favourable language, can ever gain 
from the legislation of the Government 
of this country. But still, I ask you to 
answer me this question if you can. 
There is something-tell me what it is 
-that these people at Torquay are 
afraid of. They talk about our insti
tutions; and if I were to read you the 
report of one of these speeches which I 
have here, you would find in every sen
tence that there was something said 
about 'our institutions,' and it comes 
out that the' institutions' are what they 
call Church and State. It is not very 
distinct, but because we have heard it 
for fifty years-some of us-we begin to 
have a kind of glimpse of what it means. 
It does not mean -the House of Com
mons, and it does not mean chapels, 
and what is more, it does not mean 
churches in any other sense than the 
political sense, for a man must be II fool 
who supposes that any extension of the 
suffrage in this country, or any demo
cratic form of government, would lessen 
by one single brick or stone or piece of 
timber or scantling any place of worship 
of any sect or church in this country; 
and more than that, he must be a block
head beyond all power of argument to 
suppose that in this great community 
the ministers of your various free 
churches and dissenting sects would be 
less thought of than they are at present, 
or that the gentleman whom I saw on 
this platform to·night (Dr. Miller) would 
have less respect or influence here than 
he has at this moment. 

But this, I suspect, is what they fear. 
I have sought a good deal into this 
question, and it seems to me as if they 
had a notion that in this country we 
have some institutions which have come 
down to us from the middle ages-from 
what some people call the dark ages-" 
and that these institutions may not 
permanently harmonize with the intel
ligence and the necessities of the nine
teenth century in which we live. The 
'institutions' are truly safe enough if 
the Government be in the hands of 

the institution; and if the Peernge and 
the Established Church are to rule 
in England, then I presume that the 
Peerage and the Established Church, 
in their present condition, will be per
manently safe; and if the great patronage 
of our vast expenditure is to be dispensed 
perpetually amongst the ruling class, 
the ruling class as a matter of CO\ll"se 
will take extreme care of the patronage. 
There is something very sacred in that 
patronage. There are many families 
m this country with "long lines of ances
try, who, if patronage were curtailed, 
would feel very much as some of us 
feel in Lancashire when the American 
war has stopped our supplies of cotton. 
They look upon patronage as a holy 
thing, not to be touched by profane 
hands; I have no doubt they have in 
their minds the saying of a great friend 
of mine, though he is an imaginary 
character-I mean Hosea Bigelow, the 
author of the Bigelow Papers. He says-

'It is something like a fulfilling the pro-
phecies, 

When all the first families have all the 
best offices.' 

But, Sir, J protest against this theory. 
I protest against the theory that the 
people of this country have an unreason
able and violent desire to shake or 
overturn institutions which they may 
not theoretically approve of. What are 
these people admitting by making these 
statements and expressing these fears? 
Are the people really against the House 
of Lords? [A Voice: • No.'] They 
say - I am constantly told- the people 
like the Lords very much. I never 
think it worth my while to deny it; for 
I am perfectly content to live under the 
institutions which the intelligence, and 
the virtue, and the" experience of my 
countrymen fairly represented in Parlia
ment shall determine upon. I was told 
when this" Government was formed
you must recollect that some people did 
me the honour to suppose that I should 
be asked to take office in Lord Palmer
ston's Government, along with my 
friends Mr. Gibson and Mr. Cobden. 

2z-a 
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Mr. Cobden was in America at the 
time, - I suppose they did not like him 
much better than they liked me, but it 
is possible they disliked him rather less. 
Mr. Cobden did not take the seat 
which was offered him for reasons which 
were then made pUblic. but the state
ment which was made to me-which 
came from Lord Palmerston to be.con
veyed to me-was this, that I had ex
pressed opinions in recent speeches with 
regard to institutions, or an institution, 

• which the majority of Englishmen 
deemed essential, which would make it 
impossible for· hinI to offer me a seat 
in his Government. 

I had attended meetings-you must 
recollect-in fact, tb.e first I attended 
here after I ·was elected one of your 
representatives. I afterwards went to 
Glasgow, and to Edinburgh, and to 
Manchester, and to Bradford, and the 
largest room in all these places could 
not contain one-half of those who 
wished to come to h~ar something said 
on the question which I was discllssing, 
and the spe~es which were then made 
were supposed to be tainted with rather 
less reverence for the House of Lords 
than some persons think proper; and 
therefore. though I was fit to be your 
representative, and was applauded by 
listening thousands of my countrymen, 
I was not qualified to take office in her 
Majesty's Government. 

But is it true that the people are 
against the Church? Do they ever, in 

I the slightest degree, abstaill from giving 
respect and honour to any minister of 
that Church who acts even though it 
be with the feebleness which belongs 
to aU efforts in that character-who 
acts in any degree consistent with the 
position of a Christian minister? Be
sides. if the Church is the poor man's 
Church. surely the poor man must 
know it; and, therefore, who could 
imagine for a moment that the people 
of this country, acting fairly through 

. their representatives. would do anything 
as regards that Church which would 
damage its usefulness as a Christian in
stitution, or make it less honoured or 

---
less influential in the spread of Chris
tianity amongst the population of these 
islands? Why are they, then, afraid of 
the people? If a million more electors 
- I .believe the last Bill only proposed 
to add half a million-were admitted, 
is there any single interest that deserves 
one moment's consideration that this 
million of new electors, joined with the 
present million of electors, would com
bine in Parliament to uproot and de
stroy? I am not one called upon to 
defend our institutions. It is not my 
business. because they are not attacked ; 
but I will assert this, that the Crown
which is the most venerable of the 
institutions to which it is supposed 
democracy could be hostile-that the 
Crown is not opposed to the admission 
of this million or half million. and that 
the Queen of these realms has more 
than once from her own lips declared to 
Parliament her free consent to the 
admission of this number of people to 
the franchise. 

It follows. then, I say. that the insti
tutions which people are so much afraid 
of are in themselves unpopular or hurt
ful, or else that the people themselves 
are grossly slandered. I would insist 
. on this; since the power of the Crown 
was limited two hundred years ago, 
and since the power of the nobles was 
limited thirty years ago, good govern
ment has gained greatly in this country, 
and the people are in aU circumstances 
better, and I am quite sure that the 
respect shown to the Crown is more 
general by far than it was at an earlier 
period. But our Constitution involves 
necessarily the representation of the 
people, and in calling for this represen
tation we stand upon a foundation from 
which no argument and no sophistry 
can ever remove us. The House of Com
mons is in reality the only guarantee 
we have for freedom. If you looked 
at any other country. and saw nothing 
but a monarch, he might be a good 
king and might do his best. but you 
would see that there is no guarantee 
for freedom-you know not who will 
be his successor. If you saw a country 
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; with no Crown. but with a handful of 
nobles, administering the government 

: of the country. you would say there is 
no guarantee there for freedom. be
cause a number of individuals acting 

i together have not the responsibility. or 
, the feeling of responsibility. that one 
r man has. and they do things which one 
i man would not dare to do. If there be 
! a man here who feels himself and his 
t- prejudices rise up against the statements 

I I am making. he. at least. will admit 
that the real and only permanent foun
dation for political freedom in any 
country is in the establishment and 
maintenance of a system of political 
representation-in your Houses of 
Parliament. 

At that dinner at Torquay. a noble
man presided whom I had the pleasure 
of knowing a little when he was a 
Member of the House of Commons. 
and another nobleman whom I have 
also known there made the principal 

, speech. and what do you think they did? 
They had a number of toasts-which is 
a thing I do not recommend. because 
they do not drink them in cold water
and they proposed. first. what are called 
the ceremonial toasts-though one 
would hope they are not altogether 
ceremonial-ilIld amongst them the 

, House of Lords. The toast was re-
sponded to in a long speech by Lord 
Devon. Aud what did they propose 
next? Not the House of Commons, 
but • The Conservative Party in the 
House of Commons: They did not 
propose' The Conservative Party in the 

. House of Lords: Perhaps they thought 
the whole House of Lords was a Con
servative party. or else they thought 
that the Liberal party in the House of 
Commons was really not worth remem
bering. except it may be to wish that it 
did not exist. These gentlemen do not 
comprehend our Constitution at all. 
'They do not know. apparently. that it 
is only because there is something 
which the people still believe to be in 
some degree a representative body. and 
which stands between them and monar
chical and aristocratic despotism-that 

it is only the existence of that House 
which makes the institution they' are so 
fond of safe and permanent at all-and 
they are afraid that the five millions 
somehow or other will get into it. 
Now. I beg to tell them that the five 
millions will get into it. though they 
may not get into it all at once; and 
perhaps few men desire that they should. 
for I am opposed myself to great and 
violent changes. which create needless. I 
shocks. and wbich are accepted, if they . 
are accepted, with great alarm. 

But I will undertake to say that some 
portion. a considerable and effective 
portion. of those five millions will 
before many years are passed be freely 
allowed to vote for Members of the 
House of Commons. It is not the 
democracy which these gentlemen are 
always afraid of that is the peril of this 
country. It was not democracy in 
1833 that was the peril. It was the 
desperate antagonism of the class that 
then had power to the just claims and 
rights of the people. Aud at this mo
ment. when they dine and when 1 speak. 
I tell them that Conservatism-they 
give it that name. but it is worthy of a 
very different name_that Conservatism. 
be it Tory or be it Whig. is the true 
national peril which we have to face. 
They may dam the stream. they may 
keep back the waters. but the volume is 
ever increasing. and it descends with 
accelerated force. and the time will 
come when. in all probability. and to a 
certainty. if wisdom does not take the 
place of folly, the waters will burst 
their banks. and these men. who fancy 
they are stemming this imaginary appa
rition of democracy. will be swept away 
by the resolute will of a united and 
determined people. 

For one moment cast your eyes over 
the face of Europe. You will find that 
there are now only two considerable 
States'that have not representative in
stitutions-Turkey and Russia; and 
Russia is making progress in freedom 
equal at least to the progress of any 
other State in Europe. Representation 
is found in Italy, in Austria even, in 
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almost all the German States, in the 
Northern States, in Belgium, Holland, 
France, Portugal, and Spain. It is 
found also, as I have said, and as you 
know, all over the American continent. 
It is found, also, firmly settled as an 
institution in Australia. Englishmen; 
everywhere but at home, are received 
into the bosom of this great permanent 
undying institution, this safeguard for 
national, for human freedom. But here 
they are slandered, they are insulted, 
they are reviled, they are shut out. 
They are invited to half a hundred 
ways of amusing themselves; but if 
they stand at the hustings or at the 
poll, and see their richer brethren come 
up to vote,. they :ue not allowed to 
register their names in favour of prin
ciples for which their fathers before 
them, and themselves. have sighed in 
many a bitter hour of disappointment. 

Now, Sir, I would change all this. I 
speak out of no hostility to any class, 
or any institution. That man who 
proposes to exclude permanently five 
millions of his countrymen from the 
right which the Constitution of his 
country makes sacred in his eyes. I say 
that is the man that separates English
men into two nations. and makes it 
impossible that we should be· wholly 
or permanently a contented people. I 

demand, then, this, which is but the 
right of our Constitution, that the House 
of Commons shall be made freely and 
fairly to represent the Commons and 
the people of the United Kingdom. 
England bas long been famous for the 
enjoyment of personal freedom by her 
people. They are free to think. they 
are free to speak, they are free to write; 
and England has been famed of late 
years, and is famed now the world over, 
for the freedom of her industry and the 
greatness and the freedom of her com
merce. I want to know then why it is 
that her people should not be free to 
vote. Who is there that will meet me 
on this platform, or will stand upon 
any platform, and will dare to say, in 
the hearing of an open meeting of his 
countrymen, that these millions for 
whom I am now pleading are too de
graded, too vicious, and too destructive 
to be entrusted with the elective fran
chise? I at least will never thus slander 
my countrymen. I claim for them the 
right of admission, through their repre
sentatives, into the most ancient and 
the most venerable Parliament which at 
this hour exists among men; and when 
they are thus admitted. and not till 
then, it may be truly said that England, 
the august mother of free nations, her
self is free. 
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THE REFORM BILL OF LORD RUSSELL'S ADMINISTRATION. 

ON TH.I!: MOTION FOB LEAVE TO BIUIIG Dr THE BILL. 

HOUSE OF COMMONS, MARCH 13, 1866. 

[On the death of Lord Palmerston. Lord Russel1 became Prime Minister, and on the 
meeting of Parliament, a Bill for the improvement of the Representation of the People 
was introduced by Mr. Gladstone, on behalf of the Government. The Bill did not 
pass, and the Russell Administration retired from office in June, 1866.] 

ALTHOUGH in the course of this de
bate I have been the subject of much 
remark. and of not a little that may be 
fairly termed unusual attack, I beg to 
assure the House that I have not risen 
for the purpose of defending myself. 
since I am ready to leave my course in 
this House and my political character 
to the impartial view of Members of the 
House. and to the just judgment of my 
countrymen outside the House. Nor 
have I risen for the purpose of entering 
into an elaborate defence of the Bill 
introduced by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. I think. however, that there 
haS been so much said which is not to 
the point. that it may be advantageous 
if I endeavour to explain to the House 
what I understand the Bill to be-to 
state some of the grounds on which it 
appeals to us for support, and to ask 
the House whether, under the circum-

stances of this question, and in the ex
isting . condition of the country. it is 
the duty of Parliament to permit it to 
pass into a law. 

One thing in the Bill is highly sati$
factory to me--that both in what it 
does and the manner in which it pro
poses to do it, it is distinct, clear. with- . 
out any tricks-without semblance of 
giving something in one clause, and 
then under a feeling of alarm withdraw
ing that something in the clause that 
follows. I have always been in favour 
of meeting this question and dealing 
with it in such a manner that every 
person in the country who is now an 
elector. or who is to be included in the 
Bill. should comprehend that it was a 
measure. so far as it went. fair and 
generous to the people whom it was 
intended to enfranchise. 

I think I can show reasons-if we 
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can for a moment get,rld of the notion 
of partycoIribinatio!,-;-why this House 
should readily, and wit!J.out hesitation, 
agree to this Bill. One portion of it 
will recommend itself, I am quite cer· 
tain, to all Gentlemen who are enthusi
astic admirers of the Bill of 1832 -and 
on this point I can confidently ask for 
the support of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Caine-that is the por~ 
tion of the Bill which is intended to re
move all legal obstacles or difficulties 
by which many persons who were in
tended to be enfranchised by the Reform 
Bill have been up to this time deprived 
of their votes. The Reform Bill pro
posed to give a vote to every occupier 
of a 101. house in a borough. It is 
shown, partly· it may be by the wording 
of the Act, partly. by the decisions of 
judges and courts, that this extension of 
the franchise was never complete; that 
by the operatiQn of clauses which made. 
it necessary to pay rates, and which 
made it necessary almost in effect that 
the occupier himself should pay the 
rates, many thousands-I know not the 
number-will have been disfranchised 
from 1832 up to the very hour at which 
this Bill shall pass into law. In Scot
land there is no such disqualification as 
that which this Bill proposes to, remove, 
for there they have no rate paying 
clauses, and they have no system of 
compounding which :would juggle men 
out of their franchise; and the object 
of this Bill is to assimilate our law in 
this respect to the law of Scotland, and 

. to give to the Reform Act of 1832 the 
same efficacy which the people expected 
from it when it passed both Houses of 
Parliament. I suppose, although' Gen
tlemen may not admit it by any out
ward expression of opinion, they are not 
against such an improvement of the 
Reform Act as will give the vote which 
this part of the Bill is intended to give. 
The right hon. Member -fot Caine can 
certainly not refuse his assent, because 
if there be one th ing except the classical 
times of antiquity to whiclihe is more 
devoted than another, it is !:1early the 
Bill of 1832. . 

The next point to which I shall ask 
the attention of the House is that which 
the Bill proposes to do in respect to the 
county franchise. Here I must say, at 
the risk of saying what is not compli
mentary to the Chancellor of the Ex
chequer and his colleagues, that I think 
the Government have shown a remark
able feebleness, which lays them open 
to . great ,blame, not only on the part of 
the House" but of almost every person 
in the country who has expected a Bill 
on th..: subject of Reform. They pro
pose to bring the franchise down from 
a sol. occupation to one of 141. The 
occupation franchise in counties was a 
measure of YOllr own carrying in 1832. 
I do not say that to touch it would not 
have been necessary now, if you had 
not then disturbed the ancient franchise 
of the counties; but wh~n the county 
occupation franchise was fixed at Sol. 
and the franchise in boroughs at 101., 
he must have been a very dull man in
deed who could not have foreseen that 
the county franchise must at sope time 
not remote be greatly reduced. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer spoke encouragingly in 
that Reform discussion many years ago, 
when the House carried the third rea(I.t 
ing of the Bill introduced by my honr: 
Friend the Member for East Surrey 
but from that time to this there h~ 
been a good deal more done on thi 
question. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Buckinghamshire, and 
his Cabinet-the noble Lord the Mem
ber for King's Lynn being very inti
mately concerned with the then leader 
of the House in manufacturing a Reform 
Bill-had not had much experience, and 
it was not to be wondered at that they 
made mistakes. ,They brought in their 
Bill- a Bill containing some good 
things and some bad things - and 
among other things proposed a lol. 
franchise in counties. They took, how
ever, a considerable compensation by 
attempting to withdraw all freeholders 
within the limits of boroughs from the 
county franchise-transferring them to 
the electoral body within the limits of 

I 
J 
1, 
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boroughs: But that .does not in the 
slightest degree change this fact-that 
they did with due deliberation come to 
the opinion that 101. occupiers in coun
ties were fit and proper persons to ex
ercise the elective franchise. You do 
not suppose that they proposed to put 
persons on the ·county lists of whose 
fi tness they were not well assured. and 

• then endeavoured to compensate for 
this by their proposal with regard to the 
freeholders in the boroughs. They be
lieved, and believe now, no doubt, that 
101. was a proper and fitting franchise 
for the counties in England and Wales; 
and I should be glad to find them. when 
the House shall be in Committee on 
this Bill. proposing to reduce the sum 
of a l<jl. franchise to a 101. one. If they 
wish to have an easy victory over the 
Government. and to prove themselves 
consistent. and to extend the range of the 
county registration. I and a good many 
Members in this part of the House will 
be extremely happy to give them our 
cordial support; and I can promise 
them the support of the right hon. 
Gentleman behind me (Mr. Lowe). be
cause he has fixed his affections on a 
101. rental franchise. If he were to say 

~ he approved a 101. household franchise r .n boroughs he must do so also in the 
'I :Counties. because we all know that 

\ he 101. householders in counties are 
~. f~enerally men in better pecuniary cir
I, ICUmstances than those of equal rental 

in boroughs. 
So far as I have gone. I hope I have 

persuaded Gentlemen opposite, and the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Caine. from any opposition to the Bill 
of the Governmen t with regard to these 
two portions of it. I may say further. 
with respect to this proposition of the 
Government. that there was one illus
tration the learned Gentleman lMr. 
Whiteside) might have made in his 
amusing speech. for however much the 
country is going to ruin. he can always 
be amusing in this House-there is one 
illustration he might have given us. He 
said that in Ireland they had a 121. 
raling franchise for the counties. and 

that is as near may be I to 
a 1<jl. rental f ctiW'IiUJilttiffa-1J ~~ 1 
proposition of thlb:PaAhle~-al-
though I disa ove it~':y'" We'! 
sanction of the urse I t,..llelJl 
taken in Ireland. this ~ •• 
from Irish Mem considere 
a not unsatisfactory c 
county franchise. But. with t e expe
·rience of a great number of years of 
this franchise in Ireland. I think the 
Member for Calne may screw up his 
courage to support ·this proposition of 
the Bill. 

I now come to the only point on 
which there is any great difference of 
opinion. I think the world has never 
shown an instance of a legislative as
sembly such as this making a great 
disturbance among themselves. exciting 
themselves. getting into a violent pas
sion. pouring out cataracts of declama
tion like those we heard last night. and 
all upon the simple question whether 
the franchise in boroughs shall remain 
as now at 101. or shall be fixed for a 
time at 71. Hon. Gentlemen opposite 
appear to be surprised at the frankness 
.with which I speak. The head of the 
present Government was laughed at 
for years because he spoke of finality 
in connection with the Bill of 1832. I 
should be very happy if it should so 
happen. as. the right hon. Gentleman 
has suggested in his fervid imagination, 
that the working classes would in great 
numbers surmount the harrier of 71., 
and that ultimately it should be even 
equal to a household, suffrage in the 
country. But does any Gentleman op
posite believe that he is carrying a Bill 
- did any Gentleman sitting in this 
House ever vote upon any measure of 
arrangement and organisation like this. 
and confidently assure himself that the 
measure should be final? He must 
have a very poor notion of what our 
children will be if he thinks them less 
competent to decide such questions for 
themselves than we are at present to 
decide them. Therefore do not think 
that because I use the phrase • for a 
time,' I am not of opinion that this Bill, 
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if it be carried, will in all probability 
put an end to Bills having reference to 
the suffrage-for such portion of time, 
at least, as this Bill will be found to 
meet the views of the intelligent-Cloud 
laughter and cheers]-allow me to finish 
the sentence-of the intelligent popula
tion of this country. 

The Bill of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer proposes, in addition to the 
71. franchise, what he calls a lodger 
franchise. The Member for Bucking
hamshire in his Bill proposed something 
of the same kind, but with a 201. quali
fication, while the present Bill proposes 
a 101. qualification-lol. being very 
nearly the same for a holding of this 
kind as 71. would be for a house. But 
the right hon .. Gentleman opposite pro
posed provisions in his measure which 
would be extremely difficult, and I 
think would lead to great perplexity. 
I have no doubt that the proposition 
now made by the Government is simpler 
than his, and likely to be carried out 
with less difficulty and more satisfaction 
to that class of persons in this metro
polis who are chiefly interested in this 
part of the Bill. With regard to the 71. 
franchise, let us examine it for one 
moment. Somebody has said, and many 
persons have written, that this Bill is my 
Bill- that the Government made this 
Bill at my recommendation. [. Hear.'] 
I thought somebody would say this. I 
have not been able to find a p0;'lt of the 
Bill which I have recommended. I never 
was in favour of a 61. franchise, and I 
should never have proposed it. I be
lieve in a household franchise for the 
boroughs of this country. But when I 
found a powerful Government like the 
last-and it was not as honest as it was 
powerful - proposing a 61. franchise, 
with the expectation that it would carry 
it, I was not to stand in the way of 
a considerable enfranchisement of the 
people merely because I had an idea 
that household suffrage would be better. 
A 71. franchise is a proposition I have 
never said one syllable in favour of, and 
it never entered into my mind that the 
Government would split hairs in this 

fashion, and would leave the 61. fran
chise, their own former proposition, and 
which nearly everybody in the country 
who has asked for a Reform Bill has 
expressed himself ready to accept, and 
would offer the House a 71. franchise. 
But here it is offered, and unfortunately, 
beggars in the House of Commons, 
like beggars outside of it, cannot be 
choosers, and we are sometimes in a 
position to take only what is given. 

When the Bill of the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite was brought in, a 
very remarkable thing happened. Two 
eminent Members of the Government 
seceded from it, and took their seats 
on the third bench behind, and I think 
I see one of them sitting there at this 
moment. They both made what we 
call a personal explanation to the 
House, and the explanation was that 
they differed from their colleagues on 
this question of the suffrage. They 
did not approve that the suffrage in 
counties should be brought down to 
the rate of the boroughs, and that the 
suffrage in the boroughs should be con
tinued at the same rate which was fixed 
at the time of the Reform Act. I am 
not sure whether these right hon. Gen
tlemen coincide in the opinion that the 
county franchise should be brought 
down to 101. I think the right hon. 
Gentlemen expressed some dissent
at least they were of opinion that the 
franchise in the boroughs ought to be 
reduced; and I know the Member for 
Oxfordshire. in the words which have 
often been quoted since, expressed him
self in favour of establishing a borough 
franchise at Sl. Now when the Go
vernment have"been splitting hairs with 
regard to 61. and 71., I hope the right 
hon. Gentlemen on that side of the 
House will not split hairs between Sl. 
and 71 .• because surely after the discus
sion this question has undergone-after 
the mode and manner the House has 
been brought into difficulty by past 
transactions-after the great expecta
tions which have been raised through
out the country, I think it would show 
very ill statesmanship on the part of 
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and that is the Savings-bank franchise, 
obedience to the cause of party-it I think the Member for Buckingham
would hardly be becoming in them- shire had something like it-perhaps 
if they were not willing to make the the very same thing-in his .Bill, I 

:1 small concession of II. in answer to the disapproved of it then. I have no ob-t concession of II. which I am willing or jection to enfranchise those who may r forced to make, and join with me in be enfranchised by it; but I think it is 
giving at least a friendly if not an the very worst of all the fancy frant enthusiastic support to the Bill of the chises ever proposed. It will be unequal 

~ Government. to the last degree, and it will be, I be-
And, after all, this a1., what is it? lieve, the source of every kind of fraud. 

The right hon. Gentleman behind me I agree with the right hon. Gentleman 
has conjured up a frightful apparition. the Member for Wick, who, I think, in ' 
The 101. is the salvation of the country, speaking of it said he did not see why 
For thirty-four years its operation has the investment of 501;-the saving of it 
been such as to extort from him un- in a Savings-bank-should give a man 

, limited approval.' I do not know a higher social and political position 
whether he will think 9/. perilous or than the investment or saving of an 
S/. in any degree of doubtful utility, equal sum in any other description of 
but 71. he considers to be actually property where the investment could be 
destructive to the interests of the coun- fairly ascertained. I object altogether 
try; and he has shown moreover that to giving the franchise to one man and 
it would destroy the connection be- shutting it out from another-that 
tween the Executive Government and second man, it may be, being far more 
t~.ruse-that it would add greatly heroic than the other. For example, a 

·""'to all the evils which are supposec\ to man may have to provide a humble 
I exist in connection with the present equipment for a' daughter's marriage, a 

Bill, without any of its advantages; small sum for a son's apprenticeship
in fact, I know not whether a more something may be taken out of his 
gloomy, discouraging, and appalling earnings for the education of his chil
picture of the future of the House and dren, he may have under his roof an 
the country was ever drawn by any aged parent, and he may be performing 
Member of the House. And all the to that parent the most sacred and most 
foundation of these horrors is that it holy of duties, and these may cause him 
is proposed to reduce the franchise in to withdraw S/. or 101. from his little 
the boroughs by II. lower than was re- fund in the Savings-bank, or may pre
commended by the Member for Oxford- vent his having any fund there at all, 
shire and by his colleague the Member and the law steps in, and for doing so 
for the University of Cambridge. Now, much, which in every rank of life is so 
I appeal to Gentlemen opposite whether honourable and so exemplary, his name 
they will allow themselves, considering is to be erased from the electoral list 
the position of this question, to make of the town in which he lives. I pro
it impossible that the question of the test against this Savings-bank franchise. 
suffrage should be got out of our way I think also it would be liable to great 
during this present session of Parlia- fraud, because three or four members of 
ment. If they do make it impossible- a family may invest in a Savings-bank 
I am not much given to prophesy, but I in one name and so give to that one 
venture to predict that there are maQY person a vote. . I do not in the least 
on those benches now who will live to object to anyone person having a vote, 
regret the course they are about to take. but I do object to giving it under a 

There is one other proposition-it is system which, altogether apart from 
made in this Bill-which I hope the the general processes of our enfran
House will not listen to for a moment, chisement, is liable to the utmost in-
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equality, and to a species of fraud 
which cannot be prevented. 

Now I have gone through the Bill 
in its main provisions, and I would ask 
the House what they think of it. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer tells us
in fact, we well know-that we have in 
England and Wales about five and a 
half millions of men. Under this Bill 
he further tells us we should have 
900,000 electors. [A Voice from the 
Treasury Benches: • 1,300,000:] But 
not 1,300,000 when the double qualifi
cations are taken off. Whatever that. 
be, it will place within the franchise 
perhaps a little more than one in five, 
leaving out four millions of grown men 
in England and Wales who will still not 
have the franehise. Of those he says 
there will be 330,000 working-men. 
This is a very-as I am quite confident 
whenever the matter is fairly looked 
into will be .found out-exaggerated 
estimate. The right hon. Gentleman 
included 60,000 who now live in 101. 
houses besides those referred to in the 
Blue Books. And more than that, he 
included every man between 101. and 
7'., although the experience of every 
one tells us that is not correct; and as 
to all these working-men brought for
ward in these Blue Books, except the 
Members for Coventry, I will undertake 
to say that there is scarcely a single 
Member of the House, looking to his 
own canvass and his own constituency, 
who is not prepared to say that the esti
mate is a delusion and a snare. 

I should only be too glad if it could 
be honestly ascertained that so many 
working-men would be placed upon the 
register; at least I think it would do 
something towards confirming hon. 
Gentlemen in the view they entertain 
that the conduct of so many of those 
men as possess the franchise has hither
to been most exemplary in their exercise 
of it. Now, I appeal to hon. Gentle
men-I am very earnest in my wishes 
upon this question, because. notwith
standing the unkind allusion and impu
tation thrown upon me some time ago 
by a right hon. Gentleman on this side 

of the House, there is nobody who has 
a greater interest than I have, in a cer
tain sense, in a fair and early settlement 
of this question. I have had as much 
to do with it as anyone, I think, in 
discussing it publicly out of the House 
and in the House. I have discussed it 
frankly, and whatever hou. Gentlemen 
may think to the contrary, I never spoke 
on any question in which I took a 
greater interest, or with a deeper con
viction that I was serving the true in
terests of their class as well as those of 
!Dy countrymen at large. 

I do not know whether I can appeal 
tn certain Members of the House. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
CaIne has shown that nearly everything 
the Bill proposes is really that which is 
bound up in some shape with the Bill 
of 1832, or with the propositions in 
which he has been concerned. I have 
got here-it is really curious how things 
drop into your hands when you want 
them-here is a paper, the Norfolk 
Neru" of the year 1859, and I have 
certain extracts which I have taken· 
from the paper. These are extracts 
from election addresses. The first is 
from the election address of Lord Pal
merston, who said there must be a Bill 
to alter the law regulating the repre
sentation of the people in Parliament. 
Then Lord John Russell said we should 
have to consider the great question of 
the amendment of the representation of 
the people in Parliament. Sir George 
Grey said that at the earliest period 
consistent with duty, the Government 
would be prepared to deal with the ques
tion of Parliamentary Reform. Then 
there were similar extracts from the 
speeches of my right hon. Friend the 
President of the Board of Trade, from 
the speeches of the Attorney-General 
of that day, and of the Solicitor-General. 
There is then an extract headed, • Right 
Hon. Robert Lowe, Vice-President of 
the Committee of Council on Educa
tion.' And what does he say in 1859, 
before the Government of the right 
hon. Gentleman opposite was discharged 
from the service of the House and of 



1866. REFORM. VI. 349 

the country? The Right Hon. Robert 
Lowe says:-

, It will be the duty of the Government 
to prepare a measure of Reform, and I 
have every confidence th~t it will be one 
which if not fully satisfying men of ex
treme opinions, will be acceptable to the 
great body of the people.' 

I think the right hon. Gentleman has a 
very short memory, or else he trifles 
with this House. Is it conceivable that 
a man who wrote that in his election 
address in J859 should 5tand up to
night and deliver such a speech as we 
have heard from him for an hour and 
a hnlf? I am afraid, Sir, that when 
under these circumstances men change 
their opinions after they are fifty years 
of age. there is not much expectation 
of turning them back again. I feel that 
I could not with much hope appeal to 
the right hon. Member for Caine, or to 
his colleague the right hon. Member for 
Stroud; I do not know that I should 
appeal to the noble Lord the Member 
for Haddington (Lord Elcho), who, 
with the exception of the hon. Member 
for Salisbury, is the ocly Member at 
this side of the House who cheers the 
sentiments of either of the right hon. 
Gentlemen. 

What is the reason, I ask, that Gen
tlemen who have been holders of office 
take this course with regard to the Bill 
of the Government? I will not deal in 
any insinuations, but I will say that, 
from Gentle.men who have held offioe, 
but who happen to have been left out 
of what may be ealled the daily minis
trations, we have a right to expect a 
very minute account of the reasons why 
they change their opinions before we 
can turn round and change with them. 
These are the Gentlemen who all at 
once start up as the great teachers of 
statesmanship to the House and the 
country. Are they what the right 
hon. Baronet the Member for Droitwich 
spoke of in the recess-are they the 
foremost statesmen in the country? and 
if so, is there to be a bid for them to 
take the place of Gentlemen who have 

not much succeeded as statesmen when 
in office? In office these right hon. 
Gentlemen are as docile as any other 
Gentlemen in office, but I fear, notwith
standing the ideas some people have of 
my influence with Earl Russell, that I 
am not able to offer them any argu
ments on his part that will tell upon 
them. I do not object for a moment 
to a Member of this House being fond 
of office. The Chancellor of the Ex
chequer probably .Jives much more 
happily in office than he would live if 
he were out of it, though I do not 
think he will live quite 50 long. I do 
not complain of men who are fond of 
office, though I could never compre
hend the reason they like it so much. 
If I may parody, or if I may make an 
alteration in a line or two of one of the 
most beautiful poems in our language, 
I might ask- . 

'For who, to dumb forgelfulness a prey, 
That pleasing, anxious office e'er re

signed, 
Left the warm precincts of the Treasury, 

Nor cast one last, long, lingering look 
behind.' 

What I complain of is this, that when 
place recedes into the somewhat dim 
past, that which in office was deemed 
patriotism vanishes with it; and we 
have one howl of despair from thes .. 
right hon. Gentlemen because it is 
proposed to diminish the franchise in 
boroughs from 101. to 7'., and to add 
by so small a proposition as that some
thing to the freedom of the people of 
this country. 

The right hon. Gentleman below me 
(Mr. Horsman) said a little against the 
Government and a little against the 
Bill, but had last night a field night for 
an attack upon so humble an individual 
as I am. The right hon. Gentleman is 
the first of the new party who has ex
pressed his great grief, who has retired 
into what may be called his political 
cave of AduUam, and he has called 
about him every one that was in distreSs 
and every one that was discontented. 
The. right hon. Gentleman has been 
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anxious to fonn a party in this House. 
There is scarcely anyone on this side 
of the House who is able to address the 
House with effect or to take much part 
in our debates. whom he has not tried 
to bring over to his party or cabal; and 
at last the right hon. Gentleman has 
succeeded in hooking the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Caine. I 
know there W8.s an opinion expressed 
many years ago by a Member of the 
Treasury bench and of the Cabinet, that 
two men would make a party. When a 
party is fonned of two men so amiable 
-so discreet-as the two right hon. 
Gentlemen, we may hope to see for the 
first time in Parliament a party perfectly 
hannonious and distinguished by mutual 
and unbrokeIt trust. But there is one 
difficulty which it is impossible to re
move. This party of two reminds me 
of the Scotch terrier, which was so 
covered with hair that you could not 
tell which was the head and which was 
the tail of it. 

The right hon. Member for Caine 
told us that he had some peculiar 
election experiences. There are men 
who make discord wherever they appear. 
The right hon. Gentleman on going 
down to Kiddenninster got into some 
unpleasing altercation with somebody, 
and it ended with his having his head 
broken. But I am happy to say, and 
the House will bear witness, that with 
regard to its power, that head is pro
bably as strong now as before he took 
his leave of Kiddenninster and went to 
Calne-a village in the West of England. 
The right hon. Gentleman found on the 
list of electors at Caine, one hundred 
and seventy-four names, of whom, ac
cording to the Blue Book, about seven 
were working·m~. I suppose three or 
four of them were probably keepers of 
shops, and some of those whom the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer I think 
improperly included in his list. When 
the right hon. Member went down there 
he found a tumult even more aggravated 
than at Kiddenninster. They did not 
break his head, but they did something 
that in the eye of the law was much 

worse, for they shut up the police in the 
Town Hall, and the little mob of this 
little place had the whole game to 
themselves. The right han. Gentleman 
told us of the polypus, which takes its 
colour from the rock on which it lives, 
and he said that some han. Members 
take their colours from their consti
tuencies. The constituency which the 
right han. Gentleman represents consists 
of one hundred and seventy-four men, 
seven of whom are working-men; but 
the real constituent of the right han. 
Gentleman is a Member of the other 
House of Parliament, and he could send 
in his butler or his groom, instead of 
the right hon. Gentleman, to represent 
the borough. I think in one sense
regarding the right han. Gentleman as 
an intellectual gladiator in this House 
-we are much indebted to the Marquis 
of Lansdowne that he did not do that. 

And now, Sir, I said that I wanted 
to explain the particulars of this Bill, 
and to appeal to the good sense and 
patriotism of hon. Gentlemen opposite. 
I ask them not to take that disparaging 
view of their countrymen which has 
been presented to them by the right 
hon. Member for Caine and ·the hon. 
Member for Salisbury, who-I presume 
from their residence at the nntipodes
seem to take a Botany Bay impression, 
and a Botany Bay view, of the character 
of the great bulk of their countrymen. 
The right hon. Gentleman some nights 
ago, when I was not here, said that I, 
even in the matter of the cattle plague, 
set class against class. [. Hear, hear I' 
from the Opposition benches, and 
laughter.] The han. Gentlemen' op
posite, who from the ease with which 
they are amused must be a most ami
able party, laugh at this observation. 
I ask any man in this House, is it 
possible to do a thing more perilous 
than that which is done by the right 
han. Gentleman and his Australian col
league the han. Member for Salisbury
namely, to make it appear that there 
is a gulf that shall not be passed by 
legislation between the highest and 
most powelful and a portion of the 
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middle classes. and the great body of 
the working-people who are really the 
heart of this great nation? 

The right hon. Gentleman tells us 
that by-and-by, if everybody will wait 
long enough, everybody will get over 
this barrier and be inside the franchise. 
But that is no great consolation, because 

.he said that by the Bill of the Govern
ment we, or our children, shall be eaten 
up at some future time. Would it not 
be infinitely better to show our trust in 
the people now? Of all the follies and 
crimes which· Governments commit, that 
of a constant distrust of their subjects, 
of their citizens, of their country, is about 
the wildest nnd most foolish. But ·the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Stroud and somebody else who followed 
him tell us that the people are very indif
ferent about this matter. I think I just 
caught the Member for Salisbury in the 
hubbub of the House as he rose to 
speak, making an observation about the 
.number of petitions; and the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Caine said 
he thought their number was not more 
than four. But how many petitions 
were there previous to 1831? Bear in 
mind that Lord John Russell had for 
some time discontinued bringing for
ward his motion for Parliamentary 
Reform. In 1821 one petition was 
presented to the House in favour of 
Parliamentary Reform. In 1822 there 
were twelve, in 1823 there were twenty
nine; in the six ~ears that passed between 
1824 and 1829 there was not a single 
petition presented to this House in 
favour of Parliamentary Reform; and 
in 1830 there were fourteen petitions
ten more than those with which the 
right hon. Gentleman made himself 
merry to-night. And what took place 
in 1831-2? This,-some of you were 
fleeing for your lives in the midst of a 
storm which you had not foreseen, but 
which was as inevitable as any storm 
that arises in the heavens. It was an 
accident that brought it about-the 
French Revolution. Well, there are 
always accidents. A great portion of 
the things that happen in our lives, 

so far as we can judge, have the ap
pearance of accidents. But with the 
accident there was material for a con
fiagration, and a conflagration arose. 

I recollect that the late Francis Place 
·and two or three others went to the 
Duke of Wellington as a deputation 
when he took office after the fall of 
Lord Grey's Government, and that they 
remonstrated with the Duke. He was 
not a man that liked remonstrances 
very much, but they told him what was 
going on, how dissatisfied the people 
were, and how perilous they thought 
the COurse of the Government in op
posing Reform. And what did the 
Duke say? He was standing warming 
himself at the fire. He said to these 
gentlemen, • You have got heads on 
your shoulders, and I would advise you 
to keep them there.' Two or three 
.days afterwards the Duke of Wellington 
was driven from office. The popular 
feeling in the country and in the metro
polis was such that this great soldier 
that knew no fear was obliged to resign. 
and Lord Grey was permitted to come 
back, and the Reform Bill was eventu
ally carried. 

Now I ask hon. Gentlemen if they 
think any accident will ever happen 
again. That accident was in Paris. 
But in 1848, only eighteen years after
wards, there was another accident in 
Paris, which was followed by a suc
cession of accidents in other parts 
of Europe. . I recollect at the time a 
noble Lord who was then a Member 
of this House was greatly alarmed. 
He came to me from that side of the 
House, and assured me that he had 
always been in favour of a great ex
tension of the suffrage. I believe that 
he was not quite sure that I should 
not soon be a member of a Provisional 
Government. I ask hon. Gentlemen 
whether it is not better to accept a 
measure so moderate, and if you like, 
as may be said by many in the country. 
so inadequate. but still to some extent 
so good? Is it not better to accept 
this measure, and show your confidence 
in the people. than to take the advice 
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of the Member. for CaIne-the most 
revolutionary advice that was ever given 
in this House-and shut your doors 
against five millions of people, and tell 
them that unless they can scramble over 
this 101. barrier none of them shall ever 
find a direct representation in thisHouse? 

The Member for Stroud talked loudly 
last night about constitutional rights 
and constitutional principles. But who 
was it that made the present constitution 
of England more than any other men 
in our history? Surely the men of the 
first and second Parliaments in the reign 
of Charles the First. Is it not in the 
very journals of your House? The Clerk 
of the House could easily find and read 
to you the resolutions of the House, that 
wherever there is not some direct inter
diction or contradiction of it, the ancient 
and common franchise of the people of 
this country in the towns is the house
holding franchise. And do you mean 
to tell me that Lord Somers, who was 
himself a great authority, and to a large 
extent one of the builders of our exist
ing Constitution, was wrong when he 
said that though no man by birth had 
any right to office, yet that by birth he 
had a right to vote, and that the pos
session of a vote was the only true 
security which an Englishman had for 
the protection of his life and property? 
I am not stating that as my opinion, I 
am giving you the opinion of one of the 
greatest men in the Parliamentary annals 
of this nation, and therefore I o;ay you 
will not act constitutionally or wisely if 
you put any obstacle in the path of a 
Bill that is so moderate as this, and 
that may give great satisfaction to vast 
multitudes of the people. 

If this Bill be rejected you will show 
that you are against all Reform, you 
will show that you have no confidence 
whatever even in that portion of the 
population which lives in houses be
tween 101. and 71. rental. And if you 
pass this Bill you will show that you 

are not cut off altogether from sympathy 
with multitudes of your fellow-country
men. I say there is peril in the present 
state of things. You have a population 
divorced almost entirely from the land, 
and shut out from the possession of the 
franchise. My hon. Friend the Member 
for Brighton touched upon the question 
of emigration. The right hon. Gentle
man the Member for CaIne spoke of the 
intelligence of the people in this way
of their combinations and associations. 
We all know that they are reading, 
debating, thinking, and combining, and 
they know that in all our colonies, and 
in . the United States, the position of 
their class is very different. I believe 
that if you do not moderate your tone 
and your views with regard to the great 
hulk of the working classes, you will 
find your country gradually weakened 
by a constantly increasing emigration, 
or you will find some accident happen
ing, when you will have something to 
do more than you are asked to do to
night, under the threat,and it xnay be 
under the· infliction, of violence. 

Now, Sir, I said at the beginning that 
I did not rise to aefend this Bill. 1 rose 
for the purpose of explaining it. It is 
not a Bill which. if I had been consulted 
by its framers, I should have recom
mended. If I had been a Minister it is 
not a Bill which I should have consented 
to present to the House. I think it is 
not adequate to the occasion. and that 
its concessions are no\ sufficient. But 
I know the difficulties under whicll 
Ministries labour, and I know the dis
inclination of Parliament to do mucll in 
the direction of this question. I shall 
give it my support because. as far as it 
goes, it is a simple and honest measure, 
and because I believe, if it becomes law, 
it will give more solidity and duration 
to everything that is good in the Con
stitution, and to everything that is noble 
in the character of the people of these 
realms. 
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From Hansard. 

BEFolU! I address myself to the ques
. tion which is before the House. there 
are two matters of a personal character 

. which I wish to dispose of. The right 
t hon. Member for CaIne. on the first 
.. night of this debate. made a complaint 
~o the House that. ill a speech out of 
!this House. I had imputed to him. or 
-quoted as from him, words which he 
had not uttered. The right hon. Gen
tleman was quite right to make that 

''Complaint, if he thought it worth while 
,to make it, because there is no doubt 
_and I am sorry it so happened-that 
,some three or four words which he had 
'not spoken in that connecti.on were 
~dded to the passage which he had 
fospoken. I regret the inaccuracy very 
!!much. I have the satisfaction. how
~ver, of knowing or believing that I 
did the right hon. Gentleman no sub
stantial injustice. 

The other point refers to the speech 
bf the noble Lord the Member for 
King's Lynn (Lord Stanley). He re
torted on me a charge of conspiracy 
'\\'ith reference to two divisions which 
.took place some years ago in this House. 
one on the China War, and the other 

on the Conspiracy Bill. In neither of 
these cases did the mover of the reso
l,tion obtain a seconder from the op
posite side of the House. But with 
regard to the first case, that of the 
China War, I was not in Parliament 
during that session. I was in bad 
health, out of the country; and the 
first thing I knew of it was from read
ing an account of what had taken place 
in this House in a public news-room in 
the city of Rome. With regard to the 
other case, that of the Conspiracy Bill, 
Members who were then in the House 
will recollect that on the first division, 
on the first reading of the Bill. nearly 
100 Members-I think that was the 
exact number. I am not sure-or 99, 
voted in the division against the intro
duction or first reading of the Bill. in
cluding Lord John Russell. the President 
of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gibson), 
myself, and many others. The noble 
Lord's friends warmly welcomed and 
supported that Bill. Before the second 
reading came on, my right hon. Friend 
the President of the Board of Trade 
gave notice of a resolution, which was 
carried by the House; the noble Lord 
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of the Member for CaIne-the most 
revolutionary advice that was ever given 
in this House-and shut your doors 
against five millions of people, and tell 
them that unless they can scramble over 
this lol. barrier none of them shall ever 
find a direct representation in thisHouse? 

The Member for Stroud talked loudly 
last night about constitutional rights 
and constitutional principles. But who 
was it that made the present constitution 
of England more than any other men 
in our history? Surely the men of the 
first and second Parliaments in the reign 
of Charles the First. Is it not in the 
very journals of your House? The Clerk 
of the House could easily find and read 
to you the resolutions of the House, that 
wherever there is not some direct inter
diction or contradiction of it, the ancient 
and common franchise of the people of 
this country in the towns is the house
holding franchise. And do you mean 
to tell me that Lord ~omers, who was 
himself a great authority, and to a large 
extent one of the builders of our exist
ing Constitution, was wrong when he 
said that though no man by birth had 
any right to office. yet that by birth he 
had a right to vote, and that the pos
session of a vote was the only true 
security which an Englishman had for 
the protection of his life and property?' 
I am not stating that as my opinion. I 
am giving you the opinion of one of the 
greatest men in the Parliamentary annals 
of this nation. and therefore I say you 
will not act constitutionally or wisely if 
you put any obstacle in the path of a 
Bill that is so moderate as this, and 
that may give great satisfaction to vast 
multitudes of the people. ' 

If this Bill be rejected you will show 
that you are against all Reform, you 
will show that you have no confidence 
whatever even in that portion of the 
population which lives in houses be
tween lol. and 7l. rental. And if you 
pass this Bill you will show that you 

are not cut off altogether from sympathy 
with multitudes of your fellow-country
men. I say there is peril in the present 
state of things. You have a popUlation 
divorced almost entirely from the land. 
and shut out from the possession of the 
franchise. My hon. Friend the Member 
for Brighton touched upon the question 
of emigration. The right hon. Gentle
man the Member for CaIne spoke of the 
intelligence of the people in this way
of their combinations and associations. 
We all know that they, are reading. 
debating, thinking, and combining. and 
they know that in all our colonies, and 
in . the United States, the position of 
their class is very different. I believe 
that if you do not moderate your tone 
and your views with regard to the great 
bulk of the working classes. you will 
find your country gradually weakened 
by a constantly increasing emigration. 
or you will find some accident happen
ing. when you will have something to 
do more than you are asked to do to
night. under the threat. and it may be 
under the ,infliction. of violence. 

Now. Sir, I said at the beginning that 
I did not rise to oIefend this Bill. 1 rose 
for the purpose of explaining it. It is 
not a Bill which. if I had been consulted 
by its framers, I should have recom
mended. If I had been a Minister it is 
not a Bill which I should have consented 
to present to the House. I think it is 
not adequate to the occasion, and that 
its concessions are' no\ sufficient. But 
I know the difficulties under which 
Ministries labour, and I know the dis
inclination of Parliament to do much in 
the direction of this question. I shall 
give it my support because. as far as it 
goes, it is a simple and honest measure, 
and becal\Se I believe, if it becomes law, 
it will give more solidity and duration 
to everything that is good in the Con
stitution, and to everything that is noble 
in the character of the people of these 
realms. 
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From Hansard, 

BEFORE I address myself to the ques
tion which is before the House, there 

, are two matters of a personal character 
which I wish to dispose of. The right 
hon. Member for Caine, on the first 
night of this debate, made a complaint 
to the House that, ill a speech out of 
this House, I had imputed to him, or 
quoted as from him. words which he 
had not uttered. The right hon. Gen-

,tleman was quite right to make that 
complaint, if he thought it worth while 

" to make it, because there is no doubt 
, -and I am sorry it so happened-that 
some three or four words which he had 

'. not spoken in that connectipn were 
. added to the passage which he had 
.. spoken. I regret the inaccuracy very 

much. I have the satisfaction, how
; ever, of knowing or believing that I 
:. did the right hon. Gentleman no sub
:. stantial injustice. 
, . The other point refers to the speech 
• of the noble Lord the Member for 
" King's Lynn (Lord Stanley). He re

," torted on me a charge of conspiracy 
"with reference to two divisions which 
, took place some years ago in this House, 

one on the China War, and the other 

on the Conspiracy Bill. In neither of 
these cases did the mover of the reso
l,tion obtain a seconder from the op
posite side of the House. But with 
regard to the first case, that of the 
China War, I was not in Parliament 
during that session. I was in bad 
health, out of the country; and the 
first thing I knew of it was from read
ing an account of what had taken place 
in this House in a public news-room in 
the city of Rome. With regard to the 
other case, that of the Conspiracy Bill, 
Members who were then in the House 
will recollect that on the first division, 
on the first reading of the Bill, nearly 
100 Members-I think that was the 
exact number, I am not sure-or 99, 
voted in the division against the intro
duction or first reading of the Bill, in
cluding Lord John Russell, the President 
of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gibson), 
myself, and many others. The noble 
Lord's friends warmly welcomed and 
supported that Bill. Before the second 
reading came on, my rjght hon. Friend 
the President of the Board of Trade 
. gave notice of a resolution, which was 
carried by the House; the noble Lord 

23 
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with several of his friends, departing 
altogether from their votes on the first 
reading, turned completely round upon 
their own policy, supported my right 
hon. Friend, went into the same lobby 
with him, and made a majority against 
the Government of Lord Palmerston. 
If there was any conspiracy then, it was 
owing to the other side of the House; 
and if it was a dirty conspiracy. the dirt 
was imported into it by the noble Lord 
and his friends. Now, these are inac
curacies which may occur in debate, 
but I think it was necessary to make 
an apology to the right han. Gentle
man, and to explain the charge which 
the noble Lord had inadvertently 
brought against me. 

I come now to the question before 
the House, and the resolution which 
has been moved by the . Member for 
Chester. Whatever are the words in 
which a resolution or design is wrapped 
up in this House, the true meaning of 
it generally comes out during the de
bate; but the noble Lord the Member 
for Chester did not in the slightest de
gree leave us in difficulty with respect 
to his view; and there can be nothing 
more clear than this-I do not in the 
slightest degree blame him for it-he 
has a perfect right to his opinion-that 
he stauds as the principal opponent of 
this measure, on the ground either that 
he is opposed to all Reform, or to such 
an extension of the franchise as the 
Government propose in this Bill; and 
I presume, if the truth were known, and 
judging from his. speech, that if the 
Government would lay on the table of 
the House the Seats BiJI, which may be 
as extensive with respect to that part 
of the subject as this measure of the 
franchise is on another part, it would 
meet with the strenuous opposition of 
the noble Lord. Thus the Bill that is 
not before us is made an excuse and 
weapon for destroying the Bill that is 
before us. That, I think, as far as I 
can judge, is a fair statement of the 
position of the noble Lord; but when 
the Seats BiJI is laid on the table of the 
Uouse we shall have an opportunity of 

knowing what is the course which the 
noble Lord wiJI take upon it. 

I come now to the speech made by 
the Member for King's Lynn, in second
ing the amendment. His speech was 
much more ingenious, and it was much 
less candid; it was much less straight
forward, but it lands us in the same 
position; and the noble Lord during his 
speech, twice at least, if not oftener, 
used the words the' balance of power' 
in reference to the representation of the 
people in this House. We have done 
now pretty much with the balance of 
power on the Continent of Europe. I 
hope the time will come when we shall 
have no such phrase as the • balance of 
power' in this House. 

Sir, I think that this House should be 
a fair representation of the people of 
this country, and though it may not be 
desirable, and even if desirable it may 
not be attainable, that all persons should 
vote, yet, far short of that, I am per
suaded that the representation may be 
so arranged that every person of every 
class will feel that his interests are 
fairly represented, and will be fairly 
consulted by the House. But the noble 
Lord is afflicted with a species of terror, 
or perhaps I should rather call it a 
feeling of no confidence, such as 1 have 
hardly ever seen before in this House. 
He has no confidence in the Govern
ment. That I have very often seen, 
and I have seen him in a Government 
in which the majority of the House had 
no confidence; but he has no confidence 
in the House. First of all the Govern
ment, through the Prime Minister and 
through the Chancellor of the Exche
quer, have given the most distinct pro
mise with regard to the BiJI for the 
re-arrangement of seats; but the noble 
Lord has no confidence in that promise. 
The noble Lord has no confidence in 
the House, because if this Franchise 
BiJI should pass, he thinks the House 
might do something very unwise in the 
matter of the Seats BiJI. He has no 
confidence in the people, because the 
object of this BiJI is to admit them to 
the franchise; and he has special terror 
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: of what might happen if the Franchise not confine itself to the advice of power
~ Bill should pass and the Seats Bill fail, ful persons of the Whig party. I should r and we should all he sent back to en- think that a measure which is sup
) larged constituencies to he returned to ported by the House of Bedford, by 
; a future Parliament. The noble Lord the House of Devonshire, that has 
i must know that, whatever he the re- among its supporters the Howards, the 

[
' arrangements of seats, it must lead to Sutherlands, the Duke of Somerset, the 

greater popular power in the House; Duke of Argyll, Lord Clarendon, Lord 
I and that whatever he the extension of Granville, Lord Stanley the Postmaster
I the franchise, it must lead to the same General, and the right hon. Gentleman I result; and we all know that henceforth the Secretary of State for the Home 

I 
the Parliament which shall he elected Department-I think a measure that is 
on an extended franchise, or after a re- supported by the Peers that I have 
distribution of seats, will he a Parlia- mentioned cannot he said to be intro

, ment of full authority in the country- duced to this House without some con
i that it will have power still further to sultation with the Whig party. Now, 
: extend the franchise, and still further if the noble Lord will allow me in a 
i to alter the distribution of seats, and to perfectly friendly manner to give him 
i conduct all matters connected with the a little advice, I will do it in one sen-

legislation of, the Empire. And there- tence. The course that he is taking is 
fore the noble Lord, who was in such a' course which tends to separate im

I extraordinary tremor with regard to portant persons of the Whig party from 
, what may happen if this Bill pass or if the Liheral and popular party in this 
I the other fail, appears to me to present House and in the country, and if he 
, the most singular exhibition of political should succeed in dissevering the most 

anxiety I have ever seen. intelligent of the Whig nobility from 
I I thought that when the noble Lord the great popular party in the country, r concluded his speech, everything in it if he should transfer them to the other 
~ that was true was unimportant, and. side, and put all the dukes and the 
~ everything that seemed to be the least nobles on one side of Parliament, and 
, important was not true. But there is the popular party on the other-if the 
r one thing important, and that is the noble Lord knows anything whatever 
, opposition of the noble Lord to this of history, he will know this,-that 
: Bill; and I hope that he and his col- when the great popular party of a 
~ league in proposing this resolution will country' are fighting by themselves 
~ forgive me if 1 say that 1 think it is a against the nobles of a country, what
~ perilous thing when the heirs of two of ever their virtues and whatever their 
~: the most ancient and the most wealthy power-speaking of many of them
, and powerful of the houses of the Eng- you may rely upon it that the popular 
:. lish nobility oppose themselves to this party will win, and the nobles will go 
f' moderate and just Bill, and have set down. 
L themselves by a coalition in this House The noble Lord and many hon. 
i, to drive Lord Russell from power-for Memhers of the House during this de
, this, and this only, offence-that he bate have referred to the supposed 
· wields the authority of his great office influence 1 have had as to the mode in 
· to extend in what I helieve to he a which this question has been brought 

nloderate and conservative degree the hefore Parliament. Seven years ago, 
o franchises of his countrymen.' just about the time when the Govern-

The noble Lord the Member for ment of Lord Derby was' throWll out, 
· Chester blames the Government be- in an accidental or incidental conver-
o cause it took advice from this end of sation with Lord Russell, I suggested 
this side of the House rhelow the gang- to him that whenever this question was 
way of the Ministerial side], and did brought again before Parliament, the 

23-2 
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proper course to take was to introduce 
the Frauchise Bill by itself. From 
1860 until this hour I bave only had 
one interview-a very short interview
and only one conversation of a political 
character with Lord Rnssell, and until 
he mentioned the matter at the meeting 
of his . supporters the other day in 
Downing-street, I must confess to the 
House that I was totally in ignorance 
of the fact that the course of the Go
vernment in this matter had been in 
any degree influenced by anything I 
have said. It was at a meeting at 
Rochdale in January . last that I ad
vised not only the Government to take 
this course, but that I advised all per
sons who were in favour of Reform in 
the kingdom to consider the question 
and to support this course if it should 
be taken by the Government. I will 
tell the House with the most complete 
caudour and fairness what were the 
reasons which led me to give this ad
vice. I ,vill assume that the House is 
in favour of Reform. I know what a 
stretch of imagination is necessary in 
order to come to that conclusion. But 
as I am speaking not only to Gentle
men in this House, but to some who 
are outside this House, I shall treat 
the question just as if we were all in 
favour of some measure of Reform, but 
differed a little as to the mode and 
extent. 

When I suggested to Earl Russell six 
years ago that he should bring in a 
Franchise Bill first, he replied that if he 
did 50 the opponents of Reform would 
make use of that plan of action to op
pose the Government altogether. They 
would submit a resolution to the House, 
in all probability, to the effect that they 
will not proceed with any measure to 
extend the franchise till they see be
fore them everything that the Govern
ment has to propose on the subject of 
Reform. The noble Lord knows per
fectly well the tactics of hon. Gentle
men opposite, but, notwithstanding that 
knowledge, he has thought it his duty 
to introduce the Franchise Bill first, and 
ask the House to take the question of 

the redistribntion of seats at a later 
period. Now let us consider why he 
should do that. If you will carry back 
your recollection to the year 1848, when 
a resolution was proposed by Mr. H ume, 
and come down step by step from that 
period until the occasion of the intro
duction of the Bill of my hon. }'riend 
the Member for Leeds last year, you 
will see that the great question, 50 far 
as it is to be regarded as a great popu
lar qnestion, and as it was discnssed at 
public meetings, has all along been 
much more a qnestion of the franchise 
than of the seats. The pledges of Go
vernments and of Parliament have been 
not 50 much pledges to the middle 
classes that their share of political power 
should be rendered more equal by a re
distribution of seats, but more distinctly 
and fully they have been pledged to the 
working classes, which are now ex
cluded, that they should at some early 
day be admitted in some fair numbers 
to the franchise. 

I agree with my hon. Friend the 
Member for Westminster (Mr. Mill), 
and I think all within this House will 
agree, that apart from any effect in re
spect to the choice of Members which 
you may hope to produce by any mea
sure for the extension of the franchise, 
it is a thing desirable in the highest de
gree that there should be an extensioll 
of the frauchise so far that the working
people might feel that they were not 
purposely excluded. What I want is to 
give the sense of justice to a great class -
now labouring under a sense of long
continued injustice. And that is essen
tial to be done, although that might not 
change the seat of any Member in this 
House, and although the distribution 
were as equal as it can be made, and • 
there were no other Reform necessary 
but on this single measure of the fran
chise. The House will see that there 
is an essential difference between the 
tw.o questions. The extension of the 
franchise affects a peculiar portion of 
the population, and the redistribution 
of seats does not; it affects all-the 
higher, the middle, and the lower classes 
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I (as to a portion of them) alike. It is 
,not a class question, and therefore is 
'not pressed with the same force and 
resolution, as a great measure of justice, 
which the question of the franchise has 
received. 

An hon. Gentleman who once sat on 
the other side is of opinion that when 
you come to consider the redistribution 

, of the seats you will find that a larger 
amount of power ought to be given to 
the countie.. No doubt the counties 
ought to receive more Members, and so 
ought some of the largest boroughs, and 
some new boroughs ought to be created. 

, All that is necessary for the fair repre
sentation of all classes, but not as mat
ter of justice to any special and peculiar 
class. .The other matter comes before 
us with a claim far more pressing. I 
will not say far more righteous, but 
certainly far more urgent. Then an
other reason why this course should be 
adopted is one which any Member of 

• the Government would see at once; 
and as a supporter of the Government 
I will take the liberty of stating it. It 
is very much more simple than if this 
measure were mixed up with another 
great question. We all know perfectly 
well whether in our view it is desirable 
to reduce the franchise or not, from 101. r to SI. or to 71. We can form an opinion 

'

Von that point; and it does not matter 
i for that purpose whether there is any 
L redistribution of seats or not. I could 
f frame a measure, and so could the right r hon. Gentleman the Member for Buck
~ inghamshire, which would give a vote 
Ii to every man in the kingdom, and yet r the redistribution of seats could be so 
[ made that the representation should be 
" infinitely worse than it is at present. 

When you have argued the question of 
the suffrage and settled it, you stand and 
will stand free to deal with the question 

• of the redistribution of seats .. And if 
· you think to juggle the public by giving 

the suffrage with the one hand and with 
the other preventing the fair represen
tation of the people by an unjust redis
tribution, you will not be reforming the 
con5tituti?n of this House, but you will 

be making the. people more dissatisfied 
with' Parliament than they have been 
in past times. 

Another reason why I think the Go
vernment were justified in the course 
which they have taken, is that they did 
not wish to combine the various classes 
of opponents to the different brnnches 
of Reform into an opposition of the ex
tension of the franchise. They thought 
that a Bill which would get rid of ten, 
twenty, thirty,' or forty seats, would be 
a matter of great difficulty to those 
Members who represented seats that 
would be disfranchised by such a Bill. 
But yet they felt they might fairly ask 
the aid of the Members for the small 
boroughs to do justice to the excluded 
class, and open the franchise fully and 
fairly to the people. I have heard a 
rumour that amongst those who are 
likely to vote upon the amendment of 
the Member for Chester, with only one 
exception, there will not be a single 
representative of any small boroughs 
which are likely to be disfranchised by 
the Bill which the Government have 
promised to lay upon the table. There
lore, the Members for the small bo
roughs, wherever they sit, and whosoever 
they are on this side of the House, have 
not shown any hostility to an extension 
of the franchise, whatever may be their 
course when the Distribution of Seats 
Bill makes its appearance on ,the table. 

I shall have to appeal to the right 
hon. Gentleman opposite on a point to 
which I am about to address myself. I 
think that a Franchise Bill which does 
not adjust this question for a period at 
least as long as the Bill of 1S32 settled 
the question of Reform, is a Franchise 
Bill which it is not desirable for this 
House to consent to. I think, further, 
that a Distribution of Seats Bill which 
will not settle thnt question as long as 
the Franchise Bill will settle the ques
tion of franchise, is not a desirable Bill 
for this House to pass. It seems to me 
that after you have settled the franchise 
and come to discuss the question of 
seats, Parliament and the public direct
ing its eye to that one question, it would 
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be much more likely that the question 
of seats could be settled so far, that for 
thirty, and it may be for fifty, years no 
further change would be required. I 
believe that if Parliament were honestly 
disposed to amend the. representation, 
they could do it infinitely better, more 
solidly, more satisfactorily to the people, 
with greater duration to our legislation, 
by taking the course proposed by the 
Government, than by taking that pro
posed by the amendment of the Member 
for Chester or the course proposed by 
hon. Gentlemen opposite, which, I sup
pose, is to get rid of this Bill and the 
Government by the same vote. I be
lieve that the argument which I have 
laid before the House-not so clearly 
as I could have wished-had the effect 
of inducing a great numb~r of Reform
ers in th~ country to approve of the 
course which the Government has taken; 
and I believe now,· that if I were ad
dressing the hon. Gentlemen opposite 
as friends of Reform, and if they were 
its friends, that argument would be con
clusive. But if they are not friends of 
Reform, of course I must content my
self with saying what I have to say, and 
with leaving it to make a very small 
impression upon understandings not 
prepared, I fear, to receive the truth in 
this matter. . 

I said I must quote the right hon. 
Gentleman that I see opposite me. My 
own honest opinion is that the course 
which has been pursued by the Govern
ment is one of true Conservatism. I 
think nothing can be less Conservative 
than that Parliament should have these 
questions of representation, questions 
affecting the basis of power, discussed 
in this House during every session, 
and discussed throughout the coun
try during every Parliamentary recess. 
There were some striking things said 
in this House on the 1st of March 
in the year 1859, when two right 
hon. Gentlemen (¥r. Henley and Mr. 
Walpole) who sit opposite withdrew 
from the Government of Lord Derby 
and explained to the House the grounds 
of that withdrawal. The Member for 

Oxfordshire made use of these obser
vations:-

• If one thing caD be more destructive 
to our Constitution than another it will be 
to have a Reform Bill every few years; 
and that will be the case if you cannot 
settle your system upon such grounds that 
you can reasonably hope that it will stand, 
I do not say for a long time-finalily is 
out of the queStion-but for a decent num
ber of years. If you cannot do that, you 
will lay the foundation for revolution: 

The foundation for revolution in almost 
every country, unless history lies dread
fully, has been laid by those who have 
pretended to be specially Conservative. 
I agree with the right hon. Gentleman. 
I say there neTer was a sentence uttered 
in this House of more undoubted wis
dom than that which he spoke on that 
occasion. I should like to ask the 
House why it is that we are now in
volved in this question of Reform. [De
risive cries from the Opposition.) Yes, 
I will answer hon. Gentlemen imme
diately. The reason is this-because 
there is a feeling universal throughout 
the country that the whole number of 
electors is much too small to afford a 
satisfactory representation of the people, 
and that the largest class in the country, 
that class which makes the nation, is 
specially excluded. 

I shall show hon. Gentlemen opposite 
that this is so by referring to a Bill of 
their own leaders and of their own 
Ministry. It was on the twenty-eighth 
of February, 1859, that the Member for 
Buckinghamshire stood up at this table 
to propose a Reform Bill on behalf of 
the Conservative party, of which he is 
the leader in this House. He quoted 
on that occasion no less than three 
Queen's speeches, and he told us that 
three Prime Ministers had stated dis-. 
tinctly that it was necessary to do some
thing on this question. And that there 
may be no mistake, for there is a pecu
liarity in the way the right hon. Gentle
man has put it, I will rend to you the 
question he asked of the House. After 
descanting on the previous. attempts, 
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, which every Minister thinks it necessary 

f 
to do-after quoting three Queen's 

" speeches-he says:-
• Were you to allow this question, which 

the Sovereign had three times announced 
· was one that ought to be dealt with, which 

three Prime Ministers, among the most 
skilful and authoritative of our statesmen, 
have declared it was their intention to 
deal with, to remain in abeyance?' 

The answer he would give of course 
is-No; we could not let it remain in 
abeyance. But since then there have been 

· three other Royal speeches in which the 
· same thing has been said with increased 
emphasis, and three other Prime Minis
ters have declared their intention to dt:al 
with it. 

What is the subject to which the 
right hon. Gentleman refers when he 
puts in this form the inquiry' Are you 
to allow this question to remain in 
abeyance?' I maintain that it is the 
question of the suffrage-the question 

· of the franchise. What did the right 
hon. Gentleman deal with? He gave, 

/! according to his own statement, a ~'ran
, chise Bill of the largest proportions

so largely proportioned that it dwarfs 
, the measure of the Chancellor of the 

Exchequer. What did the right hon. 
Gentleman do with regard to the seats? 
He altered fifteen seats. It was no re
distribution at all. It was a ludicrous 

, attempt to arrange the question of the 
redistribution of seats. Gentlemen op
posite have forgotten these words of the 
right hon. Gentleman. They would be 
a great dea~ wiser if they remembered 
some of the things which the Member 
for Buckinghamshire tells them. The 
right hon. Gentleman proposed that 
tile county franchise should be reduced 
to 101 .. and he said it would extend the 
franchise in counties by not fewer than 

i,i,' 200,000 electors. And 200,000 is the 
exact number which the ChanCellor of 
the Exchequer expects to be added to 
the county electors by the Bill now be
fore the House. What did the right 
hon. Gentleman do with regard to the 
borough franchise? He proposed that 

. 
everybody who had an income of 101. 
a-year from the Funds, from Bank 
Stock, or from East India Stock, or 
Bonds, should be enfranchised. It would 
be easy to show what a very foolish idea 
of enfranchisement that was; because it 
is capable of distinct proof that any man 
who chose to invest 5,0001., or 6,0001., 
for which he would receive a steady in
terest, might enfranchise all his family, 
from his grandfather to his youngest 
son, and even include all his uncles, 
nephews, and first cousins.. And those 
persons would be enfranchised by a 
fraud it would be impossible to detect. 
He proposed that every person who had 
invested 601. in a Savings-bank, even for 
one year, should have a vote. Thirdly, 
he proposed that pensioners in receipt 
of 201. should have a vote, :fourthly, 
he proposed that persons occupying part . 
of a house-that is, lodgers paying a 
sum of 201.-should have a vote. The 
right hon. Gentleman also proposed that 
graduates of universities, ministers of re
ligion, members of the various branches 
of the legal profession, medical men and 
schoolmasters having certificates, should 
have votes. 

We will not discuss whether that was 
a proper extension of the suffrage. If 
you like I will admit that every person 
included there-barring cases of fraud
would be suitable for the franchises. 
I am afraid of using the word' suitable,' 
the hon. and learned Member for Belfast 
objects altogether to that - but I will 
admit that, according to my notion, and 
according to the notion of the majority 
of the House, all such persons, with 
the exception I have mentioned, would 
be proper persons to have votes. At 
what did the right hon.· Gentleman 
estimate the number that would be 
added to the borough electors? At 
no less than 300,000. That is fifty per 
cent. more than is proposed to be added 
to the borough electors by the Bill now 
on the table-perhaps not exactly of the 
same class of persons. But whether 
you give the franchise to A or to B, it 
is equally an extension of the franchise. 
And when the Member for Buckingham-
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shire was asked, towards the close' of 
the discussion on the first night, what 
he thought would be the total addition 
to the number of electors in England 
and Wales, he said the increase, no 
doubt, would be very considerable_ 
exceeding half a million, he had no 
hesitation in saying. In answer to the 
Royal speeches, in deference to what 
three Prime Ministers had said, and in 
accordance with the inquiry • Can the 
question any longer ~ left in abeyance?' 
what did the Government of Lord Derby 
do? They introduced a Franchise Bill, 
which I do not here undertake to 
approve or condemn -that is not neces
sary for my argument-they introduced 
a Franchise Bill that would increase 
the electoral body by not less than half 
a million-I 00,000 more than the Chan· 
cellor of the Exchequer proposes to 
admit by the Bill which he has laid on 
the table. Am I not therefore justified 
in saying that the Bill of the Member 
for Buckingbamshire was in fact a 
Franchise Bill ? 

What did the right hon. Gentleman 
do with regard to the seats? He was 
very chary in telling the House what 
he wished to do with regard to the 
seats. He did not wish, 1 suppose, to 
shock the Members who represented 
boroughs he was going to disfranchise. 
He did not disfranchise the borough of 
Caine. He did not even disfranchise 
the borough of Portarlington, for which, 
after a very exhaustive poll of forty-six 
votes, my right hon. Friend the Attorney
General for Ireland has been returned 
to this House. Nay, the right hon. Gen
tleman defended the borough of Arundel 
in several sentences of his speech. He 
said that the'noble Lord who represents 
the borough of Arundel sits here as the 
representative of 900,000 Catl10lics in 
England and Wales. But the borough 
of Arundel is as much a nomination 
borough as any in Schedule A of the 
Reform Bill. 

The right hon. Gentleman touched 
the question of seats so gently that he 
took only fifteen seats of small boroughs 
having now two seats, and he made a 

distribution of them which I need not 
detail to the House. He distributed 
them in a way which I am willing to 
admit was a very fair and satisfactory 
distribution of them, because he gave 
four seats to the West Riding of Y ork
shire, two seats to· South Lancashire, 
two seats to Middlesex, and he proposed 
to create seven new boroughs from 
towns that have a population entitling 
them to representatives. Therefore I 
do not complain at all of the way in 
which he distributed the seats; but my 
argument goes to show, that the Go
vernment of I.ord Derby felt that the 
real question involved in their Reform 
measure was the question of the fran
chise, and accordingly Lord Derby's 
Government proposed by their Bill to 
admit 500,000 new electors and to dis
tribute fifteen seats. I think then that 
nothing could be more absurd than to 
suppose that theirs was not a great Fran
chise Bill-or that it was a Bill for the 
settlement of the distribution tlf seats. 

Now, if I were to ask the right hon. 
Gentleman why he touched the seats 
with so delicate a hand, and if he were 
to give me a candid and an honest 
answer, he would say that the difficul
ties attendiug the question of the dis
tribution are very much greater than the 
difficulties attending the question of the 
franchise; and he would say, I am quite 
sure, that a Government having to deal 
with the question, than which none can 
be more important, and perhaps none 
can be more difficult, would be justified 
in taking that course which avoids diffi
culties as much as possible, and enables 
Parliament to deal fairly and simply at 
once with one important branch of it. 
I will ask hon. Gentlemen opposite 
and tlle House-I will ask those Gen
tlemen on this (the Liberal) side of the 
House, who are supposed, I hope un
truly, to be about to vote with the 
Member for Chester-do they believe 
that if the right hon. Gentleman had 
passed his Bill admitting ,00,000 elec
tors, new voters, and distributing fifteen 
seats, the question of the arrangement 
of seats would have been settled for 
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'. twenty, or ten, or for five years? Is 
not every man in the House convinced, 

.' and is not the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Oxfordshire convinced, 
that in the very next Parliament ~lected 

. after the passing of that Bill there would 
have been propositions submitted to 
the House declaring that thos& small 
lloroughs, which had not been touched, 
were not proper boroughs to return 
Members to this House, and that a 
certain number of them should be ex
tinguished and their Members turned 
over to the populous counties and to 
the great and populous cities? We 
should have had exactly what the Mem
ber for Oxfordshire wants to avoid. We 
should have had every year a deba,te on 
a new Reform Bill, and a debate on the 
basis of power; and there would have 
been contentions between the land· 
owners and the rest of the population 
who are represented, and probably the 
light hon. Gentleman who sits on that 
bench and I, both wishing to do fairly 
to all parts of the country in this 
matter, might not have seen distinctly 
"hether more Members should be given 
to counties or more to boroughs. If 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer were 
to add to this Bill those fifteen seats of 
the Member for Buckinghamshir&-that 
little clause of Ilis in that very short 
Schedule-do Y011 think the House 
would agree to pass it? 

Will the noble Lord the Member 
for Chester (Earl Grosvenor) and his 
colleague who seconded the amend
ment (Lord' Stanley) frankly tell the 
House that if the distribution clauses 
of Lord Derby's Bill were added to the 
Bill of Lord Russell, they would give 
that Bill their support? If they will 
undertake to do that, although it might 
ruin the Government if I said it-stiU 
I would give them a little advice, and' 
I would counsel them to take it. You 
know perfectly well that all this' clamour 
you have been making about the dis
ttibution of seats-I am afraid, Sir, 
there is not exactly a parliamentary term 
that will enable me to express it with 
sufficient deJicacy- but, at least, one 

thing you know, you do not impose 
upon us with that cry. I do not think 
I felt the slightest satisfaction when the 
Government proposed to lay upon the 
table of the House their Bill for the 
distribution of seats. If I had been a 
Minister, I think I should have recom
mended that the Member for CaIne, for 
example, and the Member for Stamford 
-both of whom must know a good 
deal about the small boroughs-should 
have been requested to prepare clauses 
of disflanchisement for the fair consi
deration of the House. 

It is obvious that if the arguments ~n 
which you have opposed this Bill are 
your honest arguments, you would not 
support the Bill, though the ChancelIor 
of the Exchequer were to propose to 
add to it the distribution clauses of the 
Bill of Lord Derby. And I think y6u 
would be wise in refusing it; because 
although that distribution is, I believe, 
perfectly satisfactory and fair as far as 
it goes, yet it would not in any degree 
settle that question; and I am con
vinced that the greatest error the House 
can commit is to agree to something on' 
the question of the franchise and some
thing on the question of the distribution 
of seats, by which neither the one ques
tion nor the other shalI be settled. But, 
Sir, at this moment the Government is 
assailed by a united party on the other 
side of the House, with a few recruits 
from this side. I tell hon. Gentlemen 
opposite that they are neit in very good 
hands. The Member for Buckingham
shire and the Member for King's Lynn 
are not, in my opinion, councillors to 
be followed implicitly on this question 
of Reform; and if anybody doubts it I 
should call as witnesses the two right 
hon. Gentlemen to whom I have already 
referred. 

You have before you the Bill of Lord 
Russell's Government, and you know 
exactly what it is. You may think 
quite honestly that the reduction of the 
franchise is something more than is 
necessary, and you may even think it is 
something more than is safe; but you 
know exactly what it is. [. No, no.'] 
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You have listened with very small atten
tiou to the speakers on this side of the 
House if you do not, at least, know the 
worst of it. What was the Bill brought 
in by the Member for Buckingham
shire 1-and it had upon every clause 
of it the impress of his subtle under
standing. I will tell you what was said 
of it by the Member for the University 
of Cambridge (Mr. Walpole) on that 
night when he explained to us why he 
had withdrawn from the Government. 
He said that their scheme of suffrage 
was-

• A most dangerous innovation, by giving 
to temporary and fluctuating occupations 
a prepondering influence over property and 
intelligence, while it throws large masses 
into the constituencies who are almost ex
empt from direct taxation.' . 

That is exactly what your friends have 
been saying of the Bill of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. And, again, the 
Memher for the University said, and 
this, I think, was in a letter which he 
wrote to Lord Derby, and which he read 
to the House :-

• The measure which the Cabinet are 
prepared to recommend [and in which he 
did not, as you know, concur] is one 
which we should all of us have strongly 
opposed if either Lord Palmerston or Lord 
Russell had ventured to bring it forward.' 

The right hon. Gentleman knew exactly 
the character of his colleagues. It was 
prophetic of the course which they 
would take, and which they have taken 
now, in opposition to a Bill which only 
proposes to admit 400,000 electors, 
while their own Bill proposed to admit 
500,000. Now, the Member for Oxford
shire on the same evening, with regard 
to the same question, used these remark
able words :-

• I believe that identity of suffrage, 
which is the principle of the Government 
Bill, is fatal to the constitution of this 
country.' 

I do not think that anybody in the 
House during this discussion has gone 

so far as to say that the reduction of 
31. in the borough franchise would be 
absolutely fatal to the constitution of 
this country, seeing that five hundred 
years ago, and less, every freeman being 
a householder in every borough had a 
vote for Members to sit in this House. 
But the two right hon. Gentlemen ex
pressed these opinions of the Bill intro
duced by the Member for Buckingham
shire, and I say, therefore, that the right 
hon. Gentleman and his colleagues, 
especially the noble Lord the Member 
for King's Lynn, are condemned out of 
the mouths of their former colleagues, 
and ought to be put out of court as 
advisers on this question. 

I shall now ask the attention of the 
House for a little time to the Bill itself. 
Hitherto I have been speaking as to the 
mode in whick the Government have 
proposed to deal with this question. 
As to the Bill itself, almost everything 
that has been said has been said in con
nection with the question of the borough 
franchise. I omit altogether the sort of 
frenzy into which the Member for North 
Staffordshire (Mr. Adderley) worked 
himself the-other night when discussing 
the question of the county franchise. 
For aught that I know, a 141- rental 
franchise in counties may have a very 
fatal effect in North 'Staffordshire. I 
like to take the advice and opinion of 
men of great experience and great mo
deration, and it is for this reason that 
I ask the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Oxfordshire to step for one 
moment into the witness-box on this 
matter. He said in the speech to which 
I have referred :-

• Ever since the Reform Act of 1832 
the working-people have been having a 
less and less share in the representation. 
They had considerable representation be
fore 1833 through the scot and lot voters 
and the freemen. They are gradually 
dying out.' 

And turning to those about him he 
said:-

• I ask my honourable friends near me 
to consider, if they draw a hard line, aud 
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leave the working-people behind it, how 
~ long they think it will stand l' 
1· 

That was a wise saying, a pertinent ques
tion in the yearx8S9,and it is not less wise 
and worth considering in the year 1866. 

But then the greater part of it is exactly 
what the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
has said. The right hon. Gentleman 
has told the House that the propor
tionate power of the working-classes in 
the constituencies has been diminishing 
since 1832. I believe there can be no 

. doubt of it; and here I must tell the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer that my 
opinion is-and I think every Member 
of the House who represents a borough, 
excepting the borough of Coventry and 
perhaps one or two others, must know 
-that the figures which have been laid 
before the House by which the per-

I" centage of working-men electors is put 
l down at 25 or 26 per cent., are not in 
i any degree to be relied upon, nor are 
, they in any degree accurate. Now, I hon. Gentlemen have a perfect right, 

f 
of course, in assailing the Government, 
to fight upon the figures which they 

" have laid before them, and the Govern
~ ment would find it very difficult to rer treat from the position they have taken 
• up upon those figures. I am not one 
" of hon. Gentlemen opposite, and am 
, not one of a Government responsible 

for those figures. I am here as an ad
vocate, an honest advocate of a mode
rate and just reform, and, therefore, I 
must deal with this question from my 
own point of view, and speak of it in 
language based on the convictions which 
I hold. I will give the ltouse only two 
cases, and I have not sought for them 
in the Blue Book or written about the 
country for them. The first has been 
presented to this House, I believe, in 
a "petition by the hon. Member for 
Stoke-upon-Trent. Stoke-upon-Trent, 
as hon. Gentlemen know, is a borough 
consisting of three or four neighbouring 
towns. One of them is the town of 
Burslem. The Blue Book says that 
Burslem is a constituency with 680 
electors. Of that number 197 are 

represented to be working-men or arti
sans, and that they form 29 per cent. 
of the whole number. But what does 
this petition, which has been accurately 
prepared, and which gi\'es the analysis 
of the register for Burslem, say 1 It 
says this: that of the 197 which the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer's figures 
represent to be working-men there is 
1 publican and 40 beersellers. That 
is 41 to begin with. I would rather 
have 40 really hard-working, indus
trious artisans in any borough than 40 
beersellers. But there are grocers and 
other shopkeepers to the number of 48. 
There are persons who are put down 
as cartowners, cowkeepers, tradesmen 
with assistants, having profits from their 
capital in their trade. numbering 33; 
and adding these together and deduct
ing them from the 197, there remain in 
the town of Burslem not 197 working
men on the register, but 75. You may 
bring if you like the whole staff of the 
Poor-law Board, but they cannot alter 
these figures, and it shall not be my 
fault if the House discusses this ques
tion and decides upon figures that are 
deceptive and delusive. 

Next I will take one other town, and 
that is the borough of Wakefield. The 
Blue Book says there are 1211 working
men, or rather over I I per cent. in the 
borough of Wakefield. But if you will 
deduct the various classes to which I 
have referred with regard to Burslem, 
you will bring the number of lU in 
Wakefield down to 35, so that instead 
of there being II per cent. of the pre
sent constituency working-men, there 
are not more than 3 per cent. I was 
talking the other day to a Member on 
this side of the House, the Member for 
Newark. I will not give the figures, for 
I have not them in my recollection, but I 
hope he will take some opportunity of 
stating them to the House. But the re
turn from Newark was sent back, I think, 
twice, if not three times, for correction, 
and I think at least one county magistrate 
was put down amongst the working-men. 

The only figures with which I shall 
trouble the House are these. We have 
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had the figures of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, and quite as many more 
from Gentlemen opposite, and I wish 
to give the HO,use my figures in a 
single sentence. The Blue Book says 
that there are 126,000 working-men 
upon the register. Some bring these 
down to one-third that number; but, 
for the sake of being within the mark, 
I will call them half. The 126,000 is 
then brought down to 63,000. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer calculated 
that by the repeal of the rate·paying 
clauses and the system of compounding, 
persons who pay 101. a-year rent, who 
are now excluded; would be admitted to 
the number of 60,000. He put all these 
60,000 as working-men. There is not 
a man in any borough in ;England that 
believes that is an accurate calculation. 
I put these down at one-third that 
number-namely, 20,000. The Chan
cellor of the Exchequer says that be
tween 101. and 71. there will be ad· 
mitted 144,000, and he estimates these 
as being all working-men. Vve all know 
that these persons within 71. and 101. 
are not, cannot, and never have been 
all working-men, and I reckon that if 
two-thirds are admitted as working
men that will be as fair a calculation 
as can be made. 

Look at the result. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer says when this Bill is 
passed~ there will be 330,000 working
men upon the register. I say there will be 
179,000. Call them, for easier recollec
tion, 18:>,000. The newly admitted by 
this Bill will be 116,000. What will be 
the gross effect? The whole number of 
borough electors in England and Wales, 
if this Bill should pass, upon the calcu
lation of the Blue Book will be 69 I ,000, 
of whom 180,000 only, or about one
fourth, will he working-men, and there
fore that portion of the people which 
forms at least three-fourths of the whole 
population will only have one-fourth of 
the electoral power in the boroughs, 
and no power whatever worth reckon
ing in the constituencies of the counties. 
I shall say no more about these statis
tics. Having made my calculations, 

they are as proper to be placed before 
the House as those of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer or any hon. Gentle
man opposite. But, after all, there 
will be in England and Wales more 
than 4,000,000 of men left out. 

I think so much political trepidation
I will say so much political cowardice, 
if I may be allowed the use of that 
word-never was exhibited before as 
in tlle terror shown by the mover and 
seconder of this amendment, because 
u6,000 new voters amongst working
men will be admitted, while more than 
4,000,000 will be left out. I am aston
ished at these alarmist speeches. The 
right hon. Baronet the Member for 
Hertfordshire (Sir E. B. Lytton) deals 
in alarmist speeches. He comes down 
once or twice during the session, and 
makes a speech, which gives great satis
faction to the House, provided you do 
not pay the least attention to what 
there is in it. I mean that in tone, 
manner, and imagery we are pleased, 
but I am grieved when I find tbe side 
to which the right hon. Baronet gives 
his great influence. In the year 1860, 
the right hon. Gentleman made a speech 
-of a much more ala:rmist character than 
the one which he made last week, and 
therefore we may.-Jreckon upon some 
amendment in hi;.I-condition. In 1860 
he said the Bill tb\t was introduced by 
Lord John Russell;,as a member of Lord 
-Palmers ton's Government, was a Bill to 
admit· poverty and passion' to the fran
chise. This is one of his passages :-

• Though we are' willing to admit 
poverty and passion ';nto the franchise, 
we are not willing t~ give poverty and 
passion the lion's Shar~' of political power 
over capital and knowl e ·e.' 

e 
That is very much li re"",hat the right 
hon. Gentleman the otlber for Cam
bridge University said y the Bill of the 
Member for Buckingha' ·1ire. He did 
not use the words' pov. and passion,' 
but he spoke of thing. ah;:t were fatal 
to the Constitution as " : likely to be 
enacted by the Bill. frie 

The right hon. Bar a ht once held 
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. very different opinIOns from these. 
Many years ago he published a book 
called' England and the English.' This 
is not a very profound, but a very 
amusing book, and I should like to 
read to the House a sentence which 
the right hon.· Gentleman put as a 
motto to the book, which motto, I 
think, he took from Ben Jonson. The 
words are--

'I am he 
Have measured all the shires of England 

over, 
For to these savages 1 was addicted 
To search their nature and make odd dis-

coveries.' 

! The discovery which he had made up to 
f 1860 was this: if you introduce artisans 
l and working-men between a 101. and 61. 
I rental, you give the lion's share of the 
'r' power of £epresentation to the poverty 
and passion of the country. In his 

: speech last week he did not treat the 
: working-men as if they were made up 
~ of poverty and passion, but he used 
r· generous words of them, and he told 
"us how there was a tie not only of 
: interest, but of respect and affection, 
I between the rich and the labouring 
, poor; and doubtless this language far 
. more accurately stated his real opinion 

than when he said that between 61. and 
101. the working-men were represented 
by • poverty and passion.' But to give 
them compliments of this kind, and not 
votes, seems to me to be a thing which 
will not be well received by the great 
body of the people, who are asking that 
at least some of them may be admitted 
to a representation in this House. It 
reminds me very much of that couplet 
which I am sure the right hon. Gentle
man will remember from Shenstone-

, He kicked them down stairs with such a 
sweet grace, 

'rhey may think he was handing them 
up.' 

How is it to be conceived that after a 
speech full of such noble and generous 
sympathy the right hon. Gentleman 
concludes to throw all the weight of his 

character and influence into the side 
of a party which says little that is kind 
and generous of this class 1 [Loud 
Opposition cries of • No, no.'] I will 
say, then, of a party which sometimes 
does say something generous of the 
working-class, but never shows the 
slightest disposition to confer upon it 
any portion of political rights. 

I now ask the attention of the right 
hon. Gentleman and the House to one 
point which he touched with great force 
and great beauty of language in refer
ring to some friends and neighbours of 
mine--the members of the co-operative 
societies of Rochdale. When I heard his 
words I thought he was going back 
unconsciously to the year 183~, when 
he was a mo.t enthusiastic supporter of 
the Reform Bill of that day, and when 
he was a member of the Parliamentary 
Candidate Society, with the hon. and 
learned Member for Sheffield, with 
Jeremy Bentham, Daniel O'Connell, 
Francis Place, Charles Buller, and 
many others. I thought he was going 
back to that time, but if not so far, that 
he was at least going back to 1847 and 
1848, in both which years he was in 
favour of an extension of the franchise. 
Now, what did he say of my neighbours 
and friends? He said,-

'To artisans of 'hat class, whatever 
their political creed, 1 am willing to grant 
the franchise. Willing, do I say 1- that 
word is milch too cold. I wish that, like 
some old commonwealth of Greece, we 
could admit them to the franchise by accla
mation, to be proud of such fellow· citizens, 
without asking what rent they ~ay for 
their houses.' 

I happen to live amongst all these 
persons of whom the right hon. Gentle
man has spoken with so much enthu
siasm, and, therefore, if the House will 
permit me, I will state a little of their 
case, and I have no objection to rest 
my case upon theirs. In 1860, in the 
discussion of the Bill of the Government, 
I laid some facts connected with these 
co-operation societies before the House. 
There are three bodies or companies 
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managed by three committees. One is 
called the Rochdale Equitable Pioneers 
Society. which chiefly concerns itself in 
the retail business. and the facts which 
I am about to give ha~ .. been supplied 
to me by the secretary of the society. 
He says that there are 5.500 members, 
chiefly heads of families. It has a 
capital of 85.oool.. and it is selling 
goods and receiving money at the rate 
of 23o,oool. per annum. Let the House 
bear in mind that there is not one of 
these 5.500 members can have one sin
gle farthing of credit. The business is 
managed by a committee of eleven. of 
whom two have a borough vote. and 
one of them is a book-keeper. and is 
treasurer of the society. and therefore. 
in a certain sense. he is not exactly 
what we understand by a working-man. 
He and another have borough votes. 
while the president and secretary of 
this great establishment have 110 votes. 
We now come to the Rochdale District 
Co-operative Com Mill Society. which 
does a large business. It has a capital 
of 60.0001 .• and turns over 164,000/. per 
annum. It has also a committee of 
eleven; but neither the president. nor 
treasurer. nor secretary. nor anyone of , 
this committee has a borough vote. 
One of the committee has a county vote. 
being probably the owner of a cottage 
in the neighbourhood. Then there is 
theRochdaleCo-operativeManufacturing 
Society. which has more than 1.500 
members. or shareholders. and a capital 
of 109.0001. It has built two of the 
largest and handsomest factories in the 
neighbourhood, and the meeting in sup
port of this Bill was held in one of 
them which has not yet received its 
machinery. This society is also managed 
by a committee of eleven, of whom 
three have borough votes. and two 
have county votes; But of these five 
voters only one is 'a working-man' in 
the usual sense. The voters are thus 
described-one is a manager. one a 
manufacturer. one a draper, one out of 
business. and one only is a mechanic. 
Now, the total capital of these societies 
is 327.2461 .• the whole of which has 

been contributed, or near! y so. by the 
working-men of Rochdale, of whom the 
right hon. Gentleman spoke the other 
night in such glowing language. The 
secretary writes :-

• The present writer has seen members 
of the Pioneers' Society, who had scarcely 
any work or income for the family during 
the famine, come for 55. or lOS. from their 
investments of previous savings, just to 
help them on with their small earnings. 
They did not ask or receive relief. This 
does not show improvidence or want of 
forethought. Now that the cotton famine 
is nearly over, the members are again 
saving money. In June. 1865, their in
vestments were: In the Pioneers' Society, 
59,0001.; in September, 1865, 63.oool.; 
ill December, 1865, 69,000/.; and ill 
March, 1866, they reached 76,602l.' 

I hope the right hon. Member for Caloe 
will forgive me for reading the next 
line-' This does not agree with the 
Lowe theory.' 

Now, what is taking place in the 
Rochdale societies is occurring in greater 
or less degree in all the societies. of 
which there are five or six hundred 
throughout the country. What is the 
answer which. anybody has given to 
these men? Will you give the same 
answer which the right hon. Baronet 
the Member for Hertfordshire gave? 
Will you receive them with open arms 
and not ask them whether they pay 7l. or 
6l. for their rental? If hon. Gentlemen 
are in favour of the extension of the 
franchise-I exclude the hon. and learned 
Member for Belfast altogether-to those 
who are soworthyof it, upon the descrip
tion of one of your own eminent leaders. 
will you allow these 5,500 men to have 
the franchise now in Rochdale? I beg 
to tell them it would be a great mistake 
to think that the men in Rochdale are 
better than those in the other manufactu
ring towns of Lancashire and Yorkshire. 
They would altogether scout the idea. 
and I. who know them as well as most 
men-and I know a g·ood deal of the 
working-men of Lancashire and Y ork
shire-should say that those at Roch-
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Hon. Gentlemen opposite do not pursue 
a policy which enables them to hold 
public meetings. You have had pre
sented many hundred petitions in its 
favour, with nearly .~oo.ooo signatures 
appended to them. If the Bill were so de
structive, if it struck such terror into the 
hearts of the people as it seems to have 
done in the case of the noble Lord the 
Member for King's Lynn-and I believe 
there was a petition from Lynn signed 
by a hundred of his constituents in sup
port of his views-if the people felt that 
the Government were going on a wrong 
course, that the middle class were to be 
swamped. and all kinds of evil to follow 
the passing of this Bill, is it conceivable 
that numbers of public meetings would 
not have been held, and that. numbers 
of petitions would not have been signed, 
praying that the Bill should not pass ? 

Look at the moderate and reasonable 
tone of the meetings that have been 
held. I appeal particularly to the two 
right hon. Gentlemen I see before me
they are not so stiff as some in the un
teachable prejudices of their party, and 
the tone of their remarks shows that 
they have a . real conviction, and are 
desirous of acting upon it. Look, then, 
at the attitude of the people. Suppose 
when Lord John Russell, in the years 
previous to 1830, was bringing forward 
year after year measures for the reform 
of Parliament_ suppose you had ac
cepted some of those propositions, and 
that Parliament had been to a certain 
extent reformed, do you not think that 
would have been a course as wise as to 
go on heedlessly step by step until you 
came to the edge of that terrible abyss 
over which you could not bear to 100, 
in 1832? You may always pass a mea
sure with more honour to yourselves 
and more good to the country in times 
of peace and tranquillity than in times 
of force and compulsion; and times of 
peace and tranquillity are invariably, if 
not immediately, followed in matters of 
this description by times of force an4 
compulsion. The right hon. Member 
for Oxfordshire told you what must 
happen if you chose to set up a barrier 
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and thrust the working classes behind 
it and tell them that that line must for 
ever separate them from you. You have 
1,000,000 electors now, and there are 
8,000,000 of grown men in the United 
Kingdom; can you say that only 
1,000,000 shall have votes and that all 
the rest are to remain excluded? Is the 
thing possible? The right hon. Mem
ber for Huntingdonshire (Gen. Peel) 
seems to tIiink it is possible; but he 
knows it is not possible. He has before 
him the example of an illustrious mem
ber of his own family, who thought it 
possible to maintain the principle of 
Protection by the Corn-law, and who, 
finally, after doing everything he could, 
after violating his own convictions for 
years in fighting the battles of his party, 
was compelled at last to surrender, and 
to admit to the humblest man in the 
country, and the poorest weaver, that 
he, the great Minister of State in this 
country, had not comprehended the 
question of the Corn-laws so well as 
the working-men of England compre
hended it. 

Are you resolved-and this is the 
question we are in fact now discussing 
-that the bolts shall be kept in that 
door, and that the mass of the people 
shall be forced to remain on the other 
side of it? The hon. and learned 
Member for Belfast told us that there 
should be, not a representation of the 
people, but a representation of classes. 
If the hon. and learned Gentleman gave 
opinions in a court of law no sounder 
than he gives us here on the question 
of the Constitution, depend upon it he 
never would have been enabled to reach 
1;I1e high position he now holds in his 
profession. He knows perfectly well 
there never was such a thing as a repre
sentation of classes in the Commons 
House of Parliament; we should have 
been called the House of Classes, or 
something equally absurd, if anything so 
absurd ever had existed. He knows per
fectly well that in the times previous to 
the usurpations of the Tudors and the 
Stuarts, every freeman resident, being a 
householder in a borough, had a vote 

for a representative in that House. He 
knows, also, that the first Parliament 
of Charles I. declared-and it is now 
on record in the journals - that the 
franchise of common right rested with 
the inhabitant householders of boroughs. 
Though he contended that the quotation 
I made from Lord Somers did not bear 
the meaning I attached to it, yet if we 
come down to the men of fifty or sixty 
years ago, he will not deny that all the 
leading Liberal men of that period were 
in favour of the extension of the suffrage 
far beyond that which is proposed in 
this Bill. 

There is much that I think shows 
you are hurrying to times of difficulty 
and peril. If you look at what is pass
ing in the United States you will see 
that there is a question which is causing 
great difficulties, just as this question is 
causing them here. It is proposed that 
the 4,000,000 negroes of the United 
States shall have these rights granted 
to them; that they shall no longer be 
bought and sold; that they may change 
their employment and their master; 
that they may sue or be sued in a court 
of law, and may give evidence in a court 
of justice. Beyond that their rights are 
not at present to go, and those who 
were their masters not two years ago, 
and who bought and sold them, are not 
willing, for reasons which they think 
sufficient, to grant them the franchise, 
which is universal in that country. The 
franchise never has been universal in 
this country. It is not necessary that 
it should be; but we have· a repre
sentative Constitution, and we are the 
House of Commons. and if the Throne 
be sacred in its dignity, and if the Peers 
be unmolested in their privileges, the 
House of Commons remains the safe
guard of the Constitution, and those 
who are sent here sit by right of free 
election by the commonalty of this 
kingdom. . 

You may defeat this Bill. I am not 
at all learned in Parliamentary com
putations, but there are hon. Gentlemen 
on both sides who can tell exactly what 
the majority for or against this Bill will 
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be. 'J will admit fully that you can misled by their leaders, or that they 
reject this Bill, defeat the Government, have driven tlieir leaders into a course 
and drive Lord Russell from office. The which I think is pemicious to the true 
right hon. Gentleman has no doubt interests of their party. Perhaps there 
somewhere a Parliamentary Bradshaw never was a Bill which more fairly 
-all his lines converge to Downing- 'accommodated itself to the advancing 
street. We have let him in once or intelligence of the people. There is 
twice, indeed, but had very soon after- not a whisper of dissatisfaction with 
wards to expel him from that paradise it. [Cries of ' Oh I'] I speak of those 
of official men. If the right hon. Gen- persons who are in favour' of' any im
tleman goes to Downing-street, are you provement of the representation; and 
prepared to say that there shall be no so far as I have been able to learn 
Reform, or that the right hon. Gentle- or gather, even those who are called 
man and his friends, who in 1859 Conservatives throughout the country, 
proposed measures which their most are weary of the perpetual discussion 
experienced colleagues declared to be of this question •. and would be glad that 
fatal to the Constitution, shall again it could be settled on the terms which 
deal with this question? Does not the Government has proposed. 
conduct like this always break up a I did not rise with the expectation 
party? When you come to deal with that I should convince hon. Gentlemen 
the question of Reform you will find that they are wrong and that I am 
difficulties; if you resolve not to deal right; the most that I can hope for is 
with it, your difficulties will not be less. that some fact or some argument may 
Whatever is said in this House, whether find a lodgment in some mind, and may 
the right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor moderate hostility to a proposal which 
of the Exchequer carries this Bill or not, I think the country requires, and the 

• there still remains the nation outside country is anxious to receive. I have 
, this House, and there still remains the not spoken in favour of the Government. 

great question of Parliamentary Reform. I have said that I think their figures 
t I believe there never was a Bill sub- are wrong and untrue-injurious to 
· mitted to this House by a Government their own Bill and their own case. 
• connected with the Liberal party which Now, will the House believe for once 

it was more clearly the duty and the that I am speaking to them from no 
< interest of what is called the Conservative party spirit, from no desire to do any-

party to support. In 1832 the then thing in the country or to the country 
,. Tory party opposed the Bill; they went more than they would wish? Myview 

to their constituencies and were mostly of the public interest is at least as 
destroyed for a time. If this Bill passes, conscientious and as honest as theirs 

" the enlarged constituencies will not look can be. I have been misrepresented, 
~ very favourably upon Gentlemen who and condemned, and denounced by hon. 

tried to prevent the Bill from passing. Gentlemen opposite, and by not a few 
When you see a man like Lord Russell, writers in their press. My conscience 
who was the chief supporter of the Bill tells me that I have laboured honestly 

, ?f 1832, ~ho promoted it years before only to destroy that which is evil, and 
;. It made Its appearance, and who pro- to build up that which is good. The 
:: posed it on behalf of the Govemment- political gains of the last twenty-live 

when you see him, knowing certainly as years. as they were summed up the other 
· much of this question as any man in night by the hon. Member for Wick 
· this House-when you see hint con- (Mr. Laing). are my political gains, if 

vinced of the necessity of doing some- they can be called the gai1l6 in any 
thing on this question, and offering a degree of any living Englishman. 

: Bill so reasonable as this. I cannot help And if now, in all the great centres 
· saying. either that hon. Gentlemen are of ollr population-in Birmingham with 
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its busy district-in Manchester with 
its encircling towns-in the population 
of the West Riding of Yorkshire_in 
Glasgow and amidst the vast industries 
of the West of Scotland-and in this 
great Babylon in which w~ are assem
bled-if we do not find ourselves sur
rounded by hungry and exasperated 
multitudes-if now, more than at any 
time during the last hundred years, it 
may be said, quoting· the beautiful 
words of Mr. Sheridan, that- • 

• Content sits basking on the cheek of 
toil'-

if this House, and if its statesmen glory 
in the change. have I not as much as 
any living man some claim.to partake 
of that glory? I kno~, and every 
thoughtful man among you knows. and 
those Gentlemen who sit on that bench 
and who are leading you to this enter-

prise, they know that the policy I have 
urged upon the House and upon the 
country, so far as it has hitherto been 
accepted by Parliament, is a policy 
conservative of the public welfare, 
strengthening the just authority of Par
liament, and adding from day to day 
fresh lustre and dignity to the Crown. 
And now, when I speak to you and ask 
you to pass this Bill-when I plead on 
behalf of those who are not allowed to 
speak themselves in this House-if you 
could raise yourselves for this night, 
for this hour. above the region of party 
strife-if you could free yourselves from 
the pestilent atmosphere of passion and 
prejudice which so often surrounds us 
here, I feel confident that at this 
moment I should not plead in vain 
before this Imperial Parliament on be· 
half of the English constitution and the 
English people. 

--: ....... ~];.:..':'~ ... -.:-

L __ _ 



REFORM. 
VIII. 

BIRMINGHAM, AUGUST 27, 1866~ 

: [A great open-air meeting was held in Birmingham on the 27th of August, 1866, to pass 
\ resolutions in favour of Reform. It was calculated that more than 150,006 men 
I were present at it. In the evening a great meeting was held in the Town Hall of 

Birmingham, at which an Address of confidence was presented to Mr. Bright, and at 
which this speech was spoken.] 

! I ACCEPT the Address which has 
Uust been presented to me with feelings 
~which I shall not attempt to express. 
I I accept it as ample compensation for 
whatsoever labours I have expended in 
your service, and I shall take it from 
· this meeting, and hold it as a constant 
stimulus to whatsoever labours may lie 
.in mypath in your service for the future. 
There are times when I feel no little 
despondency at the small result of many 
years of public labour; but to look upon 

· a meeting like that assembled here, and 
to look upon that vast gathering which 

· your town has exhibited to the country 
and to the world to·day, is enough to 
dispel every feeling of fear or of de· 
spondency, and to fill the heart and 
onerve the arm to new and greater labours 
for the future. 

During the last session of Parliament, 
in the debate on the second reading of 
:the Franchise Bill, I took the oppor
,tunity of offering a word of counsel and 
·of warning to the powerful party in the 
House which opposed that Bill. In 
those words of warning and of counsel 
t asked them to remember that if they 
.hould S\lcceed in defeating that Bill 
and overthrowing the Government, there 

would still remain the people of England 
to be met, and the olaims of the great 
question of Reform to be considered and 
settled. We have not had to wait long 
before that which I foretold has come 
to pass. In London we have seen 
assemblies of thl) people such as for a 
generation past have not been witnessed • 
In many other parts of the country there 
have been meetings greater than have 
been seen for thirty years, and notably 
to-day there has been a voice given forth 
from the very centre and heart of Eng
land which will reach at least to the 
circumference of the three kingdoms. 
There has been an attempt to measure 
the numbers that are present in this 
Hall at this moment. There are pro
bably six thousand persons here. I ask 
any who were present to-day t6 reckon 
how many clmes this Hall could have 
been filled from that multitudinous con
gregation upon which our eyes rested; 
but to the full extent of which they could 
scarcely reach. It is highly probable 
that it might have been filled forty times 
from that vast num ber. Yes, and at this 
fooment I am told that outside there 
is an audience far greater than that I 
now address; whilst to-morrow morning 
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there will be millions of an audience 
throughout' the whole of the United 
Kingdom, a.m<ious to know what has 
been done and what has been said on 
this 27th day' of August in this great 
town of Birmingham. 

We are not here to·night to discuss 
the question of Reform, because that is 
a question which we have already settled. 
What we have to do is to discuss calmly 
our present position and our future 
work in reference to this great question. 
My hon. Colleague has said that the 
Bill of the late Government. was one 
of singular moderation. It was also a 
Bill-I speak now only of the Franchise 
Bill-of a singular and most honest sim
plicity; and that was the great reason 
that I felt it my duty, and that you felt 
it yours, to give it an honest support. 
I will just tell you how much and how 
little it proposed. to give, or would have 
given. to the working-classes of this 
country; and I think it necessary to 
state this because of the argument which 
I intend to raise upon it. The Govern
ment produced to the House of Com
mons a Blue Book, most elaborately 
compiled, and as far as I know, with 
the exception of one point, correct 
and trustworthy; but they proposed to 
inform the House of the number of 
working-men who are now upon the 
register, and what addition would be 
made to that' number if the Bill passed. 
I differed entirely from their estimate, 
which I believe to have been to a very 
great extent erroneous, and I think I 
produced facts in the House of Commons 
which sustained my opinion. 

Mr. Gladstone told us that at present 
there are on the borough registers in 
England and Wales working-men to 
the number of X 26,000. 'He showed, 
further, that by the abolition of the 
rate-paying clauses, if there was no 
alteration in the lol. suffrage, there 
would be an addition of 60,000 electors, 
who, he reckoned, would all be working
men; and then he said that' if the fran
chise was reduced from 101. to 7/~ 
there would be a further addition of 
144,000, all of whom he estimated as 

working-men. Therefore he stated that 
when that Bill passed there would be 
on the borough registers of England 
and Wales 330,000 working-men, of 
whom 204>000 would be new voters 
added by that Bill. I believe that esti
mate was made with perfect honesty by 
Mr. Gladstone, but that it was to a 
very large extent erroneous. I showed 
several boroughs, and I believe I might 
have gone through almost every borough 
in the United Kingdom, where the num
ber of working-men stated in the returns 
was at least double, and in many cases 
far more than double, the actual num
ber upon the register. I estimated, 
also, that although the abolition of the 
rate-paying clauses might add 60,000 
new votes, it would be very unfair to 
expect that more than one-third, or 
20,000 of them-being ten-pounders and 
upwards-would be of the class of 
working-men. I said, further, that it 
was absurd to reckon that every man 
between 101. and 7/. was of the class of 
working-men, and I supposed that at 
least no more than two-thirds of them 
could be placed in that list. My esti
mate differed, therefore, from Mr. Glad
stone's thus far. I said that of the 
126,000 now upon the register there 
were not more than the half, or 63,000 ; 
instead of there being 60,000 admitted 
by the abolition of the rate-paying clause, 
there would not be more than 20,000; 
and that, instead of there being 144,000 
working-men admitted by the reduction 
of the fr<lllcJ>ise from lol. to 7/., it was 
a fair estimate to take two-thirds of that 
number, or 96,000. My opinion there
fore was, that when that Bill passed. if 
it should pass, tllere would be upon the 
borough registers of England and Wales, 
not330,000 of working-men. but 179.000, 
and that the Bill would not admit 
204.000, but only 116,000 of that class. 
Take either my estimate of 116,000 or 
Mr. Gladstone's estimate of 204>000 as 
the number of working-men to be added 
by the late Bill to the register, and I 
will ask you what, after all, does it all 
come to? 204,000 working-men ac
cording to the Government estimate, 
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u6,ooo according to mine, and in ad
dition about 200,000 new voters added 
to the counties under a Iojl. franchise, 
who must of necessity be almost al
together outside the working-classes. 
That was the Hill which my hon. Col. 
league has described as one of singular 
moderation. Out of five or six millions 
of men in the United Kingdom who are 
not now enfranchised, the whole num
ber of the working-classes to be admit
ted in the boroughs of England and 
Wales was only 200,000. 

N ow that Bill, so moderate that I 
confess I had entertained the hope that 
it would pass through Parliament with
out any great difficulty, was resisted as 
if it had been charged with all the dan
gerous matter whiclI the Tory party 
actually attributed to it. It was intrigued 
against in a manner-I had almost said 
more base, but I will say more hateful, 
than any measure I have seen opposed 
during the twenty-three years that I 
have sat in the House of Commons; 
and, finally, under every kind of false 
pretence, it was rejected by a small 
majority, and fell, and with it the 
Government whiclI had proposed it also 
fell. The reason I have given you 
these figures is that I want to show you 
the desperate resolution of the present 
Government, and of the party whiclI it 

, represents, to deny to the working
classes of this country any share in its 
government. I am not confined to the 
votes of the House and the destruction 
of the Bill, but I am able, I think, to 
show you by the arguments on whiclI 
the Tory party proceeded that such is 
their detennination, and it may be their 

'unchangeable resolution. 
Several of the speakers to-night have 

referred to the slanders heaped upon 
the great body of the people during the 
discussions of the last session; and, no 
doubt, although his name was not men
tioned, the speakers had in their minds 
one Member of the House who virtually 
has no constituency-whose sole con
stituent, at any rate at that time, is now 
no longer here to partake of the strife 
or the contests of politics, though I' 

presume another constituent acts and 
reigns in his stead. If I quote anything 
that Mr. Lowe said, understaJl.d me that 
I wish to bring no clIarge against him 
whatsoever. He has spent some years 
in Australia, and probably has voyaged 
round the world; and I do not deny, 
him the right to voyage round the world 
of politics, and to cast anchor in any 
port that may be pleasant to him. ,I 
merely intend to quote something that 
he said, because when it was said it was 
received with rapturous enthusiasm by 
that great party in the House who are 
the supporters of Lord Derby and of 
Mr. Disraeli. This is extracted from the 
Times newspaper, a paper in which, as 
is well known, the speaker has been for 
many years an eminent writer, and civer 
whiclI, unless reports speak untruly, he 
has no small degree of control. He 
says:-

• I have had opportunities of knowing 
some of the constituencies of this coun
try, and I ask if YOIl want venality, 
ignorance, drunkenness, and the means of 
intimidating-if you want impulsive, un
reflecting, violent people-where would 
you go to look for them? To the top 
or to the bottom? It is ridiculous to 
blink the fact that since the Reform Act 
the great corruption has been among the 
voters between 201. and 101. rental-the 
lodging-house and beerhouse keepers; ••• 
but it is said, Only give the franchise to 
the artisan and then see the difference.' 

He goes on-passing a sentence con-, 
taining a classical illustration which 
amused the House, but which it is not 
necessary to quote here. He said:-

'You know what sort of persons live 
in these small houses' (houses, of course, 
between 101. and 71.] 'We have long had 
experience of them under the name of 
freemen, and it would be a good thing if 
they were disfranchised altogether. They 
were dying out of themselves, but the 
Government propose to bring them back 
-again under another name, so that the 
effect of passing this Bill would be-first, 
to increase corruption. intimidation, and 
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aU the evils that happen usually in elec
tion; and next that the working·men of 
England, finding themselves in a full 
majority of the whole constituency, will 
awake to a full sense of their power, and 
say, .. We can do better for ourselves. 
"Don't let us any longer be cajoled at 
elections. Let us set up shop for our
selves. We have obj..:ts to carry as well 
as our neighbours, and let us unite to 
carry those objects. We have the ma
chinery. We have our trades·unions. We 
have our leaders ready. We have the 
power of combination as we have shown 
over and over again, and when we have 
a prize to fight for we will bring it to 
bear with tenfold more force than ever 
before.'" 

These are the sentiments which, ut
tered in my hearing, were received with 
enthusiastic approbation by the great 
body of the Tory party and by the 
supporters of the present Government. 
Observe what it really means. It is 
that voters now between 2ol. rental and 
lol. are so bad that if you go lower 
something like ruin will ensue. That 
there will be more venality, ignorance, 
and drunkenness; and then, speaking to 
the House of Commons - in which the 
landed proprietors, or the bulk of them, 
have always acted as a general trades
union, where they raised the price of 
bread and diminished the size of the 
loaf as long as the people would "let 
them-he says there will be combina" 
tions of working-men for their special 
objects, and therefore-mind, this is his 
conclusion-shut them out for ever; 
bolt the door;" say, loudly and boldly, 
you, the Parliament of England, to the 
5,000,000 or 6,000,000 men who have 
now no vote, and whom we pretend to 
represent, • No ane of you who cannot 
pay a rental of 10/. shall ever speak by 
his direct representative within the walls 
of this House.' That is the policy 
which Mr. Lowe recommends. It is 
not important at all because Mr. Lowe 
recommends it: It is important only 
because-it has been accepted and ap
proved by the great Tory party in 

Parliament. However, I say-I who 
am charged with designs against the 
safety of the institutions of this country 
-I say it is a dangerous policy-a policy 
which enforced in other countries has 
done great things. Through it crowns 
and coronets have sometimes been lost, 
and 1 am not sure that it is a policy 
which can be safely maintained with us. 

1 asked one of the most intelligent 
and excellent Frenchmen with whom 
1 am acquainted, one of the most con
fidential friends of the dynasty of Louis 
Philippe and of the Orleans family, 
what it was that drove that family from 
France, and 1 referred to stories of 
corruption among ministers and other 
things which had been circulated in 
public and in private. He said: • None 
of these things did it. It was the at
tempt of the King to govern France by 
a parliament that represented an in
significant minority of the people, and 
which parliament he thought he could 
perpetually manage by a judicious dis
tribution of patronage.' On the principle 
of governing this country by a Parlia
ment elected by an insignificant minority 
of the people, Lord Derby comes into 
office, and judging from the speeches 
and the votes of the last session of 
Parliament, his party intends as long as 
possible to govern upon that principle 
and that policy. 

Working-men in this hall, 1 wish my 
voice had been loud enough to have 
said what 1 am about to say to the vast 
multitude which we looked on this day: 
but 1 say it to them through the press, 
and to all the working-men of this king
dom, 1 say that the accession to office 
of Lord Derby is a declaration of war 
against the working-classes. The course 
taken in London the other day by the 
police, and it had almost been by the 
military, is an illustration of the doc
trines and the principles of the Derby 
administration. They reckon nothing 
of the Constitution of their country-a 
Constitution which has no more regard 
to the Crown or to the aristocracy than 
it has to the people-a Constitution 
which regards the House of Commons, 
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fairly representing all the nation, as 
important a part of the governmental 
system of this kingdom as either the 
House of Lords or the Throne itself. 
If they thus despise the Constitution 
they likewise despise the claims of five 
or six millions who are unrepresented. 
You may work, you may pay taxes, 
you may serve in the army, and fight; 
70,000 or more of your brethren 
are now living under the burning sun 
of India, and twice as many more 
are serving in the ranks in different 
parts of the world; and you, the great 
body of the people from whom these 
men are drawn, are not considered 
worthy to do so simple an act as to 
give a vote in your great town for your 
present or any future Members. You 
are to have no vote, no share in the 
government; the country you live in is 
not to be your country. You are like 
the Coolies or the Chinese who are 
imported into the West Indies or Cali
fornia. You are to work, but you are 
not to take root in the country, or to 
consider the country as your country; 
and, worse than all this, in addition to 
this refusal of the commonest right of 
the Constitution, you are insulted by 
the cheers which a great party have 
given to the language which I have 
read to you to-night. You are to be 
told that you are so ignorant and so 
venal, so drunken, so impulsive, so un
reflecting, and so disorderly, that it is 
not even safe to skim off as it were the 
very cream of you td the number of 
II6,ooo, or it may be of 204,000, and 
to admit them to a vote for Members 
of the House of Commons. 

This is the Tory theory. This is the 
faith of Lord Derby and his party, and 
I maintain that I am not saying a word 
that is an exaggeration of the truth, for 
I have heard that party over and over 
again vociferously cheer sentiments 
such 8i I have described. The Govern
ment which has been overturned was a 
very different Government. Lord Rus
sell had no fear of freedom. He could 
much more easily be persuaded to give 
up, and he would much more willingly 

abandon for ever the name of Russell 
than he would give up his hereditary 
love of freedom. The Government, 
which was led by Earl Russell in one 
House and by Mr. Gladstone in the 
other, was founded and acted upon the 
principle of trust and confidence in the 
people. Some said there was not much 
difference between the Derby Govern
ment and the Russell Government. 
l.ord Derby asked Lord Clarendon to 
take office in his Government. There 
was something charming in the very 
audacity of Lord Derby's effrontery. 
Lord Clarendon was an eminent Minis
ter of the Government that brought in 
a Bill which the Tory party declared to 
be subversive of the Constitution; and 
Lord Derby asks Lord Clarendon to 
keep the Foreigq Office in the new 
Government I 

The Government of Lard Derby in 
the House of Commons sitting all in a 
row reminds me very much of a number 
of amusing and ingeniouS' gentlemen 
whom I dare say some of you have seen 
and listened to. I mean the Christy 
Minstrels, The Christy MUlstrels, if I 
am not misinformed, are, when they 
are clean-washed, white men; but they 
come before the audience as black as 
the blackest negroes, and by this trans
formation it is expected that their jokes 
and songs will be more amusing. The 
Derby minstrels pretend to be Liberal 
and white; but the fact is if you come 
nearer and examine them closely you 
will find them to be just as black and 
curly as the Tories have ever been. I 
do not know, and I will not pretend to 
say, which pf them it is that plays the 
banjo and which the bones. But I 
have no doubt that, in their manreuvres 
to keep in office during the coming 
session, we shall know something more 
about them than we do at present; 
they are in point of fact, when they pre
tend to be Liberal, mere usurpers and 
impostors. Their party will not allow 
them to be Liberal, and they exist only 
upon the principle upon which they 
have acted in all their past history, of 
resisting and rejecting every proposition 
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of a Liberal character that has been 
submitted to them. 

mother of parliaments. For in this 
England, five millions of grown men, 
representing more than twenty millions 
of our population, are to be permanently 
denied that which makes the only dif
ference between despotism and freedom 
all the world over. 

I venture to say that this cannot last 
very long. How do we stand at this 
moment? The noble and illustrious 
Lady who sits upon the throne-she 
whose gentle hand wields the sceptre 
over that wide empire of which we are 
the heart and centre-she was not 
afraid of the Franchise Bill which the 
Government ,introduced last session. 
Seven times, I think, by her own lips 
or by her pen she has recommended to 
Parliament the admission of a large 
number of working-men to the Parlia
mentary franchise. If this proposition 
was destructive, would not the Queen 
discover that fact? If the Bill of the 
last session had been a pernicious Bill, 
would the thirty millions of people of 
the United Kingdom not have been able 
to produce one single public meeting in 
condemnation of it ? The middle class 
in our towns are by a vast majority in 
favour of it. All the middle class of 
Birmingham have sympathised with the 
great proceedings of this day, and I 
doubt not that by-and-by we shall see 
in the populous districts of Lancashire 
and Yorkshire assemblies rivalling those 
which have been held in London and 
Birmingham. And.if we go to the 
House of Commons - that House 
elected so much by landlord compulsion 
in the counties, and by corruption, in
timidation, and tumult in the boroughs, 
what do we find? Do not suppose that 
I 'am charging that House of Commons 
with faults that it does not itself under
stand and acknowledge :-have you 
read the report of the proceedings at 
the Commission for Yarmouth? Did 
you read that a late Member for that 
borough is said to have spent 70,0001. 
to maintain his seat? Did you read 
that one gentleman, an inferior partner 
in a brewery, contributed 40001. for the 
election of his partner, and that another 

What is this Derby principle of 
shutting out more than five-sixths of 
all the people from the exercise of con
stitutional rights? If any of you take 
ship to Canada you will find the Derby 
principle utterly repudiated. But in 
Canada there is no uprooting of insti
tutions, and no destruction of property, 
and there is no absence of order or of 
loyalty. 'If you go to Australia you 
will find there that the Derby priuciple 
is unknown, and yet there reigns order 
as in this country, and contentment with 
the institutions of the colonies, and a 
regard for law and property. If you 
go to those greatest and most glorious 
colonies of this country, the United 
States of America, there you find a 
people exhibiting all the virtues which 
belong to the greatest nations on the 
face of the earth; there you find a, 
people passing through a great war and 
a great revolution with a conduct and 
success, with a generosity and a magna
nimity which have attracted and aroused 
the admiration of the world. And if 
you go to Europe, you find in the Re
public of Switzerland, in the kingdoms 
of Holland and Belgium, in Norway 
and Swedl;n. in France, and now you 
are about to witness it in Germany, a 
wide extension of the franchise, hitherto 
in this country, in our time, unknown ; 
and neither emperor, king, nor noble 
believes that his authority or his in
terests, or the greatness or happiness 
of anyone of those. countries, will be 
jeopardised by the free admission, of 
the people to constitutional rights. In 
Germany, the vote is to be given to 
every man of twenty-five years of age 
and upwards. Let them propose to do 
the same here, and then we shall not be 
in advance of the, great State of North 
Germany which ';'s now being esta
blished. But what is it we are coming 
to in this country? To this, thnt the 
thing which is being rapidly accepted 
in almost all parts of the world is being 
persistently and obstinately refused here 
in Englan~, the home of freedom, the 

~ ------~----------------------~ 
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gentleman, knowing nothing of that 
borough, went down there and supplied 
60001. to fight a contest spread only 
over a few days? And remember that 
when Yarmouth or any other borough 
is thus brought before the public it is 
only a sample of a very considerable 
sack-and that for every borough which 
is thus exposed there are probably ten 
or twenty other boroughs which are to 
a very large extent liable to the very 
same condemnation. Notwithstanding 
this, if we go to the House of Com
mons, we find the Parliament of England 
at this moment about equally divided, 
and that half the House was in favour 
of the late Bill. If that be so, what is 
wanted in this poising and balancing of 
the scale? It only wants this, that the 
working·men of England should heartily 
throw their influence into that side 
which is for their interests, and that 
side will prevail. 

You know I have preferred that 
the franchise should be established 
upon what I consider to be the ancient 
practice· of the country. I am not 
afraid of the principles of the Reform 
League. I have no fear of manhood 
suffrage, and no man is more a friend 
of the ballot than I am. It is a great 
cause which is offered to your notice 
to-night. It is a grand and noble flag 
under which you are asked to enlist 
yourselves. What I would recommend 
you to do is this-and I imagine myself 
at this moment to be speaking in the 
ear of every intelligent, sober, and 
thoughtful working-man in the three 
kingdoms-let us try to move on toge
ther; let us not split. hairs on this 
question; let us do as our fathers did 
thirty-four years ago; let us have asso
ciations everywhere; let every work
shop and factory be a Reform Asso
ciation; let there be in every one of 
them a correspondent, or a. secretary, 
who shall enrol members and assist 
this great and noble cause. I would 
recommend that the passages I have 
read from that celebrated and unhappy 
speech should be printed upon cards, 
and should be bung up in every room in 

every factory, workshop, and club-house, 
and in everyplace where working-men are 
accustomed to assemble. Let us rouse 
the spirit of the people against these slan
derers of a great and noble nation. 

There will soon come another elec
tion. The working-men may not be 
able to vote, but they can form them
selves into. a powerful body, and they 
can throw their influence in every 
borough on the side of the candidates 
who pledge themselves to the question 
of Reform. If they do this, you may 
depend upon it they will change many 
seats, and give a certain majority for 

. Reform in the next Parliament. It may 
be necessary and desirable to meet 
Parliament again with petitions from all 
parts of the country, signed by number
-less names. There is no effort which 
the Constitution, which morality permits 
us to use, that we should leave unused 
and unmade for the purpose of furthering 
this great cause; and let us be sure of 
this, that we demand pnly that the ques
tion of Reform shall be dealt with by a 
Govemmenthonestlyin favourofRefonn. 

The Address which has been pre
sented to me has referred to 1832. I 
remember that time well. My young 
heart then was stirred with the trumpet
blast that sounded from your midst. 
There was no part of this kingdom 
where your voice was not he~rd. Let 
it sound again. Stretch out your hands 
to your countrymen in every part of the 
three kingdoms. and ask them to join 
you in a great and righteous effort on 
behalf of that freedom which has been 
so long the boast of Englishmen, but 
which the majority of Englishmen have 
never yet possessed. I shall esteem it 
an honour which my words cannot 
describe, and which even in thought I 
cannot measure, if the population which 
I am permitted to represent should do 
its full duty in the great struggle which 
is before us. Remember the great ob
ject for which we strive. Care not for 
calumnies and lies. Our object is this 
_ to restore the British Constitution in 
all its fulness, with all its freedom, to 
the British people. 
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IX. 

GLASGOW, OCTOBER 16, 1866. 

[On the 16th oC October, 1866, a procession oC many thousands of the friends of 
Reform passed through the streets of ihe city of Glasgow, and formed in a great 
meeting oli Glasgow Green •. The numbers present have been variously estimated, 
but it seemed as if nearly all the male population of the city Were there. In the 
evening a great meeting was held in tb~ City Hall, and Mr. Bright was presented 
with an Address, in answer to which this speech was spoken.] 

Ma, CHAIRMAN, ANn CITIZENS OF NO 
MEAN CITY, - I accept this Address 
which has been read in your hearing 
and presented to me, with a feeling of 
deep gratitude to those who bave ex
pressed such friendly feelings towards 
me, but with a deep anxiety when I 
consider' the intent and purport of the 
document. I am consoled by regarding 
it as in some degree a compact or cove
nant entered into to-night by you and 
those whom you represent, with me 
and those whom I may be supposed in 
some degree to represent, and that we 
covenant together that whatsoever is 
moral for us to do we engage to do 
in the prosecution of that great cause 
which has stirred the heart of Glasgow 
to-day. I can do but little-anyone 
man can do but little; but you in your 
vast numbers can do much, by uniting 
with numbers, not 'smaUer, in other 
parts of the kingdom. 

I have a strong sense that the day 
is fast approaching which will see the 
triumph of our cause, and I think he 
must be blind and foolish indeed who 

is not willing to admit that it is a great 
issue which is now submitted to the 
people of the United Kingdom. Gather
ings of scores of thousands of men, 
extending from south to north, must 
have some great cause. Men do not 
leave their daily labour, the necessary 
occupations of their lives, thus to meet, 
unless they believe that there is some 
great question submitted to them in 
which they have a deep and overpower
ing interest. And the question is this
Whether in future the government and 
the legislation of this country shaU be 
conducted by a privileged class in a 
sham Parliament, or on the principles 
of the constitution of the nation, through 
its representatives, fairly and freely 
chosen? 

There are persons who will think that 
I am speaKing harshly of the existing 
Parliament. Some probably in this 
meeting may think that Mr. Beales was 
indiscriminate in the term which he 
used when he spoke of our representa
tion as being steeped in corruption; 
but I am certain tbat if the representa-
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tion of this country existed in any other 
country, and that its details were ex
plained to Englishmen, there are not 
five Englishmen within the bounds of 
England, or five Britons within the 
bounds of this island, who would not 
admit that the language he has applied 
to the Parliament was correct. 

What we charge against the Parlia
ment is this-that it is chosen from 
constituencies not only so small that 
they do not and cannot adequately re
present the nation, but from constitu
encies so small as to be influenced by 
corruption, and by all kinds of motives 
that are neither national nor patriotic. 
In our boroughs, for example, the num
bers· for the most part are very small. 
There are, I think, 254 boroughs in the 
United Kingdom, but there are only 54 
of these that possess a constituency of 
~,ooo electors and upwards, large and 
fair constituencies being always the 
exception. In Scotland, your borough 
constituencies, though not generally 
very large, are larger than those in 
England, and to your honour it must 
be said that they are far more incorrupt 
than English constituencies. In the 
counties the freeholders - those who 
hold land for cultivation-are constantly 
diminishing in numbers, and that por
tion of the constituencies which is not 
composed of freeholders is composed 
of tenant-farmers-the most dependent 
class of occupiers, probably, in the 
nation. 

But now, let me point to one or two 
facts which should sink deep in the 
minds of all men. Out of every hun
dred grown men in the United King
dom eighty-four have no votes. Those 
eighty-four might just as well, for all 
purposes of constitutional government, 
so far as they are directly concerned
those eighty-four might as well live in 
Russia, where there is no electoral 
system of government, or in those other 
countries, now very few indeed, in which 
Parliaments and representations are un
known. If it be the fact that only sixteen 
men out of every hundred have votes, it 
is also the fact that those sixteen are so 

arranged, and so placed, that their re
presentation is in reality almost entirely 
destroyed. If the electors were fairly 
divided amongst all the Members, there 
would be nearly a,ooo electors to every 
Member; but what is the state of 
things? It is this, that one-third of 
the House of Commons, or 220 Mem
bers, are actually elected by 70,000 
votes-that is to say, that 220 Members 
of the House of Commons are chosen 
by a number of men scattered over the 
country, who are fewer by almost one
half than the number of grown men in 
this city of Glasgow alone. And fur
ther, one-half of the House of Commons 
is chosen by about 180,000 electors, being 
only one-seventh of the whole number 
of electors, and much below the number 
of men who are to be found in the cities 
of Edinburgh and Glasgow. And if 
we come to· that great event which 
excites so much interest, but which is 
generally of so little value-a general 
election-we find, I believe, that not 
more than 10 in 100, not more than ten 
per cent. of the whole grown-up male 
population of the United Kingdom, ever 
come to the poll and give their vote for 
the election of a new Parliament. 

With regard to a general election, 
some of you have read, and many of 
you know something of the cost and 
corruption of a general election, I will 
give you one instance and one proof of 
it. It has been my opinion all along 
that it was the duty of the Government 
of Lord Russell, after the defeat of their 
Reform Bill during the last session, to 
have dissolved the Parliament, I have 
no reason to disbelieve what is asserted, 
that Lord Russell himself was of that 
opinion. But· a general election was a 
burden which the Members of Parlia
ment did not wish to bear. I was 
speaking to a Member of the Govern
ment on this question about the time 
when the resignation of the late Go
vernment was just about to be sub
mitted to the Queen, and I was telling 
him that I thought the true policy, the 
constitutional policy, of the Government 
was to dissolve the Parliament. A por-
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tion of his answer was this :-A Mem
ber who sits on our side of the House 
had spoken to him about it. He said, 
• My election has already cost me 
9,000/.' -and he added, • I have, be
sides, 3,0001. more to pay.' He said 
further, what was very reasonable, that 
this was a heavy burden, that it was 
grievous to be borne, that it put him to 
exceeding inconvenience, and, if the 
Parliament were dissolved, he could not 
afford to fight his county or his bo
rough, as the case might be, but would 
be obliged to retire from the field, and 
leave the contest, if there should be a 
contest, to some one else. You will 
believe, then, that the Government were 
greatly pressed by this consideration; 
and this consideration, addeil, it may 
be, to others, induced them to resign 
office rathel' than to dissolve Parlia
ment. Thus you have a proof that 
whereas general corruption and putridity 
are the destruction of most bodies which 
they affect, the corruption of the present 
·Parliament was, and is, the cause of its 
present existence. 

Now bear in mind that this state of 
things which I have been describing 
obtains at the present moment, thirty
four years after the passing of the great 
Reform Bill. What the Government 
must have been before that Bill was 
passed it is scarcely possible to describe 
or to imagine; but I have no doubt of 
this, that it was one of the worst Go
vernments in civilized countries, and in 
Europe; and I think this may be fairly 
argued from the fact of the incessant 
wars in which the country was engaged> 
for ISO years before that Reform>; from 
the enormous debt that was created; 
from the crushing taxes that were fixed 
upon the people; and, worse almost 
than that, from that most infamous law 
which ever passed a Parliament of civi
lized men-the law which limited the 
supply of bread to the people. 

Now. if the Clerk of the House of 
Commons were placed at Temple Bar, 
and if he had orders to tap upon the 
shoulder every well'dressed and appa
rently cleanly-washed man who passed 

through that ancient bar, until he had 
numbered six hundred and fifty-eight; 
and if the Crown summoned these six 
hundred and fifty-eight to be the Parlia
ment of the United Kingdom, my honest 
conviction is that you would have a 
better Parliament than now exists. This 
assertion will stagger some timid and 
some good men; but let me explain 
myself to you. It would be a Parlia
ment, every member of which would 
have no direct constituency, but it 
would be a Parliament that would act 
as a jury that would take some heed of 
the facts and argnments laid before it. 
It would be free. at any rate, from the 
class prejudices which weigh upon the 
present House of Commons. It would 
be free from the overshadowing presence 
of what are called noble families. It 
would owe no allegiance to great land
owners. and I hope it would have fewer 
men amongst it seeking ilieir own gains 
by entering Parliament. 

With the Parliament which we have 
now and have had. facts and argnments 
go for very little. Take that question 
to which I have referred. of limiting the 
supply of bread to the people. The 
Com-law was on the Statute-book for 
thirty-one years-sixteen years before 
the Reform Bill. and fifteen years after 
the passing of that Bill-but frOIB the 
first hour of its enactment until the 
hour of its destruction the facts and the 
argnments against it were equally clear 
and equally conclusive. They would 
not be convinced though one arose from 
the dead, and that which convinced 
them at last was the occurrence of a 
great famine in Ireland. which destroyed 
or drove from the country hundreds of 
thousands of the citizens of the empire. 
I maintain with the most perfect con
viction that the House of Commons. 
representing as it now does counties 
and boroughs such as I have described. 
does not represent the intelligence and 
the justice of the nation. but tl,e preju
dices, the privileges. and the selfishness 
ofa class. 

What are the results of this system of 
legislation? Some of them have been 
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touched upon in that Address which 
has been so kindly presented to me. 
You refer to the laws affecting land. 
Are you aware of a fact which I saw 
stated the other day in an essay on this 
subject-that half the land of England 
is in the possession of fewer than one 
hundred and fifty men? Are you aware 
'of the fact that half the land in Scot
land is in the possession of not more 
than ten or twelve men? Are you 
aware of the fact that the monopoly in 
land in the United Kingdom is growing 
constantly more and more close? And 
the result of it is this-the gradual ex
tirpation of the middle-class as owners 
of land, and the constant degradation 
of the tillers of the soil. Take a matter 
about which many Scotch farmers know 
something-take the perpetual griev
ance of the Game-laws. In the House 
of Commons that question can scarcely 
be discussed. The landed interest, as it 
did in the late cattle-plague debate, 
tramples down Government and bo
rough Members and everybody and 
everything that thwarts its inclination. 
Take the general-I am sorry to say 
the too general- subserviency of the 
tenant-farmers in the matter of elections 
in your country-in Scotland_ I enter
tain the hope that you will lead the way 
to the deliverance of the farmers from 
this slavery. In the last elections for 
Kincardineshire and for Aberdeenshire, 
the tenant-farmers have taken the poli
tics of those counties into their own 
hands. I hope, and 1 believe, that the 
tenant-farmers of Scotland-the most 
enlightened agriculturists that live on 
the face of the earth-I hope they, with 
perfect justice, and perfect courtesy to 
their landowners, will still exert their 
legitimate and right influence in the 
election of Members for the counties of 
Scotland. 

But take-what some of you cannot 
comprehend-take the helpless poverty 
of the farm-labourers in the southern 
counties of England. Their wages are 
very low. Their helplessness is ex
treme. Their power to deliver them
selves, their power to combine. seems 

at the lowest ebb. Look at their iguo
rance I A friend of mine-a Member 
of the House of Commons, who lives 
within six miles of the royal town and 
castle of Windsor, told me only the 
other day that he knew the case of a 
family near his house in which there 
had grown up eleven children, not one 
of whom could read or write at aiL 
And he said that he had lately had in 
his employ upon his property seven 
men, of whom four could neither read 
nor write, two of them could read most 
imperfectly. and one of them could 
read and write about as well as the 
other two could read. Bear in mind 
that all this exists within six miles of 
the royal castle of Windsor. It exists 
in a neighbourhood where lords and 
squires and established clergymen 
swarm. Such is the state of ignorance 
of that population at this moment. In 
the county from which I come, girls 
of the age of from fifteen to twenty 
years are earning, many of them, I 
believe, double the weekly wages of the 
able-bodied farm-labourer, the head and 
father of a family, in some of the south
western counties of England. But what 
must be the ignorance of that popula
tion, that when such wages are offering 
to them in Lancashire and Yorkshire 
they scarcely hear of them I They seem 
to have no aspiration to better their 
condition, and there is no sensible emi
gration from these wretched counties 
to the more prosperous counties of the 
north. 

Your Address refers to pauperism
the gulf of pauperism. In the United 
Kingdom at this moment there are 
more than 1,200,000 paupers. The 
pauperism of the United Kingdom last 
year-and it will not cost less, I be
lieve. this year-cost the rate-payers
those who pay taxes for the relief of 
the poor-more than seven and a half 
millions sterling, and this does not in
clude the cost of many thousands of 
vagrants who also come occasionally 
under the name of paupers. Now look, 
I beg of you, to this mass of misery. 
It is so great a mass t?at benevolence 
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cannot reach it. If benevolence could 
do it, there would be no pauperism in 
England, for in no country do I believe 
that there is more benevolence than 
there is in the United Kingdom. The 
kindness of the women of England is 
beyond all measure and beyond all 
praise of mine. There does not exist 
among created beings, beneath the an
gelic ranks, those who are more kind 
and charitable than the women of the 
United Kingdom. But benevolence 
can touch scarcely the fringe of this 
vast disorder. There is another virtue 
we could add, and that virtue and that 
quality is justice. It is not benevolence 
but justice that can deal with giant 
evils. It was not benevolence that gave 
the people bread twenty years ago, but 
it was justice embodied in the aboli
tion of a cruel and a guilty law. But 
justice is impossible from a class. It is 
most certain and easy from a nation; 
and I believe we can only reach the 
depths of ignorance and misery and 
crime in this country by an appeal to 
the justice, the intelligence, and the 
virtues of the entire people. 

That Address has mentioned another 
question - the question of your national 
expenditure, of your army and navy; 
and I will state only one fact with 
regard to the navy. I believe since the 
great war, sinoe 1815, that the'navy of 
this country has cost more than four 
hundred millions sterling. I believe 
that dnring the last six years it has 
cost as much as the United States navy 
during the same time: we have been in 
a condition of profound peace; the. 
United States have had to build or huy 
six hundred ships, to man them, to fur
nish them with munitions of war, and to 
fight them during the greatest struggle 
that any nation ever waged. And yet 
at this moment, after spending so much, 
we have Sir John Pakington, the great 
reconstructor, coming into office, and 
promising, not to extend the liberties 
of the people, but to reconstruct a navy 
on which such enonnous and countless 
sums have already been sunk. 

Then, take the taxes. Something has 

been done to make the taxes more 
equal; but take the taxes which are 
levied under the name of probate and 
legacy and succession duties; and I 
will give you a case which it is just 
possible you have heard before from 
my lips. A Member of the House of 
Commons-at least he was so when he 
gave me this fact, though I am sorry to
say he is not one now-a Member of 
the House of Commons told me he had 
had left to him by a person not related 
to him by blood an estate in land worth 
21,0001.; the timber upon it was worth 
II,oool.; altogether 32,0001. The tax, 
when the property is left to a person 
who is not a reL'ltion of the man who 
leaves it, is ten per cent.; the tax there
fore on 32,0001. would be 3,2001.; and 
if anyone of you received a legacy like 
that in cash, in shares, in ships, in 
stock-in-trade, in any of those things 
which are not lands and houses, he 
would pay 3,2001. But my friend re
ceiving his legacy in land, and the 
timber upon it, paid just 7001. And 
why? For this reason only, that the 
law was made by a landed and pro
·pertied Parliament, and the owners and 
inheritors of lands and houses were con
sidered specially worthy of its regard. 

But I may be asked-and no doubt 
some man who, after this meeting, will 
take up his pen to write a criticism on 
my speech, or upon this meeting, will 
ask-how comes it, if Parliament is so 
bad, that so many good things have 
been done by Parliament during the 
last thirty or forty years? I acknow
ledge that good things have been done, 
and I ought to know, because I have 
been concerned in the doing of some 
of them. But by whom were they done? 
Mainly by that force in Parliament 
which is sent there by the great and 
free borough constituencies of the king. 
dom. The Members for the great 
towns-although but a minority, and 
not a very large minority - are the 
moving force by which these good 
things have been done. It has not 
been the policy of the Tories to do 
good things-and I !J.ave seen the time 
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.. when the Whigs have been much less form, that we could add another million 

.. zealous about them than I could have to the existing constituencies, what 
wished. They have sprung from the would be the result?' . We should mo-

. people, and the people have carried dify the constituencies. Instead of the 
them. What there has been of real people coming to the hustings at the 
representation in Parliament has urged nomination and holding.. up their hands 
these measures forward. What there for this candidate or that, and having 
has been of sham representation has for the most part no power in the elec
uniformly opposed these measures. tion, the inhabitants of the town would 

I am of opinion that the rich people have a much greater power than they 
of a country, invested with power, and have now. The constituency would be 
speaking generally for rich people alone, less open to management than it is at 
cannot sufficiently care for the multi- present; majorities on one side or the 
tude and the poor. They are personally other would be larger and less open to 
kind enough, but they do not care for corruption; and we should have Mem
the people in the bulk. They have bers whose opinions and whose conduct 
read a passage in Holy Writ that' The would be modified by this infusion of 
poor ye have always with you '-and new and fresh blood into the constitu
therefore they imagine that it is a pro- . encies which send them to Parliament. 
vidential arrangement that a small sec- We should do this further-we should 
tion of the people should be rich and bring the rich and the great more into 
powerful, and that the great mass of. contact with the people, and into a 
the people should be hardworking and better acquaintance with human wants 
poor. It is a long distance from cas- and with the necessities and feelings of 
ties, and mansions, and great houses, their countrymen. What other thing 
and abounding luxulies, to the condition ·would happen? I dare venture to assert 
of the great mass of the people who, this, that Parliament then would not 
have no property, and too many of revile and slander the people as it does 
whom are always on the verge of po- now. Nor would it cheer with frantic 
verty. We know very well all of us violence when their countrymen are de
how much we are influenced by the im- scribed in hideous and hateful colours. 
mediate circumstances by which we are Probably what I call the Botany Bay 
surrounded. The rich lind everything view of their countrymen would be got 
just as they like. The country needs rid of, and we should have a sense of 
no reform. There is no other country, greater justice and generosity in the 

~ in the world so pleasant for rich people feeling with which they regard the bulk 

i' as this country. But I deny altogether of the nation. And if there was more 

r
' that the rich alone are qualified to legis- knowledge of the people, there would 

late for the poor, any more than that assuredly be more sympathy with them; 
" the poor alone would be qualified to and I believe the legislation of the 
I legislate for the rich. My honest belief House, being more in accordance with 
! is, that if we could be aU called upon the public sentiment, would be wiser 
t' to legislate for all, that all would be and better in every respect. The nation 

more justly treated, and would be more would be changed. There would be 
t. happy than we are now. We should amongst us a greater growth of every

have then an average; we should have thing that is good. 
the influence of wealth and of high cul- May I ask if there are any ministers 
ture, and of those qualities that come of religion in this audience? I have 

" from leisure, and the influence of those sometimes thought that I should like I 
more robust qualities that come from to have an audience of four or five thou- I 
industry and from labour. sand of them, to whom I could preach I 

Suppose now, without arguing for a political sermon, and to whom I could 
this or that' particular measure of Re- tell something which I fear their theo- J 
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logical schools have failed to teach 
them. An eminent man of your coun
try, the late Dr. Chalmers, in speaking 
of the question of free-trade, and par
ticularly of the struggle for the abolition 
of the Com-laws, uttered some memo· 
rable words. He said he thought there 
was nothing that would tend so much 
to sweeten the breath of British society 
as the abolition of the Com-laws. I 
believe now that there is nothing which 
would tend so much to sweeten the 
breath of British society as the admis
sion of a large and generous number of 
the working·classes to citizenship and 
the exercise of the franchise. Now, if 
my words should reach the ears and 
reach the heart of any man who is in
terested in the advancement of religion. 

. in this country, I ask him to consider 
whether there are not great political 
obstacles to the extension of civilization 
and morality and religion within the 
bounds of the United Kingdom. We 
believe-these ministers, you, and 1- , 
we believe in a Supreme Ruler of the 
Universe. We believe in His. omnipo
tence; we believe and we humbly trust 
in His mercy. We know that the 
strongest argument which is used 
against that belief, by those who reject 
it, is an argument drawn from the 
misery, and the helplessness, and the 
darkness of so many of our race, even in 
countries which call themselves civilized 

and Christian. Is not that the fact? 
If I believed that this misery, and this 
helplessness, and this darkness could 
not be touched or transformed, I myseIf 
Should be driven to admit the ahnost 
overwhelming force of that argument; 
but I am convinced that just laws, and 
an enlightened administration of them, 
would change the face of the country. 
I believe that ignorance and suffering 
might be lessened to an incalculable 
extent, and that many an Eden, beau
teous in flowers and rich in fruits, 
might be raised up in the waste wilder
ness which spreads before us. But no 
class can do that. The class which 
has hitherto ruled in this country has 
failed miserably. It revels in power 
and wealth, whilst at its feet, a terrible 
peril for its future, lies the multitude 
which it has neglected. If a class has 
failed, let us try the nation. That is 
our faith, that is our purpose, that is 
our cry-Let us try the nation. This it 
is which has called together these count
less numbers of the people to demand 
a change; and, as I think of it, and of 
these gatherings, sublime in their vast
ness and in their resolution, I think I 
see, as it were, above the hill-tops of 
time, the glimmerings of the dawn of 
a better and a nobler day for the coim
try and for the people that I love so 
well. 

--:.-.... ~--".:-. -

L _______ -
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MANCHESTER, NOVEMBER 20, 1866. 

[The following speech was made in the Free Trade Hall, Manchester, at a Banquet 
organized by the National Reform Union. Several Members of the Liberal Party 
were invited to the gathering.] 

ALTHOUGH, perhaps, this is one of the 
most striking and important meetings 
which have been held in this country 
during the last few years, you will, per
haps, be surprised to learn that I came 
to it with a sense almost of indifference: 
not indifference as to its importance; 
but with an absence of that feeling of 
responsibility which has pressed so 
much upon me on some recent occa
sions. For the committee were kind 
enough to send round to their guests 
·a list of the speakers who were ex
pected to address the meeting. I found 
them much more numerous than is 
common, and I found my name about 
half way down the list. 1 took it,. 
therefore, for granted that I could come, 
for once, in some degree as a spectator 
and a listener, rather. than as a pro
minent actor at the meeting. Some 
gentlemen who were expected to be 
here are not here-Mr. Stansfeld, be
cause he is ill; Mr. Layard, because he 
has not returned from the Continent. 
And Mr. Forster, who seems less able 
to occupy the time of an audience when 
he comes into Lancashire than he is in 
Yorkshire, has spoken, I may say, ut~ 

tering the feeling of the whole meeting, 
for a very much shorter time than we 
had a right to expect. I shan trust, 
therefore, to those who come after me 
to say a good deal which I shall not 
take up youf time in attempting to say 
to-night. 

During the last memorable session of. 
Parliament you will .probably recolfect 
that it was a very common thing in the 
mouths of the opponents of the Govern
ment Bill to say that the working-men
the aggrieved party-felt no grievance; 
for they scarcely expressed any favour
able opinion on the Bill, or, indeed, any 
opinion at all on the question of their 
own admission to the franchise. I was 
repeatedly charged with being in the 
position of a leader in a case, in which 
it was said that, after all, I had no clients 
and no following. There was a general 
taunt uttered that we were very much 
exaggerating the case of the working
men, and ~at the condition of that 
large class was so comfortable and so 
·prosperous that they were perfectly con
tent with the Government as it is carried 
on by a Parliament so inadequately re-
presenting the whole nation. . 
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I suspect that the argument, so far • which it was held. In the. town of 

as it was uttered, and had any force, Le.eds, I was told nearly 1,000 persons 
has now been fully and satisfactorily paId 5S. each to attend the meeting in 
answered. But these gentlemen have the Town·hall, and I think that is some 
turned right roulld, and have now sign of the class of persons who at-
another thing to say about our meet- tended. • 
-ings. They say that the middle class But if there was any question on this 
stands entirely aloof, that nobody really matter, I would ask those gentlemen to 
cares for Reform but the working-men, come on this platform to-night. Here 
and that no great question can be car- is the largest and finest hall in Britain, 
ried, or sensibly affected, in this country the largest and finest hall in Europe, I 
by the opinions and action of working- believe the largest and finest hall in the 
men alone. They point to the great world, and yet this hall is crowded with 
meetings that have been held, and after persons to whom our opponents. I think 
dividing the notorious and proved mag- generally, unless they were very fas
nitude of the meetings by four or six, tidious, would admit the term respect
they then conclude that there were a able and influential. I doubt if there 
few thousands of.working-men present; has ever been held in this kingdom, 
but Members of Parliameot, manufac- within our time, a political banquet 

• turers, merchants, and what they call more numerous, more influential, more 
the respectable and influential classes, unanimous, more grand in every re
were foun<!. to be entirely absent. But spect than that which is held here to
they forget that these meetings at which night. Just now, it is the fashion to 
they say working-men only attended flatter and to court the middle class. 
were meetings called expressly by work- The middle class are told that since the 
ing-men and for working-men. If they Reform Bill of 1833 political power has 
want to know, or wanted to know, how been in their hands; before 183' it was 
far the main objects of those meetings with the lords and great landowners, 
receive sympathy from a more powerful but since 1833 it has been in the hands 
class, they might _ have come to those of the middle class; and now the 
meetings to have learned. In Birming- middle class are asked whether they are 
ham, as you know, the Mayor was in willing to surrender that power into the 
the procession, and the Chief Constable hands of a more numerous, and, as 
of the town took charge of all the ar- these persons assert, a dangerolls class, 
rangements for it; and in the great who would swamp, not only the eXlllted 
Town-hall of that city, the Mayor took class of lords and great landowners, the 
the chair at the evening meeting, and I highest in social position, but would 
venture to say that it would be impos- swamp also the great middle class with 
sible in noy town in this kingdom to whom power is now said to rest. Aud 
assemble upon the platform a greater they try to teach the middle class that 
amount of what tb.ese gentlemen call there is an essentially different interest 
respectability. wealth. and station in the between them and the great body of 
town, than were assembled there and the people who are not yet admitted 
then. If they had come to this hall on into that class. They say the one 
the evening of the great meeting in class is in power, and the other class is 
Manchester, and if they had gone to outside, and out of power. and they 
the Town-aall of Leeds, or to the City- warn the middle class against admitting 

, hall of Glasgow, they woul. have found the outsiders into partnership with them, 
that after the scores of thousands that for fear they should dethrone the middle 
had attended the great open-air meeting' class and set up an unintelligent .. un
in the daytime, there was a meeting reasoning. and selfish power of their 
most important, most influential, om- own. 
nipotent indeed, within that town ill That is the sort of argument which 
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is used to the middle class to induce 
C them to take no part in any measure 

that shall admit the working class to a 
participation in political power. I should 
be ashamed to stand on any platform 
and to employ such an argument as 
this. Is there to be found in the writings 
or the speaking of any public man con
nected with the Liberal or the Reform 
party so dangerous and so outrageous 
a policy as that which these men pur
sue? When separating the great body 
of the people into the middle and the 
working class, they set class against 
class, and ask you to join with the past 
and present monopolists of power in 
the miserable and perilous determina
tion to exclude for ever the great body 
of your countrymen from the common 
lights of the glorious English Constitu
tion. There is no greater fallacy than 
this-that the middle classes are in pos
session of power. The real state of the 
case, if it were put in simple language, 

~ would be this-that the working-men 
are almost universally excluded, roughly 
and insolently, from political power, 
and that the middle class, whilst they 
have the semblance of it, are defrauded 
of the reality. The difference and the 
resemblance is this, that the working
men come to the hustings at an elec
tion, and when the returning-officer asks 
for the show of hands, every man can 
hold up his hand although his name is 
not upon the register of voters; every 
working-man can vote at that show of 
hands, but the show of hands is of no 
avail. The middle class have votes, 
but those votes are rendered harmless 
and nugatory by the uufair distribution 
of them, and there is placed in the 
voter's hand a weapon which has neither 
temper nor edge, by which he can 
neither fight for further freedom, nor 
defend that which his ancestors have 
gained. 

On a recent occasion, perhaps it was 
when I last stood on this platform, I 
stated certain facts which have not, 
from that day to this, been contradicted 
-I stated that out of every 100 men 
throughout the United Kingdom, grown~ 

up men, liable to taxes, expected to per
form all the duties of life, responsibl~ to 
the laws, 84 were excluded from the 
franchise, and that 16 only were in
cluded. I want to ask whether the 16 
out of the 100 may be said to include 
all the middle class? But there is 
another fact, if possible more astonish
ing still, and that is that three men out 
of evelY 100 throughout the Uuited 
Kingdom do apparently by their votes 
return an actual majority of the present 
House of Commons. But if a majority 
of the House of Commons be returned 
by a number so small as three out of . 
every 100 of the men of the United 
Kingdom, and if the other House of 
Parliament asks for no votes at all, I 
ask you whether it is not a fact of the 
most transparent character that power, . 
legislative and governing, in this country 
does not rest with the middle classes? 
What Mr. Forster says is quite true. 
You may have suffrage-this or that, 
but you may have such a distribution of 
power that even your present represen
tation, bad as it is, may be made some
thing even worse. 

Take the case of your boroughs, in 
which alone may be said to rest every
thing that exists in the. United King
dom of a free election. Divide the 
boroughs, 25+ in number, into two 
classes, those under 20,000 inhabitants 
and those over that number. Under 
20,000 there are 145 boroughs; over it 
109. But the boroughs under 20,000 re
turn 215 Members, against 181 that are 
returned by the boroughs over 20,000. 
But that gives only a very misty idea of 
the state of the case. Those boroughs 
over 20,000 inhabitants, having 39 
Members fewer than the boroughs under 
20,000, still are in this position-their 
Members represent six times as many 
electors, seven times as much popula
tion, and fourteen times as much pay
ment of income-tax as the larger num
ber of MembersJepresenL It is clear 
beyond all cavil-for figures, after all, 
are difficult things to meet and contro
vert if they are correct-that your repre
sentative system, even in the boroughs 
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where alone it exists in any life at all, 
is a representative system almost wholly 
delusive, and defrauds the middle classes 
of the power which the Act of 1832 
professed to give them. 

Your count¥ representation is almost 
100 sad a subject to dwell upon. Every 
man who occupies a house or land of 
an annual value less than sol. is ex
cluded; the number of freeholders on 
the whole diminishes,· and really there 
remains scarcely anything of indepen
dent power and freedom of election 
within the majority of the counties of 
the United Kingdom. So, then, I come 
to this conclusion, that the working 
classes are excluded and insulted, and 
that the middle classes are defrauded; 
and I presume that those who really do 
wield the power despise the middle 
classes for their silence under this system. 
When I look at the great middle class of 
this country, and see all that it has done, 
and see the political position in which 
it has been to some extent content to 
rest, I cannot help saying that it re
minds me very much of the language 
which the ancient Hebrew patriarch 
addressed to one of his sons. He said, 
• Issachar is a strong ass, couching down 
between two burdens.' On the one side 
there is the burden of seven and a half 
millions per annum, raised by way of 
tax, to keep from starvation more than 
1,200,000 paupers within the United 
Kingdom-and on the other hand, and 
higher up in the scale, there is mis
management the most gross, there is 
extravagance the most reckless, and 
there is waste the most appalling and 
disgraceful which has ever been seen in 
the government of any country. And 
this is the grand' result of a system 
which systematically shuts out the mil· 
lions, and whicll cajoles the middle 
class by the hocus-pocus of a Parlia
mentary Government. 

Sir, I am delighted beyond measure, 
after many years of discussion, of con
templation, of labour-in connection 
with this great question-I say I am 
delighted to believe that the great body 
of the people, call them middle class 

or call them working class, are resolved 
that this state of things shall exist no 
longer. During the last session of 
Parliament there has been an honest 
attempt made by an honest Government 
to tinker the existing system. For, 
after all, the Bill of the last session, 
honest and well intended and "aluable 
as it was, was still but a tinkering 
of a very bad system. But the Tory 
party lefused even to have it tinkered. 
They remind me of a wealthy ·but a 
most penurious old gentleman, who 
lived some years ago in my neighbour
hood, and who objected very much to 
a tailor's bill; he said that he had found 
out that a hole would last longer than 
a patch. I am not sure that this is 
not the case with Lord Derby and his 
friends; for it was one of their great 
arguments that if the Bill of the Go
vernment passed it would inevitably 
follow that something more would al
most immediately be demanded. They 
were so anxious that things should 
remain as they are that they refused to 
admit 200,000 more of the middle class 
by the lowering of the county franchise, 
and they ,oefused with equal, perhaps 
with greater pertinacity, to admit 
200,000, but, as I believe, not much 
more than 100,000 working-men, to 
.electoral rights. 

They would not suppress nor allow 
the suppression of one single rotten 
borough, and in fact there was no abuse, 
however foul, however intolerable, how
ever putrid, to which they would allow 
the legislative reforming knife to be 
applied; and they dete,mined to keep 
everything just as it is. And now these 
gentlemen, with whom we were obliged, 
to our great misfortune, to contend so 
much last session. are in office. They 
call themselves Her Majesty's servants; 
but they have not yet dared.to proclaim 
that they are the executive servants of 
the people. Some of their papers, and 
some papers which are not theirs, give 
liS to understand - for the papers are 
often understanding a great many things 
of which they know nothing-that the 
Cabinet meetings held during the last 
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I • fortnight have landed us in this strange 
r t positIOn. - that the men who were 
I f against all Reform six months ago. are 
f DOW warmly engaged in concocting a 
! . measure which shall be satisfactory to 
t , the great body of the Reformers of this 
I country. 
r My.opinion is this:-first of all, that 
. the papers know nothing. about it; 

secondly. that the Government (we are 
obliged to call them a Government) 
has not made up its mind at all whether 
it will bring in a Reform Bill or not. 
In point of- fact. Lord Derby is waiting 
to see what the weather will De. And I 
suppose they will postpone their decision 

r perhaps for some few weeks to cOll)e. 
Who knows but that they will wait till 
this day fortnight-or yesterday fort
night? 

Yesterday fortnight. on Monday, the 
3rd of December. it is said that, fol
lowing the example of Birmingham, 
and the West Riding, and Glasgow, and 

. Manchester, and Edinburgh, the men 
,I. concerned in the trades in London will 
, make what they call a demonstration, 
t that is, that on behalf of the question 
! of Reform they will assemble and will 
,. peacefully walk through some of the 
~ main streets of the West End of London, 
t for the purpose of showing that they 
. take an interest in this great question. 
I I know nothing of the arrangements, 
~ except what I see in the papers; but it 
I" is said that more than 200,qoO men 
~ have arranged to walk in that procession. 
~ I hear on no mean authority that certain 
~ persons at the West End are getting up 
~ a little .alarm at what may happen on 
I) the 3rd of December. 
~ What will happen we all know. If 
~ the police do not interfere to break the 
. peace, the peace will not be broken. 
: And, probably, what happened on the 

last occasion may be of some use in 
teaching the Home Secretary his duty 
on this occasion. There are persons, 
doubtless, so credulous and so willing 
to wish well of everybody, as to imagine 
that Lord Derby's Government will 
bring in a satisfactory Reform Bill. 
They say that Sir Robert Peel and the 

Duke of Wellington carried Catholic 
Emancipation; that Sir Robert Peel 
and the Duke of Wellington repealed 
the Com-law; and why should not 
Lord Derby pass a Reform Bill? Lord 
Derby is neither the Duke of Wellington 
nor Sir Robert Peel. He deserted both 
those eminent men in 1846, rather than 
unite with them to repeal the Corn-law; 
and he has never shown, from that hour 
to this, one atom of statesmanship 'or 
one spark of patriotism that would lead 
us to expect that, on this occasion, he 
would tum round, and. neglecting his 
party. do something for his country. 

It is all very well to say that if the 
Government bting in a very good Bill, 
we who want a very good Bill. will sup
port it. But it is no use dealing in 
phraseology and platitudes of that kind. 
Look at the Cabinet of Lord Derby; 
look what the members of it have said 
and done during late years. and during 
the late Parliamentary session. Lord 
Derby has told us that it was his mission 
to stern democracy; his friends in the 
House of Commons declared last session 
that the passing of that Bill of the late 
Government would be to hand over the 
country to the democracy of the working 
classes. Mr. Disraeli. in his speeches. 
was ingenious beyond his fellows. as 
indeed he generally is. for if he had not 
been so. he would not have reached the 
position in which we find him. But 
Mr. Disraeli was anxious to cut off all 
free election in counties. He is of 
opinion. so far as I gather from his 
speeches. that the more entirely the 
county representation can be made con
terminous with the great estates of the 
peers and the grea t landowners. the 
more entirely it will be after his own 
fashion and his own wishes. No more 
perilous idea can be entertained by any 
statesman; if you once get the nominees 
of the great landowners and the lords 
on the one side of the House. and the 
representatives of everybody else on the 
other side of the House. the beginning 
of the end will have come. And whilst 
Mr. Disraeli is tickling the ears and the 
fancy of the country gentlemen behind 
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him, he is propounding a plan which, 
if it were carried into effect, would end 
in the utter extinction of the political 
power of the country gentlemen and 
the peerage of England. 

Mr. Disraeli and Lord Stanley were 
the men in the last Derby Government 
who proposed to disfranchise 70,000 
county voters whose property was 
within the limits of the boroughs, and 
I 'cannot believe that men who made 
such a proposition seven or eight years 
ago can produce a good honest Reform 
Bill now. Lord Stanley made a speech 
during the discussions on the late Bill 
which his party and their press said 
was unanswerable. It was a speech 
leading to this conclusion, that he 
would give no votes to any of the 
working class until he saw, by the dis
tribution of seats, that those votes could 
be made of no use to tllem. And Lord 
Stanley lent himself to an unhappy 
trick, intended, as it appeared to us, to 
take the Government and the House by 
surprise, and by which, by gaining a 
sudden and accidental division, he might 
have destroyed both the Bill and the 
Government. Lord Cranborne is a 
member of this Cabinet-Lord Robert 
Cecil that was a short time ago. Lord 
Cranborne quarrelled violently with 
Mr. Gladstone because Mr. Gladstone 
said the working-men were of our own 
flesh and blood. He treated that ob
servation very much in the same way 
that the Carolinian planter and slave
holder in the Senate of the United 
States would have replied to my friend 
Mr. Sumner if he had said that the 
black and. white were equal in the eye 
of God, and of one flesh and blood. 
General Peel is a member of this Ga-

. vernment, and he protested violently 
against any reduction of the franchise, 
as indeed did Sir Stafford Northcote, 
who is, I think, now the President of 
the Board of Trade. 

I want to ask you whether from these 
men you are to expect, you are to wait 
for, with anxious and hopeful looking 
forward, any Reform Bill? And, after 
all these speeches had been made, Lord 

Derby did his utmost to prevail upon 
Mr. Lowe to become a member of his 
Cabinet. If, after all this, they were to 
attempt to manufacture and introduce 
a Reform Bill, they would cover them
selves and their party with humiliation. 
I know that in this country politicians 
change sides; office has a wonderful 
effect upon men. I suppose there are 
men here such as were described by 
our witty friend, Mr. Hosea Bigelow, 
in painting the character of some poli
ticians in America. He said of them 
as we perhaps may say of Lord Derby 
and his piuty,-

• A merciful Providence fashioned them 
hollow, 

On purpose that they might their princi-
ples swallow.' 

But, notwithstanding that provision, 
that merciful provision, for statesmen, 
I confess that I do not believe that the 
Govemm6llt have determined to bring 
in a Reform Bill, or that they can by 
any possibility bring in a Bill which 
the Reformers of this country can 
accept. They have done everything 
during the past session by fraudulent 
statements-by insults to the people
by the most evident baseness of party 
action-to destroy the moderate and 
honest attempt of Lord Russell to im
prove the representation. And I do 
not believe that in one short year they 
can turn, round; and, capacious as may 
be the internal cavity of the Tory G~ 
vemment, I think they cannot in one 
short year swallow all their Conservative 
principles.. _ 

If a man were to tell me that he had 
a broth composed of half-a-dozen 
poisonous ingredients, and that he 
could make of it a wholesome dish, 
I should not believe him. And if he 
tells me that Derby, and Disraeli, and 
Stanley, and Cranbome, and General 
Peel, and the rest of them, after the 
speeches to which I listened six months 
ago, are about to produce a wholesome, 
and salutary, and liberal Reform Bill, 
I must ask him not to impose for a 
moment on my understanding. The 
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1 ~nemies of the Bill of I866 cannot one of the most accomplished Members 
i .become the honest friends of Reform in of the House of Commons, publicly and 
, ;I867-and the conspirators of the ses- openly expressed himself in favour of 
t ,sion which has just expired cannot that change. I believe the middle class, 
) • become honourable statesmen in the as a rule, the Liberal portion of the 
: session which is about to open. My middle class, would have no objection 
, : opinion may be no better than that of to see the franchise extended to all 
~ any other man. This, however, may be householders in boroughs. . 

, good advice-that all Reformers should I believe that, if it were so extended, 
be on the watch, for there are enemies we should arrive at a point at which, 
enough to our cause, and false friends so long as any of us are permitted to 
enough to convince us that it is by no meddle with the politics of our country, 

i 'means out of danger. no further change would be demanded. 
But the next Bill-what must it be? I therefore am entirely in favour of it, 

i One thing I think we have a right to because I believe it to be wise in itself, 
, insist upon, that the next Bill which and because it is the ancient borough 

is introduced by a Liberal and Reform franchise of this kingdom. I am in 
Government shall be in- its sttffrage accord with our ancient Constitution. I 
based upon the ancient borough fran- would stand by it; wherever it afforded 
chise of the country. Household or support for freedom I would march in 
rating suffrage has existed for centuries its track. That track is so plain that 
in our parishes. It has existed for the wayfaring man, though a fool, need 
many years in our municipal corpora- not err therein. I would be guided by 
tions. It has never been found either its lights. They have been kept' bum
in parish or corporation to be destructive ing by great men among our forefathers 
of the interests of the people of those for many generations. Our only safety 
circumscribed districts of the country. I in this warfare is in adhering to the , t say, therefore, that we ought to stand by ancient and noble Constitution of our 
the ancient Constitution of England. I country. And when we have restored 
believe Lord Russell, speaking of him it to its bygone strength, and invited 

,in his private capacity, would be in the great body of the people to take 
I favour of extending the borough fran- part in political power, $en the House 
, chise, at least to the limits of the of Commons will be the servant of the 
f municipal franchise. There is reason nation and not its master, and it will 
, to believe that Mr. Gladstone himself do the bidding, not of a small, a limited, 
, would approve of such a measure. We often an ignorant, necessarily a selfish 
, know that the late Attorney-General, class, but the bidding of a great and 
, one of the most eminent lawyers and noble people. 

,------------------------------------------------~------. . 
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[Mr. Bright was invited to preside over a great meeting of .lhe Members of the various 
Trades' Unions and Trade Societies in lit. James's Hall. The following speech was 
spoken on that occasion. r 
Ir is about eight years since, in a 

speech which I delivered on the question 
of Parliamentary Reform, that I took 
the opportunity of giving what I thought 
was somewhat wholesome counsel to 
the unenfranchised working-men of this 
country. I told them that the mono
polists of political power in this country 
would not willingly surrender that power 
or any portion of it; and further, that 
no class which was excluded could rely 
upon the generosity of any other class 
for that justice which it could demand, 
and that, therefore, although large 
numbers of the middle class were then, 
and are now, in favour of the enfran
chisement of a large number of the 
working class, yet that they would not 
make that great effort which is necessary 
to wring political power from those who 
now hold it, and to extend it to those 
who are now and were then excluded 
from it. I said tbat if the working-men 
wished for political power they had only
to ask for it in a manner to show the 
universality of their desire, and the union 
and the power which they were able to 
bear upon it; and Irecollect particularly 
making a suggestion that involved me 
in a good deal of unfriendly criticism, 
namely, that I thought the time had 
come, or would SOOIl come, when it 

would be the duty of the working class 
to make use of that great organisation 
of theirs which extends over the whole 
countty-the organisation of trades' and 
friendly societies for the purpose of 
bringing to bear upon the Government 
the en tire power of their just demand. 
I said, further, that I believed one year 
only of the united action of the working 
class through this existing organisation 
would wholly change the aspect of the 
question of Reform. 

Now it appears that the wholesome 
counsel which I gave eight years ago 
has become the counsel of all those who 
are in favour of the enfranchisement of 
the working-man, and that counsel has 
been adopted recently to a large extent, 
and every man in the kingdom feels that 
the aspect of the question has been_ 
wholly changed. But, as has been al
ready said to-night, it is very difficult to 
please those by whom we are opposed; 
and, as was said eight years ago, so it is 
said now, that it is very undesirable that 
associations like these, that were not 
formed for political purposes, should be 
worked for political ends. That is a 
matter of which the members of these 
societies must be held to be the best 
judges. We have known other 'societies 
which do not profess to be political, but 
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I • !which have entered largely into political 
" f iControversy. I know that some years 
., . ,go nearly all the agricultural societies 
I· . f the country were converted into poli
i i- ical societies, for the purpose of sus-' 
), aining an Act of Parliament which 
I: denied an honest and fair supply of food 

to the people of this country; and even 
now, when the agricultural societies and 
farmers' clubs meet, we have the oppor
tunity of reading that curious and con
fused political discussion .which takes 
place when the country gentlemen and 
the county Members make speeches to 
their tenantry and county supporters. 

. i But these critics of ours say that this 
measure-the combination of trades' 

. unions for political purposes- is one 
that excites their fears, and is of a very 
formidable nature. It was precisely be
cause it would be of a formidable nature 
that I first recommended it. The fact 
is, that the millions can scarcely move, 
but the few who are timid and in some 

. degree ungenerous in this matter, feel 
themselves alarmed. You cannot help 

, being numerous; if you had bad better 
government during the last hundred 
years-if the land had been more in 
the hands of the people and less in the 
hands of a small class-if you had had 
fewer wars, lighter taxes, better instruc
tion, and a freer trade, one-half of those 
in this country who are now called the 
working class would have been, in com-

• fort and position, equal to those whom 
we call the middle class. But this is 
your great difficulty now, and it is the 

f: great difficulty of our opponents-you 
are too numerous, they think, to be 
let in with safety, and' they aTe finding 
out that you are too numerous to be 
kept out without danger. 

But if these associations and the 
.. combinations of these societies are 

formidable, who have made them for
midable? These societies took no part 
in political movements until they were 
challenged to it by the speeches, the 
resolutions, the divisions, and the acts 
of a great party in the Parliament of the 
kingdom. Did they fail to have fact 
and argument in favour of the change 

proposed last session? No; but fact 
and argument had no effect upon what
ever there is of reasoning power in the 
ranks of the Tory party. Did they 
think that the working-men of this 
country-who built this great city
who have covered this country with 
great cities-who have cultivated every 
acre of its cultivated area-who have 
made this country a name of power 
through all time and throughout the' 
whole world-did they for one moment 
imagine that you would lie down and 
submit, without raising your voice against 
them, to the scalldalous and unjust im
putations that were heaped upon you? 
Did they think that you would be silent 
for ever, and patient for ever, under a 
perpetual exclusion fro~ the benefits of 
the constitution of your country? If 
they are dissatisfied with this movement, 
what would they have? Would they 
wish that, as men did fifty or sixty 
years ago, instead of making open de
monstration of your opinions, you should 
conspire with the view of changing the 
political constitution of your country? 
Would they like that you should meet 
in secret societies, that you should ad
minister to each other illegal oaths, that 
you should undertake the task of mid
night drilling, that you should purchase 
throughout London and the provinces a 
supply of arms, that you should in this 
frightful and terrible manner endeavour 
to menace the Government, and to wring 
from them a concession of your rights ~ 

But surely one of two modes must be 
taken. If there be a deep and wide
spread sentiment, that injustice is no 
longer tolerable, then, judging from all 
past history of all people, one of two 
modes will be taken, either that mode 
so sad and so odious of secret con
spiracy, or that mode so grand and so 
noble which you have adopted. You 
have at this moment across the Channel, 
if the reports which the Government 
sanction are true, an exhibition of a 
plan which I deplore and condemn. 
You have there secret societies, and 
oaths, and drillings, and arms, and me
naces of violence and insurrection. Is 
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there any man in England who would 
like t.o see the working·men of Great 
Britain driven to any such course in de· 
fence or in maintenance of their rights ? 
Well, I hold, then, that all men iIi 
this country, whatever be their abstract 
opinions on this question of a wide ex
tension of the suffrage, should really 
rejoice at the noble exhibition, the 
orderly and grand exhibition of opinion 
which has been made by the working
men of England and Scotland during 
the past three months. 

I said that if tllere be a grievance
a deep·seated sentiment that there is a 
grievance-there must" necessarily be a 
voice to express and to proclaim it. 
What is the grievance of which you 
complain? You are the citizens, the 
native inhabitants of a cO!lntry which 
is called constitutional; and what is 
meant by that is that your government 
is not the despotic government of a mon
arch, nor the oligarchical government of 
an oligarchy; but that it is a government, 
a large and essential portion of which is 
conducted by honestly-elected represen
tatives of the people; and the grievance 
is this-that this constitution, so noble 
in its outline and so noble in its purpose, 
is defaced and deformed, and that when 
you look at it it seems in this respect 
absolutely worse than any other repre
sentative constitution existing in the 
world. For I believe there is no repre
sentation whatsoever at this moment in 
America or in Europe that is so entirely 
deformed from its natural, just, and 
beautiful proportions, as is the repre
sentative system of this country. What 
can be more clear than this-that the 
aristocracy of land and of wealth usurp 
the power in both Houses of Parliament? 
The Lords represent themselves, and 
generally the great landowners, with 
great fidelity. But, at the same time, 
we must admit and deplore thitt at least 
one-half of the House of CommoQ.S is in 
fast alliance with the majolity of the 
House of Lords. 

Now, I have said before-I repeat it 
again-that there is no security whatso
ever for liberty under any government 

unless there be an essential power in 
a fair representation of the nation. An 
illustrious man, the founder of the great 
province, and now the great State of 
~Pennsylvania-William Penn-in the 
preface to his Constitution for that 
province-a Constitution of the widest 
and most generous freedom-uses these 
words :-' Any government is free to the 
people under it, whatever be the frame. 
where the laws rule. and the people are 
a party to the laws; and more than this 
is tyranny,' oligarchy, or confusion.' 
Now, let us ask ourselves, can it be 
fairly said, can it be said without the 
most direct falsehood, that the people 
of this country, through the House of 
Commons, are really a party to the 
laws that are made? It is not at all 
disputed that only sixteen out of every 
hundred men are now on the electoral 
rolls. and are able, all other circum
stances favouring, to give their vote at 
a general election; and it is not dis
puted that half the House of Commons 
-that an absolute majority of that 
House-is elected by a number of 
electors not exceeding altogether .three 
men out of every hundred in the United 
Kingdom. 

I have taken the trouble to make a 
little calculation from the facts contained 
in a very useful book, published by a 
very old friend of mine, Mr. Acland, 
called the 'Imperial Poll-Book,' from 
which a great amount of valuable in
formation may be had upon this question. 
I have taken out the number of votes 
given at the last contested election that 
has been held for every borough and 
county in. the United Kingdom since the 
passing of the Reform Bill, and I find· 
that there being, so far as I know, at 
least one contest in every place since 
that time, the whole number of votes 
given at the contest in every borough 
and county is short of the number of 
900.000, which is about one in eight 
of the men in the country; and if )'ou 
deduct from that number the double 
votes, that is the men who vote for 
more than one county, or who vote for 
a county and a borough, in all proba-
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bility there would not be registered 
more than 800,000 votes at a general 
election in the United Kingdom where 
there was a contest in every county 
and in every borough. But I take the 
election of 1859, which is the last the 
particulars of which are given in the 
• Imperial Poll-Book,' and I find there 
that the whole number of votes regis
tered, so far as I could make them 
out, at the general election of 1859. 
was under .~70,ooo. Now, deduct the 
double votes from this, and probably 
there would not be at that general 
election, or at the general election of 
last year, more than 300,000 or 310,000 
men who recorded tbeir votes. Some 
other allowances must be made. There 
are boroughs, and there may be counties. 
in which the opinion falls so much on 
one side that there could be no chance 
of a contest. For example. in the bo
rough which I am permitted to represent 
there would be no contest, and there
fore that borough would not supply 
any figures to those figures which I am 
quoting. But there are many boroughs, 
as we.all know, in which there is no 
contest; in some boroughs there is no 
c.)ntest because there is no freedom of 
election. And there are many counties 
in which there is no contest because 
there is no freedom of election in those 
counties. But 1 quote these numbers 
to show to you that when the Queen 
orders through her Ministers what is 
genemll y called an appeal to the 
country, it is at the very utmost an 
appeal to 800,00:) electors, and in 
all probability the appeal is answered 
by registered voters numbering from 
300,000 to 400,000. 

After this, then, I undertake to say 
that the people are not, in the sense of 
our Constitution, a party to the laws, 
and that the government of the United 
Kingdom, in the sense indicated in the 
quotation that I have made from Wil
liam Penn's preface to his Constitution, 
is not free to this people'. And let me 
tell you, what doubtless many men have 
not thought of, that there is no form of 
government much worse than the govern-

ment of a sham representation. A Par
liament like our Parliament has Mem
bers enough, and just enough of the 
semblance of representation, to make it 
safe for it to do almost anything it likes 
against the true interests of the nation. 
There is nothing so safe as a Farliament 
like this for the commission of what is 
evil. There is not representation enough 
to make it truly responsible to the 
intelligence. and the virtue, and the 
opinions of the nation. 

Take a case which is in the recollec
tion of all of us. Is there any man in 
the world who believes for a moment 
that any monarch that ever sat on the 
English throne would have dared in 
1815 to have passed the Com-law-to 
have brought into action in this city of 
London, horse, foot, and artillery-to 
have surrounded his own palace-and 
to have beaten off the people who were 
protesting against the enactment of that 
law? But the Parliament of England 
did that, and a Parliament of land
owners, for the express and only pur
pose of increasing their own rents by 
the sacrifice of the comfort. the plenty, 
the health, and. the life of the great 
body of the people. 

But to come only to the last session 
of Parliament. We will 110t go back to 
the time before the Reform Act. We 
will only go to the last session of Par
liament. Look at their responsibility 
then, and their sense of responsibility. 
Look at the moderation of that Bill 
which was brought in by the late 
Government. Was it possible to have 
proposed a more moderate measure 
than that of the late Government? 
Well, but what happened? A Parlia
ment of landowners and of rich men, 
who have wholly despised that great na
tionalopinion which has been exhibited 
during the last three or four months, 
resisted that measure with a pertinacity 
never exceeded, and with an amount of 
intrigue, and 1 say of unfairness to the 
Government, which they durst not for 
one single night have attempted if they 
had felt any real responsibility to the 
people of this country. And now they 
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resist up to this moment, and for aught 
I know may resist when they meet at 
the beginning of February next, and 
they may possibly resist until the dis
content which is now so general shall 
become universal, and that which is 
now only a great exhibition of opini~n 
may become necessarily and inevitably 
a great and menacing exhibition of 
force. 

These opponents of ours, many of 
them in Parliament openly, and many 
of them secretly in the press, have 
charged us with being the promoters of 
a dangerous excitement. They say we 
are the source of the danger which 
threatens; they have absolutely the 
effrontery to charge me with being the 
friend of public disorder. I am one of 
the people. Surely" if there be one 
thing in a free coun try more clear than 
another, it is that anyone of the peo
ple may speak openly to the people. 
If I speak to the people of their rights, 
and indicate to them the way to secure 
them-if I speak of their danger to the 
monopolists of power-am I not a wise 
counsellor, both to the people and to 
their rulers? Suppose I stood at the 
foot of Vesuvius or Etna, and, seeing a 
hamlet or a homestead planted on its 
slope. I said to the dwellers in that 
hamlet or in that homestead, You see 
that vapour which ascends from the 
summit of the mountain. That vapour 
may become a dense, black smoke that 
will obscure the sky. You see that 
trickling of lava from the' crevices or 
fissures in the side of the mountain. 
That trickling of lava may become a 
river of fire: You hear that muttering 
in the bowels of the mountain. That 
muttering may become a bellowing 
thunder, the voice of a violent con
vulsion that may shake half a continent. 
You know that at your feet is the grave 
of great cities for which there is no 
resurrection, as history tells us that 
dynasties and aristocracies have passed 
away and their name has been known 
no more for ever. If I say this to the 
dwellers upon the slope of the moun
tain, and if there comes hereafter a 

catastrophe which makes the world to 
shudder, am I responsible for that 
catastrophe? I did not build the moun
tain, or fill it with explosive materials. 
I merely warned the men that were in 
danger. 

So, now, it is not I who amstimu
lating men to the violent pursuit of 
their acknowledged constitutional rights. 
We are merely about our lawful busi
ness-and you are the citizens of a 
country that calls itself free, yet you 
are citizens to whom is denied the 
greatest and the first blessing of the 
constitution under which you live. If 
the truth must be told, the Tory party 
is the turbulent party of this nation. 
I left the last session of Parliament 
just about the time when the present 
Ministers, successful in their intrigues, 
acceded to office-I left the Parliament 
with a feeling of sadness, of disgust, 
and of apprehension. I said to myself, 
I may as well judge of the future by the 
past. The Parliament of England will 
not do justice to the people until there 
happens something that will suddenly 
open their eyes. I remember what took 
place in the year 1829 when the Duke 
of Wellington said: • Either give po
litical power and representation through 
Catholic Members to 'the Catholics of 
the United Kingdom. or encounter the 
peril and loss of civil war in Ireland.' 
Up to that moment Parliament had 
refused to do it. Then Parliament con
s<'nted and the thing was done. In 
1832 you were within twenty-four hours 
of revolution in this country. This 
great class which sits omnipotent in one 
House. and hardly less so in the other, 
might then, and probably would have 
been extinguished, and what there would 
have been left except the people it is 
difficult to imagine. 

In 1846, although every intelligent 
man in every country throughout the 
world admitted the justice and force of 
our arguments against the Corn-law, it 
still required the occurrence of a crush. 
ing and desolating famine in Ireland-a 
famine which destroyed as many lives 
in that country as would have been 
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destroyed by a great war, and which 
drove into exile as many of the people 
of that island as would have been 
driven intI) exile by the most cruel and 
relentless conquest-it required all that 
before the Parliament of England, the 
men amongst whom I sit, and whose 
faces are as familiar to me as those of 
any person whom I know in life-I say 
that it required all that before Parlia
ment would consent to give up that 
intolerable wrong of taxing the bread 
of an industrious people. Now, sup
pose that the Bill which was brought 
into the House last session as a Fran· 
chise Bill only-which was done, as was 
admitted by Lord Russell, in adoption 
of advice which I had publicly given to 
the Government, and which advice I 

. believe was eminently sound, and ought 
to be followed whenever this question 
is dealt with again by a Liberal and 
honest Government - I say, suppose 
that that Bill, instead of being met with 
every kind of unfair and ungenerous 
opposition, had been wisely accepted 
by the House of Commons and become 
law, what would have been the state of 
the country during the present autumn 
and winter? It would have been one 
of rejoicing and congratulation every
where; not because the Bill included 
everybody and satisfied everybody, but 
all working-men would have felt that 
the barrier created at the Reform Bill, 
if not absolutely broken down, was at 
.Jeast so much lowered that the exclusion 
was much less general and less offensive. 
You would have had this result, that 
we, the people in these islands, would 
have been no longer two nations. We 
should have felt more-that henceforth 
we are one people. Every element of 
strength in the country would have 
been immeasurably strengthened, and 
there would have been given even to 
the. hum Illest of the unenfranchised a 
feeling of hope which would have led 
him to believe in, and to strive after, 
something higher and better than that 
to which he had hitherto been able to 
attain. 

Now, who pre~ented this? Surely 

we did not prevent it. We who thought 
we were speaking for the general good 
of the people, we accepted the measure 
with an honourable sincerity and fidelity. 
We said that it is good to the point to 
which it steps forward. It is perfectly 
honest; it is no trick or subterfuge. It 
will give satisfaction to some hundreds 
of thousands, and it will give that 
which is as great a boon-it will give 
hope to millions whom it does not 
include- and therefore, in perfect hon
ourableness, we accepted that measure. 
And who opposed it? None other 
could effectually oppose it than Lord 
Derby and the party of which he is the 
acknowledged and trusted leader. They 
and he opposed and rejected that Bill, 
and they and he are responsible for 
what has been done since in the coun
try as a necessary and inevitable con
sequence of that rejection. Lord Derby 
now stands nearest 10 the Throne, and 
I venture to say that he is not a strength 
but a weakness to that Throne. By his 
conduct-and by the conduct of his 
party, which he adopts- he thwarted at 
once the benevolent intentions of the 
Crown and the just expectations of the 
people. 

I confess that I am astonished at the 
conduct of the Tory party in this mat
ter. When the Bill was introduced 
into the House of Commons, it ap
peared to me to be the very last that 
any statesman with a spark of sense or 
honesty could offer any opposition to, 
and I did not believe that on the other 
side of the House there was, I will say, 
if you like, bitter partisanship or stupi_ 
dity enough to induce them to fight 
a combined battle with all who would 
join them for the purpose of rejecting 
that Bill. One would suppose that the 
present Government had troubles enough 
on hand in what is called the sister 
country without urging the people to 
excitement here. Ireland, as 1 have 
described l.t before Irishmen, is the 
favoured field on which all the policy 
of the Tory party has been exhibited, 
displayed, and tried. In Ireland the 
Habeas Corpus Act is suspended, In. 
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dividual liberty, except by consent of 
the Executive, is abolished; troops are 
pouring into the country; iron-clads, it 
is said, are ordered to the coast to meet 
some, I hope and believe, imaginary. 
foe; and the country gentlemen and their 
families are reported to be fleeing from 
their ancestral homes to find refuge in 
garrison towns; and all this is the mag
nificent result of the policy of that party 
whose head and hope is Lord Derby. 
And even now, up to this very last 
session of Parliament, that party has 
had no remedy for this state of things 
but that ancient, and rude, and savage 
remedy, the remedy of military force. 
But with all this in Ireland, greatly 
exaggerated, as I hope and believe, by 

. some public writers, yet still with enough 
to cause pain and anxiety, was it a judi
cious course for the present party in 
power to create a great excitement in 
Great Britain? I say that Lord Derby, 
as the representative of his party in 
Parliament, is himself the fomentor of 
discord, and that his party, and not our 
party, is at this moment the turbulent 
element in English political society. 

And let me tell this party-I tell them 
nothing from this platform that I have 
not told them upon the floor of the 
House of Commons-let me tell them 
that this question will not sleep. Some 
months ago there was a remarkable 
convention held in Switzerland com
posed of men of eminence and character, 
by which an address or memorial was 
prepared and forwarded to the Govern
ment of the United States, congratulating 
them upon the close of their gigantic 
struggle, and upon the establishment of 
universal freedom throughout the wide 
bounds of the republic. There was a 
passage in that memorial, an expression 
of true philosophy and true statesman
ship, to this effect: • Unfinished ques
tions have no pity for the repose of 
nations.' That referred to the great 
question of negro slavery; but it is just 
as true when it is applied to the ques
tion before us, where from five to six 
millions of grown men in this United 
Kingdom, under n Constitutional Go-

vemment and with a representative 
system, are shut out directly and pur
posely from that Constitution and 
Representation. This great question 
which we are debating to-night is an 
unfinished question, and, as the Swiss 
express it, it will have no pity for the 
repose of this nation until it is a finished 
question. . 

I observed to-day, in a newspaper 
considered by some to be of great 
authority, that the working-men are 
supposed by what are called our betters 
- for that paper only writes for our 
betters-they are supposed to have now 
done enough, and they are exhorted
by the very hand, probably, which 
during the whole of the last· session of 
Parliament was doing all it could against 
them - to stand still and wait for the 
action of Parliament. But it is the 
same Parliament, it is the same House 
of Commons which I left with sadness 
and apprehension in July last. There 
are in it yet the men who, on our side 
of the House; betrayed the cause which 
they were supposed to sit there to 
defend, and the only change that we 
know of is, that the men who threw 
out with all terms of ignominy the Bill 
which we wished to pass last session, 
are now and will be in February next
if they do not break in pieces before-
they will be then on the Treasury 
bench, and will take that leading and 
authoritative position in the House 
which belongs to the Ministers of the 
Crown. 

I differ from this writer altogether; 
I would not put any confidence in the 
course to be taken by this House of 
Commons if I were a man unenfran
chised and asking for a vote. I should 
like them to tell me that they had 
wholly repented of the cheers with 
which they met all those .vile and I 
violent imputations upon your character. j 
My opinion is this: that your duty, 
your obvious duty- a duty from which 
you cannot escape - is to go on as YOll 
have begun, to perfect in every part of 
the country YOllr organisation in favour : 
of your enfranchisement. It is to bring 
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every society with which you are con
nected, to give itself for a time-it will 
only be a short time-to the working 
out of your political redemption. I 
should advise you, wbether you are 
supporters of the Reform League in 
London, or are connected in any way 
with the Reform Union of Manchester 
or any similar association, to establish 
a system of small, but . weekly or 
monthly contlibutions. Do not allow 
my friend Mr. Beales-or my ancient 
friend and political brother, Mr. Geotge 
Wilson of Manchester-do not allow 
them to want the means to carry on and 
direct the great societies of which tbey 
are cbiefs. And let me beg of you, 
more than all else, to bave no jealousies 
amongst each other. Give our Cbair
man his due; give Mr. Beales and the 
council their due; give every man who, 
with a single eye to this great question, 

is working zealously in your cause, bis 
-due, and belp in every way you can 
every honest endeavour to bring this 
great national question to such a solio. 
and final issue, tbat it shall no longer 
disturb tbe repose of this nation. 

And lastly, I beg of you to rise to 
something like a just contemplation of 
what the great issue is for wbich you 
are contending. It is to make YOll 
citizens of one of the noblest nations 
on the face of the earth-of a nation 
which has a grand history in the past, 
and which I trust, partly through your 
help, will bave a still grander bistory 
in the future. Let me beg of YOll, 
then, and it is the last word I may 
speak to you to-night, that, in all 
you do, you may be animated by a 
great and noble spirit, for you bave 
set your hands and hearts to a great 
and noble work. 
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VOTING-PAPERS. 

HOUSE OF COMMONS, JUNE 20, 1867. 

From Hansard. 

[The Government Reform Bill proposed to permit the vote to be given by , Voting
papers,' and not to require personal attendance at the Poll. This was objected to by 
the Opposition on the ground that it would afford opportunity for fraud and for . 
practices inconsistent with freedom of election. The Government proposition was 
rejected.] 

I THINK the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer-has con
cluded his speech with perfect fairness, 
and left the deCision to the House in 
a way worthy of the position he oc
cupies. The debate has been one of 
considerable satisfaction to me, for 

• whatever I may think of the proposition 
as it now stands, I cannot conceal from 
myself the fact that the arguments both 
on this and on' that side of the House 
lead us a great deal further than the 
proposition itself; and should end, after 
this wide extension {If the suffrage, in a 
change which in almost every other 
country has been made - namely. in 
establishing the vote by ballot. There 
are two divisions of this question, and 
to one of them the right hon. Gentle
man applied himself; and other Mem
bers also touched upon the same-that 
is. with regard to out-voters. 

,I believe, if we were establishing a 
system of representation for the first 
time, that we should do in counties 

what we do in boroughs-we should 
take care that all the electors of the 
counties should be resident in the 
counties. A different system prevails. 
and I do not recommend that it should 
be interfered with; but I suggest that 
you should not, for the purpose of aid
ing the extension of the present system 
by adding to the non-resident voters, 
make a substantial change for which 
no substantial reason has been given. 

The hon. Member for the Tower 
Hamlets has made a speech-one of 
the best and the most convincing that I 
have heard on the subject. He referred 
to' what might be done by certain per
sons at certain Clubs. The Reform 
Club is very near the Carlton. If a 
man wants to go to one he is driven, 
not invariably, but occasionally, to the 
other. What the hon. Gentleman savs 
might be done at the Reform chib 
might also be done at the Carlton. But 
what has been done? Take the case 
of a small Scotch county in which there 
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was a contest at the last election. The 
losing candidate had a decided majority 
of the resident voters in the county, and 
yet he did not take his seat in this 
House, and this through the influence 
of large proprietors-and of strangers 
whose votes might be caHed in question 
as contrary, if not to the letter, to the 
spirit of the law. These voters over
ruled the votes of the resident con
stituency, and the candidate who had 
the majority of the resident votes was 
defeated, and his opponent is, I pre
sume, at this moment sitting somewhere 

'i in this House. [Cries of' Name.l Let 
" any Gentleman who wants to know the 

lIame ask the Scotch Member who sits 
nearest him. 

I trust that the decision of the House 
this session, and the passage of this 

'\ Hm, will lead to a more satisfactory 
,l representation of the country. I there

fore hope that there is no Member of 
the House who would wish to see the 
system I have just described indefinitely 
extended. And I am not speaking as 
against the influence of landed pro
prietors alone; tllere are other in
fluences that can play 'this game. I 
recollect some years ago, during the 
discussion on the Com-laws, that the 
friends of the Anti-Com-law League 
resolved to purchase freeholds in some 

, counties, and threatened to change the 
representation of those counties. In a 
case like that it would be a great bar 

", to such a movement, that every voter, 
i at the time of an election, should travel 
: to the county where his freehold was 
. situate. It is not the true policy of 
. the country - it is contrary to the in
~ terests of the country- it is opposed to 

the purity and reality of the electoral 
" system, that you should give even to an 
, eminent lawyer like the hon. and learned 
,Gentleman OQ the front bench, or to 
any landlord or club, any greater induce

; ment than now exists to obtain votes in 
counties where people do not reside, for 
the purpose of interfering with the real 
and honest representation of the resi
dents of the county. 

There are many small counties-some 

in England. some in Wales, and several 
in Scotland-in which there would be no 
difficulty, under this system, of placing 
as many persons on the register as would 
defeat the honest rights of the electors 
of those counties. The right hon. 
Gentleman dwelt on the success of the 
system as tried in the Universities; and 
some Gentlemen smiled because they 
thought he meant-what I am sure he 
did not mean-that it had proved,suc
cessful in dislodging a late Member for 
the University of Oxford. But that is 
a small matter; and, if England were 
appealed to. England would say that it 
is of great advantage to the country that 
that aislodgement bas taken place. But 
while the right han. Gentleman defends 
the measure on account of its success 
at Oxford University, the right han. 
Baronet the Member for Droitwich 
~mitted that the case was so entirely 
different that he would not base his 
argument in favour of the Bill on any
thing that had happened, or could 
happen, in connection with the learned 
Universities of the country. The Com.: 
mittee on which the han. Member for 
the Tower Hamlets sat, had the whole 
of the matter before it; and that Com
mittee saw the great difference between 
the circumstances of the Universities 
and of the great constituencies of the 
country; and they distinctly-I know 
not if they were unanimous-rejected the 
proposition in regard to the country at 
large, and decided on special grounds 
that the plan might only be safely 
adopted in regard to the Universities. 

I now pass to the other branch of the 
subject. My own belief is that it is 
bad. It seems to me that it has not 
the good effect-and I have never 
denied that there is some good in the 
system-of open voting, It escapes 
from that which you have always 
claimed as the great advantage of open 
voting, that is, the general publicity 
and influence of public opinion, and 
what you call the salutary effect of a 
man performing a great public duty in 
the face of his feHow-men. It is clear 
that the whole of that is got rid of by 

26 
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his system. [Cheers and cries of • No.'] 
It is clearly got rid of so far as this 
system will work. 

o The right hon. Gentleman calls it a 
permissive Bill. Of course, to indi
viduals it is permissive, but on the 
whole country it can hardly be so 
styled. Wherever, being permissive, 
it is employed, it will entirely secure 
the voter from that public opinion under 
which every man in some degree acts 
when he goes to the poll and gives his 
vote in the face of his fellow-electors 
and townsmen. On the other hand, I 
complain of it very much, on this 
ground: that whilst it altogether 
shelters him from. public opinion, it 
does not in the least give him the ad
vantages of secret voting. The advan
tages of the really secret vote are these. 
You may estimate them at less than I 
do, but I think they are these-that 
when a man votes there is no power 
on earth to interfere with him but his 
own conviction as to what he ought 
to do, and he has a perfect freedom to 
carry out these convictions in his vote. 

Now, a proposition which is so great 
a change that it repudiates all which 
you have said to be good in open voting, 
and does not accept a single particle of 
the good which we have said belongs 
to secret voting, at least is not a pro
position which should be accepted 
hastily by the House. The right hon. 
Gentleman, following the example of 
many hon. Members, dwelt upon. the 
expenses of county elections. I think 
those expenses are most deplorable. 
I was speaking to a Gentleman in 
this House the other day who said 
he was a candidate for ten days in 
a county which is neither very large 

'nor very populous, and in those ten 
days his expenses were 4,000/. I know 
another candidate-I think I am not 
mis-stating the facts-who polled a,ooo 
votes, and they cost him Ij,oool. But 
that expense is by no means all con
nected with the carriage of voters; a 
very large portion is connected with 
that hateful and intolerable system of 
legal agency. which is. I believe, all 

but universal in the counties, and which 
unfortunately prevails to a very large 
extent in a great number of boroughs. 
But there cannot be the smallest douht 
that it is possible to cure that evil with
out this clanse. With regard to the 
resident voters of a county, you might 
establish-and establish cheaply-poll
ing-booths in so many districts that no 
man will have to go farther than he 
has to go every week to market, and 
very often he would have to go no 
farther than he goes on Sunday to 
church. 

The noble Lord the Member for 
Stamford tLord Cranbome), who made 
as good a speech as could be made in 
favour of this clause, spoke of persons 
who could not get to the poll-sick 
people and nervous people. I am not· 
speaking of the sick, because we ought 
not to make special laws for a compa
ratively small portion of the people, 
and those who are sick are much better 
in their rooms and in bed, than taking 
any part whatever in the excitement of 
a contested election at a time when 
they are suffering mental and bodily 
depression. The noble Lord said there 
are many who do not go to the poll. 
I think he is entirely mistaken. I have 
had several contests in the course of 
my political career. Two contests in 
the city of Durham, two or three in the 
city of Manchester, and one at least in 
the town of Birmingham. I do not 
believe that any appreciable number
I cannot say that I ever heard of ten, 
nor even five, in the whole of these 
three constituencies - who could not 
go to the poll for any of the . reasons 
stated by the noble Lord. 

There is not the slightest doubt that 
his argument does not apply to the 
metropolitan boroughs, because if there 
are any boroughs which are free from 
confusion and riot it is those boroughs. 
Therefore, I hold that as regards this 
safeguard there is nothing in it. But 
there is this in it. The noble Lord 
appears to be wishful-l will not im
pute that, but I will say that it will be 
lInderstood that he would establish a 
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system which would very nearly give 
the security of the Ballot to the rich 
people, and that it is for them that 
this system is mainly devised. I must 
leave hon. Gentlemen opposite to ima
gine how long it will be, if this class 
is adopted, before the Ballot itself will 
be established amongst all other classes. 
Now, as regards the poorer electors. 
My hon. Friend (Mr. Ayrton) described 
what would take place with agents. 
There is a wonderful fertility of inven
tion at election times, and clever agents 
would busy themselves in the streets of 
our boroughs, and in some parts of the 

i counties, with a view of obtaining these 
polling-papers. 

And what happens when they have 
been signed and sent in? Vou establish 
one -of the most hateful and most un
heard-of things that can be imagined, 
which is the giving of votes by proxy. 
I understand that lately there has been 
a discussion in another place on the 
subject of voting by proxy, ant! there 
is a general impression that this system 

. -which no man defends upon any prin
~ ciple-will not last long. Therefore, 
~ I hope the House of Commons will 
; not now attempt to establish in any 
r shape anything so unprincipled and 
a hateful with regard to ourlarliamenr tary elections as this woul prove to 
': be. Because, when any person has re
~i ceived a number of voting-papers from 
II" any borough or part of a county, it is 
~ quite clear that he can either poll them 
. or not, as he thinks fit. He can hold 

1 them back, or make a traffic of them~ 
" They are not exactly bank notes; but 
. as he holds them in his hand, he may 
I traffic with them as if they were bank 
: notes. Now, I think it 

• Better to bear the ills we have 
Than fiy to others that we knuw not of.' 

I think the noble Lord, or at all events 
. some hon. Members, have spoken of the 
character of magistrates. I am not a 
magistrate myself, and I should be sorry 
to depreciate or lower their character in 
this House or in the country; but there 
i~ nothing that stands, as 1 can see, 

between the present system of voting for 
Poor-law guardians, and this, but the 
magistrates. The magistrates are not 
infallible. I have known many magis.-" 
trates who were not at all too acute to 
be taken in. And I think the security 
is not sufficient to justify the House in 
making the great change proposed. 

The .noble Lord made another obser
vation, which was very. unfortunate for 
him, and I am surprised that it should 
have escaped his lips. He went so far 
as to say that the drawing-room of the 
magistrate would be the place of the 
polling-booth. If I am not very much 
mistaken in the opinion of my country
men, I think that observation will sink 
very deep into their minds and hearts; 
and if they thought such a thing were 
possible--and we have the authority of 
the noble Lord that it is advisable, and 
that he admires it-I say that is enough 
to condemn the Bill. The question is 
this-whether our whole system of poll
ing should be changed to what is right, 
or whetherit should be a general system 
of voting through the Post Office. My 
own impression is, that every man who 
gives a vote should appear before the 
recognised authority by whom that vote 
.shall be recorded-whether he gives it' 
openly, 'by saying, • I am So-and-so, and 
1 have voted for' A, B, C, or D: or 
whether he should vote as English.men 
do in the Australian colonies, by de
positing a card or ticket. 

I saw one hon. Member IUlticipating 
what I was going to say by the radiant 
smile which came over his countenance. 
But I am not now asking for the Ballot. 
What I say is this. I prefer what now 
exists to what you propose. Either let 
us have·the open voting which we have, 
and which we all understand, and which 
we have had from time immemorial, so 
that we understand the good and evil 
of it, or let us go to that more excellent 
way of polling by the Ballot. At least, 
do not let us make a change, the results 
of which would, in my opinion, lead to 
very great danger in the corrupt exercise 
of the franchise throughout the country. 

The hon. Gentleman the Member for 
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Middlesex has to-night made a curious 
speech-and he treated very lightly the 
argument· which had been used, that if 
a man had given his voting-paper seven 
days before an election in the county, 
and three days before in the borough, 
he should not be at liberty to change 
his mind. No doubt in the borough 
he could try to outwit his proxy, by 
being at the poll when it opened at 
eight ,o'clock in the moming,-and then 
it would be a scuflle between him and 
his proxy as to the vote to be given; 
but generally speaking, there are many 
persons who honestly change their 
minds .between the time when the elec
tion is proclaimed and the time that it 
takes place. [' Oh I'] HOD. Members 
d.o not appear to believe that there is 
any honest change of opinion. I differ 
from them very much, and if Members 
of the Honse Df Commons by vast 
bodies can ,change their opinions at 
once on a question, there can be no 
doubt whatever ;that electors are equally 
open to proper arguments. Take a 
case •. Between the time when an elec
tion is proclaimed and the day fixed 
for the polling, very often a new candi
date comes into the field. Then, there 
is often .something found out about a 
candidate in ,the field which makes him 
unsatisfactory .to the constituency; or 
som~ person comes into the field, and 
by a speech ,of great power affects the 
votes' of many electors. Yet by this 
system a ~an may have within seven 
days of the election in the county,And 
three days of the election in the borough, 
signed this fatal voting-paper; he is 
committed .to it, and he is Dot even 
open to the .discussion .for which I 
understand YOllr hustings are erected 
and maintained, I .say hon.Gentle
men opposite ought by reason of their 
ancient principles not to support this 
proposition. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
concluded his speech by say.ing that he 
would take the decision of the House 
on this matter, and I thought that I 
observed on the countenance .of his sup
porters a feeling of satisfaction, as if 

I 
probably they would be glad to relieve ' 
the Government of the clause altogether. 
Hon. Gentlemen have .often said that 
they do not like anything un-English. 
I shall not use that phrase, because if I 
were to reiterate it, I might say with 
great force that hardly anything can be 
more un-English than to have a system 
of this kind which is to be permissive. 
Some have argued in favour of the per
missive Ballot. I must say that I have 
always been opposed to the permissive 
Ballot. Let a question of this kind 
work in the' public and parliamentary 
mind, and do not change until you are 
determined to do the thing honestly and 
'well Then let it be made legal and 
imperative-and do not let us have 
anything like permissive action on a 
great and solemn question like this.' 

The noble Lord below me (Lord 
Elcho) made a suggestion t9 the right 
hon. Gentleman; I should be very glad 
to see the clause negatived, and I should 
not be opposed at any future time to 
the appointment of a committee to con-
sider the whole question of our electoral 
system. There are many alterations 
which might be made in that system, 
and to which I think the House might 
agree with very great advantage. At 
present, however, it seems to me quite 
clear, and beyond all doubt, that in 
this Bill we ought not, and I believe 
we shall not, insert a clause which will 
make this great change, on which there 
has been no inquiry except that in 1860, 
which inquiry resulted in an emphatic 
.condemnation of the system. I say that 
the country has not asked for this. 
The right hon. Gentleman says he 
thinks that it will be received with very 
great favour. He is so fond of his own 
children that he supposes everybody 
will admire the political offspring he 
introduces into this House. I tllink I 
have met a good many persons during 
the past four or five months who know 
something about Reform; but I declare 
that I never met with a single person 
outside this House who did not speak 
of this proposal-I am afraid to use the j 
term, because I do not wish to deny J 
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that the clause has been very fairly in
troduced-who have not spoken of the 
proposition with contempt; and I be
lieve if it were adopted. that it would 
create amazement and consternation 
throughout the country. 

I shall say no more. I admit that the 
right hon. Gentleman has argued the 
question fairly from his point of view. 
and has put it before the committee in 
a manner that became him. The matter 
is one of very grave importance. The 
only result will be. if we reject lhe 
clause. that the question will stand 
where it is. and it will be open to the 
Government,'or to any Member of the 
House who differs from me, to propose, 
either this session or next session, a 
select, committee to inquire into the 

whole question. In conclusion. there
fore, I beg the committee not to commit 
itself So a thing which nobody asks for, 
which is entirely novel with regard to 
the great constituencies of the country, 
and which I, from no party view what
soever [. Oh, Oh 11-1 do not think 
there has been a single argument or fact 
nsed to-night to show that it· would be 
advantageous to hon. Gentlemen oppo· . 
site more than it would be to this side 
of the House; therefore, I declare 
solemnly I have no feeling of that kind; 
- but I believe it would introduce a 
very evil system into a system which is 
now, in some respects, very good;, and 
therefore I entreat the House to reject 
the clause which the right hon. Gentle
man has submitted to them. 
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From Hansard. 

[An attempt was made during the passing of the Refonn Bill through the House of 
Commons to insert in it a clause interfering with the ancient rights of majorities in 
the constituencies. It was rejected by a large majority, Mr. pisraeli and the Govern
ment party opposing it. A somewhat similar clause waS inserted by the House of 
Lords, and was agreed to by the Commons, Mr. DisraeU anc) his friends now support
ing what they had before strenuously opposed. Tms speech was delivered in the 
debate on the Lords' AlPendments.] 

I WAS rather surprised at the speech 
of the right hon. Gentleman the Chan
cellor of the Exchequer Jlpon this point, 
when I recollected the speech which he 
delivered when the same, matter was 
before the House some few weeks ago. 
He concluded his speech by admitting 
that his views had not changed. That 
I knew without his saying it. It would 
be impossible for any person holding 
the view he held. on a former occasion, 
and seeing the subject so clearly, to have 
changed his mind upon the matter. 

If the House will permit me-though, 
perhaps, I am leading a forlorn hope 
after the desertion of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer-I will recall for a mo
ment to the House what has taken place 
on this point. The right hon. Gentle
man the Member for Ca~ne (Mr. Lowe) 
proposed a mode of giving Members in 
these large boroughs to that minority 
which is alleged now to be unrepre-' 
sented. The proposal of the right hon. 
Gentleman was different from that which 

has come down from the House of 
Lords; but although it was different it 
really had the same object, and, doing 
it in a different way, would have brought 
about the same result. lMr. Lowe: 
• No I 'J The right hon. Gentleman says 
• No.' I do not say it would bring 
about the same result with the same 
amount of minority in any borough. 
But the general result would have been 
the same. Whether you take Liver
pool, Manchester, Birmingham, or Leeds, 
the scheme of the right hon. Gentleman 
would have given to minorities a re
presentation in this House, which is 
precisely what in all probability will be 
done by the clause which has come 
down from the House of Lords. 

The right hon. Gentleman-and 1 
ask hon. Members on this side of the 
House to bear this in mind-acting in 
precise accordance with the noble and 
learned Lord in the Upper House by 
whom this change was proposed, sug
gested his change as a corrective of the 
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liberal, or probably he would have said 
democratic, character of the Bill before 
the House. He did not propose it as a 
portion of a grand scheme to give to 
every person in the C011Iltry, whether 
one of a minority or one of a majority, 
a representative in this House, but as a 
proposal made necessary by the ex
travagant and perilous character of the 
Bill which the Chancellor of the Ex
chequer has introduced, and which has 
been supported with so much good-will 
by hon. Gentlemen on that 1lS well as 
on this side of the House. That pro
posal was supported by the noble Lord 
the Member for Stamford (Viscount 
Cranborne),-who has been perfectly 
consistent in everytbing he has done on 
this question,-and by all those Gentle
men opposite who differ from the Go
vernment with regard to the question 
of Parliamentary Reform. It was also 
supported by certain Members on this 
side who are in favour of representing 
minorities - not because it is the correc
tive of a democratic measure, but be
cause they think that everybody should 
be represented. I 1lf\derstood that the 
bon. Member for Westminster (Mr. 
Mill) took that view. He, in a long 
and very able, though I must say, 
arising probably from tbe nature of the 
subject, in a somewhat intricate speech, 
explained it as the plan proposed by 
Mr. Hare. But tbat plan is by no 
means a plan of representing minorities. 
It is a plan for representing everybody, 
in a peculiar way, and probably could 
not be accomplished by any other plan 
olTered to the country. 

I think we have a right to complain 
of tbe hon. Member for Westminster 
and his friends, not that tlley are in 
favour of representing everybody, but 
tbat they are in favour of a proposal 
like tbis. which really does not represent 
everybody, but strikes off a large por
tion of the representative power which 
the population of this country enjoys; 
and does not effect in any degree that 
which my hon. Friend and his friends 
wish to be done by the establishment 
of Mr. Hare's system. It appears to 

me that they have been taken-I want 
a suitable word to express my contempt 
for the proposal witbout expressing in 
the slightest degree anything offensive 
to hon. Members on this side; no man 
can conceive for a single moment .that 
the hon. Member for Westminster, in 
the view he has held on this question, 
has been actuated by allY but the most 
honourable motives, perfectly consistent 
with everything he has written or said 
on the subject-but I say they have 
been taken by the phrase that in these 
four great boroughs you are about to 
give to the minorities a power which 
they do not now possess. They there
fore see in it, in some small degree, an 
approach to, or the admission of, a prin
ciple or of a plan which my hon. Friend 
and his friends support, in which every
body would be represented, and such 
things as majorities and minorities no 
longer known. 

I think those Gentlemen who are in 
favour of Mr. Hare's plan are not in 
the slightest degree bound to support 
this plan. There is no intention at 
present on the part of the Government, 
or on the part of this House, or of the 
House of Lords, or of anyone in the 
country, to establish Mr. Hare's plan 
in this country. Carrying therefore 
this proposal only, or anything likely to 
follow this, is an unmixed injustice to 
the boroughs thus treated, is not likely 
to lead to the plan of Mr. Hare being 
adopted, and in all probability will 
create so much ill-will in a large 
borough to which it may be applied, 
that we may be farther than ever from 
taking Mr. Hare's plan into considera
tion. When this question was formerly 
before the House of Commons the 
division was one of a very remarkable 
character. There were some Members 
on this side voted with some Members on 
the other side. There was a majority of 
140 against the proposal. The Chan
cellor of the Exchequer made a speech 
on that occasion more earnest and full 
offeeling than any other speech he has 
made during tbe protracted discussion 
on this BilL But the right hon. Gentle.:. 
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man now says the proposal was carried 
by a great majority in the House of 
Lords. The majority there was but 90 
-here it was 140. A majority so large 
on a question whkh so particularly 
affects us and our Gonstituencies-a 
majority of I.~o-is much more import. 
ant in a matter of this kind than a 
majority of 9~ in the other House. 

I do not recollect the precise words 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
but I think he said it was a scheme to 
introduce into the House all sorts of 
crotchety people. I have no objection. 
to crotchety people. I believe there 
must be all sorts of people in this 
House. I have never been in any Par
liament in which there has not been at 
least one Member generally believed by 
the rest of the Members to Be not quite 
strong - and excuses were made for his 
eccentric conduct because.he was not as 
responsible as others. That, probably, 
will always be the case in the House 
of Commons. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer said he did not want the 
introduction of crotchety people, but 
he condemned the proposal on stronger 
grounds, on grounds of the highest 
policy and constitutional principles. 
The Gentlemen I see opposite; and 
those not before convinced-as the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Ox
fordshire (Mr. Henley) was-accepted 
the arguments of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. I cannot presume to say 
that they were influenced by my argu
ments, although I offered them with as 
much force as ,.1 could. I think the 
arguments of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer were unanswerable. . 

Then what did Lord' Derby say in 
the House o( Lords? I presume we can 
speak of exalted persons who send 
Amendlllents down here from an exalted 
place. Lord Derby said the pril\ciple 
was entirely unconstitutional, and that 
• its mischief would only be bounded 
by the extent or the narrowness of its 
operation.' I shall not pretend to have 
a greater reverence for Lord Derby 
than hon. Gentlemen opposite have; I 
have often thought him rash; I have 

often thought him unwise; and I have 
often had occasion during twenty-four 
years of political life to be in opposition 
to his views. But I think when he, as 
Prime Minister, having considered this 
question of Reform minutely since last 
session, expresses so strong an opinion 
on a point of this nature, is backed by 
the opinion of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer and of his friends, and is 

. backed by a vote of more than 3,00-1 
forget how many voted, but the ma
jority was 140--1 have a right to state 
that his opinion as Prime Minister on a 
matter of this nature is one we should 
not lightly pass by. I think han. 
Gentlemen opposite, if they will bear 
in mind the tone of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, wiU feel that he adhered 
to his original opinion, and would have 
preferred that the House of Lords had 
not made the alteration. I think they 
may feel that they will only be carrying 
out what is for the true interest of the 
country, and what is the true wish of 
the Government, if they adhere to the 
vote they gave when the question was 
before us on a former occasion. 

I said I thought our vote of more 
importance than that of the House of 
Lords. I do not pretend to say the 
House of Lords has not full power to 
consider this Bill and pass amendments 
upon it. They have the legal and the 
constitutional power to do that, and we 
have no right to call it in question. 
But in a matter affecting the funda
mental principles of our representation, 
affecting the power of our representa
tives-of a considerable number of the 
Members of this House-affecting the 
status of Members of this House-the 
opinion and vote of the House of Com
mons is necessarily and must be of 
more weight than the vote of the House 
of Lords. It is a question of delicacy. 
It is possible that the House of Lords 
would not enter into any contest with 
regard to this, and that whatever the 
House of Commons may decide to do 
will be accepted with that moderation 
and diguity to which the right han. 
Gentleman has paid-as he believes, 
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and as I hope-5o just a tribute. What 
is the change you are about to make? 
It is a fundamental change. There is 
no precedent for it in our Parliamentary 
history. You affect by it the very foun
dation of what I may call the constitu
tion of your constituencies. 

I have said elsewhere that the altera
tion proposed has never been asked for. 
The hon. Member for North Warwick
shire (Mr. Newdcgate), I understahd, 

, presented a petition in favour of it from 
I Birmingham. I am sorry it should 

come from Birmingham-that there 
should be a petition from Birmingham 
signed by a number of persons in fa
vour of the change. [Mr. Newdegate: 
• 4,000 I' J Well, I will not displlte 
about numbers in regard to a town of 
400,000 inhabitants. That is not an 
overwhelming consideration, especially 
as the 4.000 have just smarted from a 
defeat-I will not sayan ignominious 
one, for it was not ignominious. At 
all events they have not been able to 
seat a Member for the minority, having 
been outvoted by their fellow-townsmen. 
I am sorry that men who were unable 
to return their candidate for Birming
ham by a fair majority should come 
and ask this House, in obedience to 
the mandate of the House of Lords, to 
allow him to take his seat by the votes 
of the minority. With the exception 
of that case this proposal has never 
been asked for from the House of Com
mons, by any constituency, by petition, 
or at any public meeting. Never has 
there been a minority defeated fairly
I speak not of drink, or coercion, or 
bribery, and corruption-who did not 
accept that defeat in a fair spirit, and 
look forward to the time when, by the 
growth of their opinions and of their 
numbers, that minority would ultimately 
become a majority. 

For six hundred years-as far as our 
Parliamentary annals go back, and one 
of the learned Clerks at the table can 
tell us how far they go back-the prin
ciple of Parliamentary election has been 
this, that the majority of the voices of 
a constituency to which the writ of the 

Crown has issued should elect a Mem
ber or Members to sit in this House, 
and no others. Bear this in mind. 
You are urged to accept a proposal of 
a most important character, which the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer has de
nounced in the strongest language, of 
which Lord Derby says the mischief 
can only be bounded by the narrowness 
of its operation-when it has never 
come bei()(e the public for discussion. 
In all the discussions which have taken 
place this year or last year, at all the 
meetings which have been held, under 
roof or the open sky, there has been no 
debate, discussion, or consideration of 
the principle now offered to us in this 
clause as it has come down to this 
House. I would suggest,- without un
fairly urging my views, that the House 
of Commons should at least suspend its 
judgment in favour of this proposal 
until it has been a longer period before 
the country, and the constituencies have 
had an opportunity of considering it 
and making up their minds upon it. 

It is often said that we are not dele
gates; but if we are not delegates, we 
are not rulers. We are sent here to 
represent the general views of our con
stituents. We have morally no power 
to cut off the influence of those con
stituents-to make fundamental changes 
in the Constitution, and to vary, alter, 
and overthrow the practice of six hun
dred years. This House is not in 
favour of it; a majoritr of 140 voted 
against it. You have no moral right, 
therefore, to agree to such a proposal, 
because a House which is not represen
tative, which has no direct influence in 
the matter, and no Member of which 
can vote for a Member of this House, 
or without the infringement of our rules 
infuence a vote at his election, chooses 
to suggest it. It is an unintelligible 
and unbelievable thing that this House 
should under these circumstances agree 
to a proposal which makes this funda· 
mental change in our Constitution, 
which alters and cripples the power of 
four of the largest constituencies in the 
kingdom. What are these four con-
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stituencies you are asked thus to treat? 
I appeal to the Chancellor of the Ex
chequer; I know some of the difficulties 

. of his position. Still he is accessible 
to reason, and he has been disposed to 
take the House very much into his con
fidence. If a census were taken, those 
four boroughs would be found to con
tain a population of nearly, if not quite, 
1.500,000. Vvnat was done when the 
Bill was passing through Committee? 
It was proposed that an additional 
Member should be given to several 
boroughs. First of all, six boroughs 
were proposed for this honour. The 
number was afterwards limited to four. 
The hon. Member for Liverpool pro
posed that three should have an addi
tional Member. The Chancellor of the 
E.,<chequer, in a moment oj: very good 
humour, got up at the table and said, 
• Not three. but four additional Mem
bers shall be given.' He not only re
ceived the proposal handsomely, but he 
dealt with it generously, and gave four 
Members to fow' of the largest boroughs. 

Look at those four boroughs. There 
is Liverpool, with its commercial inter
ests, and with perhaps the largest port 
in the world. Look at Manchester, 
with its 400,000 population, and vast 
manufacturing interests. Look at Bir
mingham, the very centre and heart of 
the island, also with a population of 
400,000, and with interests which I 
need not describe. because they are well 
known to the House. Look at Leeds, 
the centre and capital of the county of 
York. (Mr. Leeman: • No, no I'] My 
hon. Fnend the· Member 'for York is 
quite at liberty to dispute that; still the 
House will not say that 1 have over
charged the picture in describing these 
four boroughs. They asked the House 
to grant them additional representation. 
They wanted more than one new Mem
ber. They said that their popUlation 
was great, their interests beyond arith
metical computation, and their influence 
in the country large. They asked the 
House for greater representation. The 
House unanimously consented, for 1 
will undertake to say there was as much 

satisfaction on "that side as there was on 
this, when the Chancellor of the Ex
chequer said that he would give these 
additional Members to the four boroughs 
I have named. If it were a question of 
minorities, 1 might say to my hon. 
Friend behind me and to others, There 
are these 1,500,000 in those' four 
boroughs who are now represented by 
eight Members only, and if this Bill 
passes they will have twelve Members 
only-I am not speaking whether they 
sit on that side of the House or this 
-I believe my opinion would be ex
actly the same, and just as strong. if 1 
represented any other of the boroughs, 
as it is representing llinningham • 

• As the Bill comes from the Upper 
House these four boroughs would have 
twelve representatives, and when there 
was a great question before the country 
-as for example the question of the 
character of the administration, or the 
question of a further change in Parlia
mentary representation, or the condition 
of Ireland-and 1 might mention many 
other questions in which the case would 
arise-these twelve Members would be 
eight on one side of the House and four 
on the other, and the four on the one 
side would, of course, neutralize four 
out of the eight sitting on the other. So 
that, assuming party ties to be adhered 
to, these four boroughs with a million 
and a half of population would be so 
entirely emasculated and crippled by 
the proposal now submitted to the 
House, that really only four names 
would be found affecting any of those 
great questions to which I have referred. 
I do not think anybody is prepared to 
deny that statement. 

I put it the other day at Manchester 
in this way-that the borough of Sal
ford, which is only part of Manchester, 
is to return two Members under this 
BilL and that Manchester itself is to 
return three Members. But nothing 
can be more clear than this-that in all 
great divisions in this House henceforth, 
if this proposal be admitted, the voice 
of Manchester will be less potent than 
the voice of Salford. I say that is 



--------------------------,-
REFORM. XIII. 

utterly at variance with all the prin
ciples of representation, and with the 
whole practice of the Constitution of 
this COWltry. But what can the House 
say to these boroughs? When the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer accepted 
the proposal of the hon. Member for 
Liverpool, and when the House entirely 
agreed with him, and when these bo
roughs expressed the great satisfaction 
which they felt at the mode in which 
they had been treated, there was not a 
single syllable said that in giving these 
new Members you were to give them in 
such a manner as should not increase, 
but should actually diminish their power 
in this House. There is no case on 
record in the annals of Parliament in 
which a borough, however small in 
point of Members and contemptible in 
influence in comparison with these I 
have mentioned, has ever been treated 
in a manner so Wlfair, so ungenerous, 
and so unjust. I can speak for Man
chester, and I can speak for Birming
ham, and I say that the great majority 
of the present, and the proposed future 
constituents-nay, a great majority of 
the population of these two great towns, 
would have rejected, as I certainly 
should have voted against, the proposal 
that additional Members were to be 
given to them-if I had believed the 
House would only consent to give more 
Members under this crippling and in
jurious clause. 

There is one other point before I 
have done, and I put this to hon. Mem
bers. We have a preliminary elec
tion which is called the nomination. 
We have the hustings, the candidates, 
the electors, and the population al\ 
gathered round. The name of every 
candidate is submitted to the electors, 
and every elector who is present is 
called upon by the returning officer to 
hold up his hand in favour of the can
didate of his choice. If there be no 
contest, and nobody demands a poll, 
the lifting up of the hand is made the 
actual and conclusive election of the 
Members. How are you to reconcile 
that constitutional practice with this 

unconstitutional innovation? Here is 
a man who can vote in Birmingham, 
Manchester, Liverpool, or Leeds at the 
hustings for three candidates-three 
Liberals or three Conservatives--I have" 
nothing to do with party in this matter, 
and I should think it contemptible to 
introduce a question of party into it. 
That man at the hustings will hold up his 
hand for the three candidates he wishes 
to be elected. When he goes to the 
poll, should one be demanded, following 
out the constitutional process already 
began, he ought to be able to vote for 
all the Members to be elected, but 
under this system he is only to vote for 
two. Therefore, you establish an ex
traordinary and entirely novel and Wlcon
stitutional difference and discrepancy 
between the preliminary election at the 
hustings and-: the subsequent and final 
election at the poll. -

What you are wanting to do is a 
thing which is absurd upon the face of 
it. You take a constituency which has 
always hitherto been held to be a Wlited 
and compact body, and you propose 
that it should return two voices at one 
election, and that by an arrangement 
ordered, not by this House, but recom
mended by the other House of Parlia
ment, this constituency is to speak in 
two voices-one end of the constituency 
shall be allowed to say this, and the 
other end shall be allowed to say that. 
There are jugglers whom we have seen 
exhibiting their clever tricks-pouring 
out port, champagne, milk, and water 
from one and the same bottle. The 
proposal resembles this. The scheme 
is, that an electoral body, by a peculiar 
contrivance hitherto unknown, and I 
will undertake to say, if ever heard of, 
only despised, shall not be asked, but 
shall be made to do this-to return 
two Members to sit on this side and 
one on the other, or "ice "ersa. 

We are told that the result will be 
admirable, because we shall put an end 
to animosities, l:ontests, and the expen
diture of elections-in fact, nothing is 
to be so charming as the tranquillity 
and good-humour to prevail in all these 
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boroughs. But look. at Huntingdon. 
There has been the greatest tranqUillity 
in that borough for the last thirty years. 
Ever since the right hon. Gentleman 

. (General Peel) went there, I believe 
there has been hardly a single . contest. 
In all that time nothing can be more 
admirable than the way things have 
been managed. But Huntingdon is not 
a centre of political life. If all the 
boroughs of England were like Hunt
ingdon, the political life of the country 
would be extinguished - its freedom 
would be extinguished-and when once 
England's freedom has gone, I wonder 
what there would 'be left in the country . 
worth preserving. 

One word of caution, if the House 
will permit me, before I close. You 
are about to give to many hundred 
thousands of your countrymen, not 
hitherto possessing it, a vote for 
a representative in Parliament. Lord 
Derby said last night, or a night or 
two ago, in the House of Lords, that 
you were taking a leap in the dark, and 
he trusts somehow or other that the 
ground upon which you are about to 
alight will be soft, and that you will 
not be much injured. But you are ad
mitting this number of persons who 
have never hitherto nad a vote in bo
'roughs, and you ought to be guided by 
the ancient principles of the Constitu
tion, by those principles which have 
been laid down for us by our ancestors 
and forefathers. You want those you 
are admitting to the franchise to be 
guided by the ancient principles of the 
Constitution in all that they do when 
they have power, in order that they 
may not depart from that great chart 
which I hope in some degree they have 
studied, and which was laid down by our 
forefathers in this House. Suppose you 
depart from it in this matter that we are 
now discussing, and introduce some
thing entirely novel, something that 
cannot be defended by argument_for 
nobody in my opinion has ever attempted 
to defend it-the Chancellor of the Ex
chequer never heard of an argument 
about it which he thought worth answer-

. big-if you introduce something so en
tirely novel and so offensive, is it not 
possible that those who will have the 
power after this Bill passes may think 
also that there are many fantastic tbings 
which they might do, and doing them 
would be as much justified as· the House 
is now in doing this? . 

When I have addressed great meet
ings of my countrymen I have always 
advised them to adhere strongly to that. 
which is constitutionally and morally 
right. If they at. any future time, 
whilst I am in Parliament or in any 
degree of prominence before the country, 
attempt to do things with regard to I 

your class or .,rder which I believe to 
be morally or constitutionally wrong, 
I shall be as firm in opposing them as 
I have been in supporting the rights 
which they have demanded. And I 
lament over the possibility of such a 
proposal as this being acceded to, 
because I am certain that it will afford 
an example hereafter to those who may 
wish to follow, not in this precise direc
tion, but in some other direction which 
they may equally justify, but which may 
be very perilous and injurious to the 
country: I enter my protest against 
this proposal on all grounds. I enter 
it as one of the Members for a great 
constituency to which the other day you 
offered an additional Member, and from 
which you are now about to take one
half of their present political power. 
I say that constituency would prefer 
that the Member you are about to give it 
had been given to Keighley, St. Helen's, 
Barnsley, or Luton, as first proposed, 
than that it should be given under such 
conditions as you now wish to iInpose. 

I saw 5,000 men only two nights ago 
in the F'ree Trade Hall in Manchester. 
It was not a packed meeting. Every
body in Manchester had a right to go. 
I believe about 1,000 paid to do so, 
and 4,000 or 5,000 went in free. They 
unanimously passed a Petition that has 
been presented to-night by my hon. 
F'riend the Member for Manchester, and 
in it they prayed the House to do one 
of three things. They asked that either 
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the borough might be divided as in the 
case of Glasgow-and why should Glas
gow be in a better position as to its 
third Member than LiverpoaJ, or Bir
mingham, or Manchester, or Leeds 1-
or that the majority should decide the 
election .as at present, or, failing either 
of these courses, that the House should 
withdraw the fatal gift of an additional 
Memher who is merely to be paired off 
against .one of their present Members. 
W ill you refuse that Petition 1 Has 
there ever been a case like this in the 
annals of the English Parliament, where 
a great constituency besought you not 
to confer upon them additional represen
tation because you were going to give 
it in a manner notoriously destructive of 
their existing political power? 

I say, then, as one of the Members 
for Birmingham, I wholly protest against 
this proposal. What will you do with 
my Colleague if I should be humiliated 
to sit for a borough in which I.cannot 
say that I have been elected by the 
majority of the voices of the .consti
tuency 1 What will you say to the 
Member for the minority of Birming
ham? Suppose "IN!! had had within 
the last few months three Members for 

• Birmingham, and suppose, which is an 
t impossible suppositiQn, that my lamented 

Friend and late Colleague had been the 
Member for the minority. At his death 
there must have been a new writ issued 
for a Member for Birmingham. Would 
you, by any clause in this Bill, or in any 
future Bill, prevent the majority of that 
constituency from voting for his suc
cessor? What could you do in such a 
case? Or suppose that my hon. Col
league the Member for the minority 

• in a future Parliament, if I should be 
" unfortunate enough to be associated 
- with such an one, proved to be service-

able to the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and Lord 
Derby invited him to take a seat in his 
Government. Under this very Bill you 
have enacted that those who .take certain 
offices shall be re-elected. But if he 

, went down as Member for the minority 
,_ .of Birmingham, who is to .dect him? 

Do you think the two-thirds who sup
port myself and Colleague would be 
so condescending as to return your mi
nority Member to sit as a part of a 
Government to which they are opposed 1 -

The whole matter is so monstrous 
and so unconstitutional, that 1 feel that 
1 am humiliating you and myself in dis
cussing it. No. I am not humiliating 
you, because you do not believe in it
you believe in the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. Well, the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, in one of the most im
pressive speeches ever made in this 
House-and no man speaks more im
pressively than he does when he speaks 
from his heart-opposed this scheme. 
You believed him, and voted with him. 
He thinks now as he thought then. He 
has followed my speech from beginning 
to end, and there is not a single word 
which he is prepared at this moment to 
contradict. This is not a question of 
mere convenience to the Government or 
ofacquiescencewith the House of Lords. 
The House of Lords has done what it 
thought twas right, and if you should 
disagree, the House of Lords will con
sult, not .only the interests of the country 
and the dignity of the House of Com
mons, but its own .dignity, in acqui
escing in the view you take. 

You are a responsible and represen
tative body. You have powers-though 
they cannot be written exactly; and 
though you cannot take a clause from 
the Constitution which shall strictly de
fine them, you have powers that are far 
above the powers of the Monarchy or 
.of the aristocracy in the House of Peers. 
'Of those powers you cannot divest 
yourself. They spring from the very 
source .of your existence, for you come 
from the people throughout the length 
and breadth of the country. You can
not and you dare not-1 say you dare 
not-betray their rights and desert their 
interests. I am afraid the right hon. 
Gentleman will say 1 am speaking 
st1'Ongly and passionately, because 1 am 
one of the Members whose constituents 
are interested specially in this matter. 
I do not deny it. 1 should be ashamed 
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of myself if I did not admit that it made 
some difference in the earnestness and 
warmth of my feelings with regard to 
it. But if I went out of the House to
night-and I would rather go out of it 
to-night than vote for this proposal or 
sit for a constituency as the representa
tive of the minority-if I were to leave 
the House to-night and never to return 
to it. I should entertain the same feel
ing. and should express it with the same 
warmth and earnestness with which I 
submit my views at this moment to the 
House. 

May I ask the House to lift them
selves just for a moment from any nar
row view of parry. ? It is not a question 
of party; let us put that aside alto
gether. Let us not suppose for a mo
ment that we are going to injure or aid 
the Government-there is nothing of 
that kind in it. It will be greatly to 
the credit of Lord Derby and of the 
right hon. Gentleman in regard to the 
historic character of their measure that 
it should not be defaced by a great evil 
like this. I am speaking in their inte
rest as much as any can do who have 
supported this Bill.. Let us, therefore, 

get rid of the feeling of party':"'of the 
feeling that we are going to vote for or 
against the Government. Let us get 
rid of all feeling except that this change 
has been recommended to us by the 
House of Lords. in which there cannot 
be either the same knowledge or the 
same interest in the matter which exists 
in this House. Let us look at this sim
ply as it refers to the great body in 
whose names we sit and speak here. 
Let us look at it in reference to that 
grand old freedom which our forefathers 
struggled for and secured, and main
tained, and the advantages of which, 
from the day of our birth till this hour. 
we have been constantly enjoying. If 
this proposal had come before this 
House at the time when the great men, 
the giants of the English Constitution, 
sat in this House, they would have 
treated it in a manner far less decorous 
than we shall treat it. There is no 
name that appears among the great men 
of that day. parents of English freedom, 
which would not have been found among 
the names of those who shall this· day 
say' No I' to the mischievous proposition 
sent down to us by the House of Lords. 

--:~~o-:--



FREE TRADE. 

COVENT GARDEN THEATRE. DECEMBER 19. 1845. 

[During the agitation for the repeal of the Com-laws. the Anti-Corn-law League held 
many great meetings in Covent Garden Theatre, at which Mr. Cobden. Mr. Bright. 
Mr. C. P. Villiers. and other prominent advocates of Free Trade. spoke on the great 
question of the day. The following speech was delivered at one of these celebrated 
Covent Garden meetings. held immediately after the temporary resignation of Sir 
Robert Peel.] 

DURING the last month. I have visited. 
as one of a deputation from the Council 
of the League, many towns in this coun
try. 1 have been present at meetings 

, in Lancashire. Cheshire. Yorkshire. Noti tinghamshire. Derbyshire. Gloucester
~ shire. Staffordshire, Somersetshire, and 
, now in Middlesex; and 1 am foroed to 
i. the conclusion that the agitation now 
t in progress throughout this kingdom is 
~ one of no common or trivial charae
l ter. Notwithstanding the hope that my 
r Friend who has just addressed you has 
I' expressed. that it may not become a 
I strife of classes. I am not sure that it 
, : has not already become such. and I 
I doubt whether it can have any other 
. chamcter. 1 believe this to be a move
. ment of the commercial and industrious 
classes against the lords and great pro
prietors of the soil. 

Within the last fifty years trade has 
-done much for the people of England. 
Our population has greatly increased; 
our villages have become towns. and 
our small towns large cities. The con
temned class of manufacturers and 
traders has assumed another and a very 

different position. and the great pro
prietors of the soil now find that there 
are other men and interests to be con
sulted in this kingdom besides those of 
whom they have taken such great care 
through the legislation which they have 
controlled. In the varying fortunes of 
this contest we have already seen one 
feeble and attenuated Administration 
overthrown. and now we see another. 
which every man thought powerful and 
robust. prostrate in the dust. It is 
worth while that the people. and that 
statesmen. shOlll.d regard this result, and 
learn from it a lesson. What was it 
that brought the Whig Government 
down in 1841. and what is it thnt has 
brought down Sir Robert Peel now? 
Have not we good grounds for asserting 
that the Corn-law makes it impossible 
for any party longer to govern England 
during its continuance? No statesman 
dare now take office upon the under
standing that he is to maintain the 
system which the Protectionists have 
asserted to be a fundamental principle· 
in the Constitution of the kingdom . 

. We have heard that the Whig 
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Government left the country in great dis
tress, and its financial affairs in much 
embarrassment. But no one has ever 
pointed out the particular acts of that 
Government which made the revenue 
deficient. It was not the taking off of 
taxes injudiciously-it was not a more • 
than ordir.arily extravagant expenditure 
of the public funds which produced that 
effect; but it was the collapse of the 
national industry-it was the failure of 
the sources whence flow the prosperity 
of our trade, a calamity which arose 
from deficient harvests, those deficient 
harvests being destructive to oui trade 
and industry, because the Com-law de
nied to u~ the power of repairing the 
mischief by means of foreign supplies. 
Great landed proprietors may fancy that 
trade is of small importan~e; but of 
this we are at present assured, that no 
Government can maintain its popularity 
or keep up its power so long as we have 
deficient harvests and restrictions on the 
importation of foreign food. 

Under such a state of things, how is 
social order to be preserved? When 
prices are high the revenue invariably 
declines, and higher taxes must be im
posed; general discontent prevails, be
cause there is general suffering; and the 
Government, whatever be its party name, 
or however numerous may be its sup
porters in either House of Parliament, 
must, under these circumstances, first 
become unpopular, and then, finally, 
become extinct. We are now brought 
to this conclusion, that the continuous 
gorernment of this country by any ad
ministration is totally incompatible with 
the maintenance of the Com-laws. Lord 
John Russell acknowledges it, aiJ.d Sir 
Robert Peel, by his sudden retirement 
from office, has given his testimony to 
the fact. But there are men who deny 
it; such men, for example, as Sir John 
Tyrrell and Mr. Bramston, the latter 
celebrated, I believe, as. the leader in 
the great land debate. These men, down 
in Essex, speak of Sir Robert Peel in 
the most opprobriol)s language. They 
say they are glad that the • organised 
hypocrisy' is at an end-that they are 

delighted that' the reign of humbug is 
over;' that they are astounded at the 
perfidy and treachery of the men whom 
they lifted into office. It is neither per
fidy nor treachery of which they have to 
complain. Sir Robert Peel cannot, any 
more than other men, do impossibili
ties; and it is an impossibility to govern 
this country with the Com-law in exist
ence. Sir John Tyrrell, and the like of 

. him; do not shrink from the heavy re
. sponsibility of attempting this impos-

sible task; but Sir Robert Peel does 
shrink from it. Sir Robert Peel is in 
a very different position from that which 
they occupy. The country has a hold 
upon him; he is responsible, and as 
Prime Minister he knows that he must 
be held responsible. But, further, he 
is responsible also to posterity, and no 
man more than Sir Robert Peel wishes 
to stand well upon the page of his coun
try's history. But as for the squires, 
the country has no hold upon them; it 
expects nothing from them, and will 
make them responsible for nothing. The 
Tyrrells and the Bramstons are lost 
amid the herd of squires. and nobody 
can lay hold of them to make them atone 
for national calamities. And if the 
country has no hold upon them, cer
tainly posterity has none. No man who 
records the history of this period will 
ever write long paragraphs about the 
Tyrrells and the Bramstons. All that
posterity will know of these. and of such 
as these, will be communicated to thel1l 
upon a marble tablet in some obscure 
parish church. 

This contest has now been waged for 
seven years; it was a serious one when 
commenced, but it is a far more serious 
one now. Since the time when we first 
came to London to ask the attention 
of Parliament to the question of the 
Com-law, two millions of human beings 
have been added to the population of 
the United Kingdom. The table is here 
as before; the food is spread in about 
the .same quantity as before; but two 
millions of fresh guests have arrived, 
and that circumstance makes the ques-· 
tion a serious one, both for the Govern-
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ment and for us. These two millions 
are so many arguments for the Anti
Com-law League-so many emphatic 
condemnations of the policy of this 
iniquitous law. I see them now in my 
mind's eye ranged before me, old men 
and young children, all looking to the 
Government for bread; some endea
vouring to resist the stroke of famine, 
clamorous and turbulent, but still argu
ing with us; some dying mute and un
complaining. Multitudes have died of 
hunger in the United Kingdom since we 
first asked the Government to repeal 
the Com-law, and although the great 
and powerful may not regard those who 
suffer mutely and die in silence, yet the 
recording angel will note down .their 
patient' endurance and the heavy guilt 
of those by whom they have been sacri
ficed. 

We have had a succession of skir
mishes; we now approach the final 

· conflict. It may .be worth while to 
inquire who and what are the com
batants in this great battle? Looking 
in the columns of the newspapers, and 
attending, as I have attended, hundreds 
of meetings held to support the prin
ciples of Free Trade, we must conclude, 
that on the face of it the struggle is that 
of the many against the few. It is a 
struggle between the numbers, wealth, 
comforts, the all in fact, of the middle 

, and industrious classes, and the wealth, 
,the union, and sordidness of a large 
· section of the aristocracy of this empire; 
and we have to decide,-for it may be 
that this meeting itself may to no little 

: extent be the arbiter in this great con-
· test,-we have to decide now in this 
great struggle, whether in this land in 

· which we live, we will longer bear the 
wicked legislation to which we have 

· been subjected. or whether we will 
make one effort to right the vessel, to 

· keep her in her true course, and, if pos-
· sible, to bring her safely to a secure 
haven. Our object, as the people, can 

: only be, that we should have good and 
impartial government for everybody. 
As the whole people, we can by no 

· possibility have the smallest interest 

in any partial or .unjust legislation: we 
do not wish to sacrifice any right of the 
lichest or most powerful class, but we 
are resolved that that class sliall not 
sacrifice the rights of a whole people. 

We have had landlord rule longer, 
far longer than the life of the oldest 
man in this vast assembly, and I would 
ask you to look at the results of that 
rule, and then decide whether it be not 
necessary to interpose some· check to 
the extravagance of such legislation. 
The landowners have had unlimited 
sway in Parliament and in tile pro· 
vinces. Abroad, the history of our 
country is the history of war and rapine: 
at home, of debt, taxes, and rapine too. 
In all tile great contests in which we 
have .been engaged we have found that 
this ruling class have taken all the 
honours, while the people have taken 
all the scars. No sooner was the country 
freed from tile horrible contest which 
was so long carried on witil the powers 
of Europe, than this law, by their partial 
legislation, was enacted-far more hos
tile to Britislt interests than any com
bination of foreign powers has ever 
proved. We find them legislating cor
ruptly: they pray daily tilat in tlteir 
legislation they may discard all private 
ends and partial affections, and after 
prayers tiley sit down to make a law 
10r the purpose of extorting from all the 
consumers of food a higher price than 
it is worth, that tile extra price may 
find its way into the pockets of tile 
proprietors of land, these proprietors 
being the very men by whom this in
famous law is sustained. 

In tileir other legislation we find 
great inequality. For example, they deal 
very leniently with high gaming on the 
turf, and very severely with chuck
farthing and pitch and toss •. We find 
them enacting a merciless code for the 
preservation of wild animals and vermin 
kept for their own sport; and, as if to 
make this law still more odious, we 
find them entrusting its administration, 
for the most. part, to sporting gentle· 
men and game preservers. We find I 

throughout England and Wales. that 
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the proportion of one in eleven of our 
whole population consists of paupers; 
and that in the south and south-western 
counties of England, where squiredom 
bas never been much interfered with, 
the pauperism is as one to sevel\ of the, 
whole population. We find, moreover. 
that in Scotland there is an amount of 
suffering DO less, perhaps, though not 
so accurately set down in figures. We 
find· the cottages of the peasantry pulled 
down in thousands of cases, that the 
population on the landed estates may 
be thinned, and the unfortunate wretches 
driven into the towns to procure a preca
rious support, o~ beyond the ocean, to 
find a refuge in a foteigu land. But in 
that country across the Channel, whence 
we now hear the wail of lamentation, 
where trade is almost unknown, where 
landowners are predominant and omni
potent, we find not one in ~ven, but at 
least half the population reduced to a 
state which may be termed a condition 
of pauperism. 

The men who write fOf Protectionist 
newspapers sometimes heap their scorn 
upon the inhabitants of the American 
republic. New York is that State of 
the Union in which there is the most 
pauperism, for to that State the stream 
of emigration from this country and 
from Ireland flows; and yet in that 
State. the most pauperised in the whole 
republic, there is only one pauper to 
every 184 of the population. It is true 
that they have not an hereditary peerage 
to trust to. They know nothing there 
of a House of Lords, seventy or eighty 
Members of which deposit their legisla
tive power in the hands of one old man. 
It is not a wise thing for the hereditary 
peerage and the Protectionist party to 
direct the attention of the people of this 
country to the condition of the American 
republic. We do not expect perfection 
either in the New World or in the Old; 
all we ask is, that when an abuse is 
pointed out, it may be fairly arid openly 
inquired into, and, if it be proved to be 
an abuse, honestly abated. 

I am always fearful of entering upon 
the question of the condition of that 

portion of ou~ working popUlation 
amongst whom these squires and lords 
principally live; but I find that those 
newspapers which stand in a very ambi
guous character before the public, which 
sometimes are, and sometimes are not, 
the organs of the Government, but are 
always organs which playa tune that 
jars' upon the nerves of the people-I 
find those papers are now endeavouring 
to play the old game of raising hostile 
feelings in the manufacturing districts 
between the employers and. the em
ployed. Let them write; bread has 
risen too. much within the last six 
months, and within the last two months 
trade has suffered too sad a reverse, for. 
their writing to have any effect now. 
There is the most cordial, complete, 
and, I believe I may add, lasting union 
amongst all classes in the manufactur
ing districts in reference to this cause. 
But how stands the case in the rural 
districts? Can the Protectionists call a 
meeting in any town or village in the 
kingdom, giving a week's notice of their 
intention to call their tenants together, 
and imagine that they will have a vote 
in favour of Protection? 

They sometimes think we are hard 
upon the aristocracy. They think 
that the vast population of Lancashire 
and Yorkshire are democratic and tur
bulent. But there are no elements 
there, except that of great numbers, 
which are to be compared in their 
dangerous character with the elements 
of disaffection and insubordination which 
exist round about the halls and castles 
of this proud and arrogant aristocracy. 
You have seen in the papers, within the 
last fortnight, that the foul and frightful 
crime of incendiarism has again ap
peared. It always shows itself when 
we have had for some short time a high 
price of bread. The Com-law is as 
great a robbery of the man who follows 
the plough as it is of him who minds 
the loom, with this difference, that the 
man who follows the plough is, of the 
two, nearest the earth, and it takes less 
power to press him into it. Mr. Benett, 
one of the Members for Wiltshire, at 
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I~ since. made a very long speech, in which amongst the rural labourers in almost 
he said some remarkable things-the every part of this kingdom. How can 

I most remarkable being, that if he had they be men under the circumstances in 
i .. again to come into the world, and had which they live? During the period 
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the option of choosing the particular of their growing up to manhood, they 
, rank or class in society to which he are employed at ·odd jobs about the 

would belong, after reviewing, I believe, farm or the farm-yard, for wages which 
a period of about seventy years, he con- are merely those of little children in 

, fessed that he would choose to be an Lancashire. Every man who marries 
agricultural labourer. Now, this senti- is considered an enemy to the parish; 
ment is certainly of a very novel cha- every chilq who is born into the world, 
racter; and it is one worth examining, instead of being a subject of rejoicing to 

· coming, as it did, from a man who had its parents and to the community, is 
· at one time, I am told, a property of considered as an intruder come to com-

eight or ten thousand a-year in land. pete for the little work and the small 
Now, what is the condition of this quantity of food which is left to the 

agricultural labourer, for whom they population. And then comes toil, year 
tell us' Protection is necessary? He after year, long years of labour, with 
lives in a parish whose owner, it may little remuneration; but perhaps at 
be, has deeply mortgaged it. The sixty or seventy, a gift of 208. and a 
estate is let to farmers without capital, coat, or. of 2l., from the Agricultural 
whose land grows almost as much rushes Society, because they have brought up 
as wheat. The bad cultivation of the a large family, and have not committed 

" land provides scarcely any employment that worst of all sins, taken money from 
for the labourers, who become more the parochial rates. One of their own 
and more numerous in the parish; the poets has well expressed their condi
competition which there is amongst tiun :-

'. these labourers for the little employ- • A blessM prospect-
~ ment to be had, bringing down the To slave while theJe is strength-in age 
· wages to the very lowest point at which the workhouse, 
, their lives can be kept in them. They A parish shell at last, and the little ben 

are heart-broken, spirit-broken, despair- Toll'd hastily for a pauper's funeral l' 
,ing men. They have been accustoined 
'to this from their youth, and they see But the crowning offence of the 
: nothing in the future which affords a system of legislation under which we 
· single ray of hope. We have attended have been living is, that a law has been 
, meetings-;n those districts, and have enacted, in which it is altogether un
"been received with the utmost enthu- avoidable that these industrious and 
· siasm by these round-frocked labourers. deserving men should be brought down 
, They would have caJried us from the to so helpless and despairing a condi
, carriage which we had travelled in, to tion. By withdrawing the stimulus of 
the hustings; and if a silly squire or competition, the law prevents the good 
a foolish farmer attempted any disturb- cultivation of the land of our country, 
ance or improper interference, these and therefore diminishes the supply of 
round-frocked men were all around us food which we might derive from it. 
in an instant, ready to defend us; and It prevents, at the same time, the im-
I have seen them hustle many a powerful portation of foreign food from abroad, 
man from the field in which the meet- and it also prevents the growth of sup-
ing was being held. plies abroad, so that when we are forced 

If there be one view of this question to go there for them they are not to be 
which stimulates me to harder work found. The law is, in fact, a law of 
in this cause than another, it is the the most ingeniously malignant cha-
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racter. It is fenced about in every pos
sible way. The most demoniacal in
genuity could not have invented a scheme 
more calculated to bring millions of the 
working classes of this country to a 
state of pauperism, suffering, disconteut; 
and insubordination than the Com-law 
which we are now opposing. 

And then a fat and sleek dean, a dig
nitary of the Church and a great philo
sopher, recommends for the consumption 
of the people-he did not rep.d a paper 
about the supplies that were to be had 
in the great valley of the Mississippi, 
but he said that there were Swede 
turnips and mangel·wurzel ;-and the 
Hereditary Earl Marshal of England, 
as if to out-herod Herod himself, re
commends hot water and a pinch of 
curry-powder. I was' rejQiced, not for 
the sake of the Duke of Norfolk, for I 
pitied him, but still I was in my heart 
rejoiced when I saw the speech which 
he had made in Sussex. The people of 
England have not, even under thirty 
years of, Com-law influence, been sunk 
so low as to submit tamely to this in· 
sult and wrong. It is enough that·a 
law should have been passed to make 
your toil valueless, to make your skill 
and labour unavailing to procure for 
you a fair supply of the common neces
saries of life-but when to this grievons 
iniquity they add the insult of telling 
you to go, like beasts that perish, to 
mangel-wurzel, or to something which 
even the beasts themselves cannot 
eat, then I believe the people of Eng
land will rise, and with one voice pro
claim the downfall of this odious system. 

This law is the parent of many of 
those grievous fluctuations in trade 
under which so much suffering is created 
in this commercial kingdom. There is 
a period coming-it may be as bad or 
worse than the last-when many a man, 
now feeling himself independent and 
comfortable in his circumstances, will 
find himself swept away by the torrent" 
and his goodly ship made a complete 
wreck. Capital avails almost nothing; 
fluctuations in trade we have, such as no 
prudence can guard against. VI'e are in 

despair one year, and in a state of great 
excitement in the next. At one time 
ruin stares us in the face,' at another 
we fancy that we are getting rich in a 
moment. Not only is trade sacrificed, 
but the moral character of the country 
is injured by the violent fluctuations 
created by this law. And now have we 
a scarcity coming or not? They say 
that to be forewarned is to be fore
armed, and that a famine foretold never 
comes. And so this famine could not 
have come if the moment we saw it to 
be coming we had had power to relieve 
ourselves by supplies of food from 
abroad. The reason why a famine fore
told never comes, is because when it is 
foreseen and foretold, men prepare for' 
it, and thus it never comes. But here, 
though it has been both foreseen and 
foretold, there is a law passed by a 
paternal legislature, remaining on the 
statute-book,which says to twenty-5even 
millions of people, • Scramble for what 
there is, and if the poorest and the 
weakest starve, foreign supplies shall 
not come in for fear some injury should 
be done to the mortgaged landowners.' 

Well, if this class of whom I have 
spoken have maintained this law for 
thirty years-if they continued it from 
1838 to 1842-be assured that no feel
ing of mercy, no relenting, no sympathy 
for the sufferings of the people, will 
weigh one atom in the scale in making 
them give up the law now. They have 
no one to whom they can look for a 
promise to maintain it; bu~we have 

, some oue to whom to look for a pro
mise to repeal it. But the promises of 
Lord John Russell, or any other min
ister, are entirely conditioual. He knows 
that he alone cannot repeal the Com
law. I had almost said that the over
turning of the monarchy would be a 
trifle compared with the touching of 
the pockets of the squires. Lord 
John Russell himself has said that it 
can only be done by the unequivocal 
expression of the public will. How is 
this expression to be made? By meet
ings such as this, and by the meetings 
which myself and others have seen in 
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all parts of the kingdom; and also by 
preparations of the most active character 
for that general election which, in all 
human probability, is near upon us. 

I believe you have heard that we had 
a meeting in Manchester the other day, 
which was attended by more of the 
wealth and influence of that district than 
I have ever seen assembled at a meeting 
of the same numbers before. It was 
resolved on Tuesday to have a general 
meeting of all those who are wishful 
to support the League in this great 
and final struggle. It has been an
nounced that the Council of the League 
are calling upon their friends through
out the country to raise a fund of 
250,000/. for the purpose of being 
ready in any emergency, and for the 
sake of maintaining before the ranks 
of the Protectionists, at least, as bold 
and resolute a character as we have 
maintained for the past seven years. 
Now, that money will be subscribed as 
it is required, and that large sum will 
be paid, and I can promise this meeting 
and the country that it will be honestly 
and judiciously applied to carry out the 
great national object for which the 
League has been established. If the 
Protectionists like to defer the settle
ment of this question till the warm 
weather comes, we will not trouble our 
friends to tear themselves half to pieces 
in gelling within the walls of this theatre, 
but we will ask them to meet here, in 

. Manchester, Leeds, Glasgow, Sheffield, 
I· Birmingham, and other towns, in num

bers so great, in unanimity so remark
able, and in resolution so undaunted, 
that the aristocracy of this country, with 
all their pride of ancestry and their 
boasted valour, will quail before the 
demonstration that will then be made. 

Two centuries ago the people of this 
country were engaged in a fearful 

>, conflict with the Crown. A despotic 
and treacherous monarch assumed to 

himself the right to levy taxes without 
the consent of Parliament and the peo
ple. That assumption was resisted. This 
fair island became a battle-field, the 
kingdom was convulsed, and an ancient 
throne overturned. And, if our fore
fathers two hundred years ago resisted 
that attempt-if they refused to be the 
bondmen of a king, shall we be the 
born thralls of an aristocracy like ours? 
Shall we, who struck the lion down, 
shall we pay the wolf homage? or shall 
we .not, by a manly and united expres
sion of public opinion, at once, and for 
ever, put an end to this giant wrong? 

Our cause Is at least as good as theirs. 
We stand on higher vantage-ground; 
we have large numbers at our back; we 
have more of wealth, intelligence, union, 
and knowledge of the political rights 
and the true interests of the country; 
and, what is more than all this-we have 
a weapon, a power, and machinery, which 
is a thousand times better than that of 
force, were it employed-I refer to the 
registration, and especially to the 40s~ 
freehold, for that is the great constitu
tional weapon which we intend to wield, 
and by means of which we are sure to 
conquer, our laurels being gained, not 
in bloody fields, but upon the hustings 
and in the registration courts. Now, I 
do hope, that if this law be repealed 
within the next six months, and if it 
should then be necessary that this 
League should disperse, I do trust that 
the people of England will bear in mind 
how great a panic has been created 
among the monopolist rulers by this 
small weapon, which we have discovered 
hid in the Reform Act, and in the Con
stitution of the country. I would im
plore the middle and working classes to 
regard it as the portal of their deliver
ance, as the strong and irresistible 
weapon before which the domination of 
this hereditary peerage must at length 
be laid in the dust. . 
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From Hansard. 

[On March 8, 1849, Mr. Disraeli submitted a resolution to the effect that the whole of 
the local taxation of the country falls mainly, and presses with undue severity, on real 
property. He suggested that one-half of these local rates should be paid out of the 
Consolidated Fund. The debate was adjourned to March IS, when the resolution 
was negatived by 280 vot~ to 189.] 

lor seems to me that a great deal of 
misapprehension exists among hon. Gen
tlemen on the benches opposite with 
regard to the proposition of the hon. 
Memher for Buckinghamshire. We were 
originally given to understand, if I mis
take not, that the basis or groundwork 
of that proposition was the prevalence 
of great distress among all classes of the 
community connected with agricultuIe 
in this country. But the speech of the 
hon. Mover of the proposition descrihe<;l 
a case of a very different description, 
whilst the speech of the hon. Member 
for Somersetshire, who has just sat 
down, has apprised .you that none of 
the distress resulting' from the burdens 
on land complained of falls on that class 
whom the hon. Mover would induce 
you to relieve by adoptirig his propo-
sition. . 

The hon. Member for Buckingham
shire, in his speech on introducing this 
question, quoted something which I am 
said to have stated on a former occa
sion, admitting the great distress pre
vailing among the agricultural classes.. 
He misquoted what I. then said; very 
unintentionally I am quite sure, but 
very strangely. I never expressed my
self to the effect-and, if I had done so, 
I should have betrayed great ignorance 

of that which must be within the cog
nisance or experience of almost every 
man-that, generally speaking, the dis
tress of the times has been very severely 
felt by the agricultural community. I 
said that little had been said about the 
pressure of agricultural distress farther 
northwards than Cambridge or Suffolk, 
and that in the south of England the 
cry of agricultural distress had scarcely 
been heard of. And I say further, that 
hardly anything has been ever asserted 
of late in the north as to the depression 
of agricultural prices. 

Well, Sir, I can only assure the House 
that I met but a few days ago with 
some gentlemen who had lately come 
up from the southern counties of Scot
land, and who told me that they had 
been selling their wheat in the markets 
there at from 47', to 48 •. per quarter on 
an average. They had a fair crop last 
year of good quality. and they are satis
fied with the prices they have received. 
They must be subject to the same ,icis
situdes, for example, as men are in every 
other trade. Farmers, no more than 
any other traders, cnn expect to be 
always lucky. Just prior to the harvest 
of last year, the rain fell exactly at the 
critical moment for the farmers of the 
south, and just before the critical mo-
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ment for the farmers of the north. What 
has been the consequence? The farmers 
of the northern counties have harvested 
their produce in good condition, and 
obtain good prices; those of the south 
have been less fortunate. and realise less 
encouraging returns. This is simply the 
reason why we have great complaints 
from the one, and few or none from the 
other class of tenant-farmers. If any of 
these parties, however, seek a ground 
upon which to found his appeal to 

• Parliament for legislative relief, he must 
look for it in the speech of the hon. 
Member for Somersetshire, whose for
tune it has been to make such an appeal 
in vain. 

I shall not enter into those questions 
connected with the general condition of 
the tmde and finances, and of the agri
cultural classes of this country, which 

~' have been already, in my opinion, dis
t posed of by the speech of the right 
I,' hon. Baronet the Chancellor of the .Ex
I cheq,uer. But the hon. Gentleman who 
~ has Just sat down made one statement 
" upon which I must be allowed to offer r a word or two. That hon. Member 
,: told us that he had lately been selling 
;, some wheat. He told us that his wheat 
\' was only of inferior quality, yet that he 
j realised, I think, 435. per quarter for it. 

Now, I think if he couJd get such prices 
for an inferior wheat, wheat of ordinary 
average goodness must be fetching very 
fair prices just now.' There are other 
Gentlemen, Sir, in this House who are 
themselves manufacturers of other ar
ticles. I should like to ask the hon. 
Member for Somersetshire what he 
thinks is the scale of prices they obtain 
when they carry into the market that 
which they admit to be a damaged or an 
inferior article. They will obtain, of 
course, only the lowest scale of prices 
for such goods. They will not get 
after the rate of 425., which the hon. 
Member who complains of unremune
rating prices call obtain for his inferior 
article---il wheat of inferior quality. But 
as for better wheats, I met with a gen
tleman a few days since who told me 
that Dantzic wheat was worth now, in 

London, from 53" to 548. per quarter. 
He added, that other foreign wheats of 
fair quality were obtaining, on an aver
age, about 48,. per quarter. I tell the 
hon. Gentlemen o~osite to me, that 
their home-grown wheat, of the same 
quality, will now fetch the same prices. 

I say, then, that the pretences on 
which this motion has been brought 
forward have totally failed-that no 
ground has been laid for any change in 
the existing burdens upon the land, 
which can be justified, either by the 
present ,condition of the tenant-farmer, 
or by the prices of agricultul'Bl produce 
in our markets. I do not intend to 
enter into any elaborate array of figures 
in following the statements which have 
been made by the hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Buckinghamshire, in the 
speech with which he introduced his 
motion; because,' all that could be said 
in reference to them was said,last night, 
by the right hon. Gentleman the Chan
cellor of the Exchequer, certainly in the 
best speech which I have ever heard 
from these benches since the accession 
of the right hon. Gentleman and of his 
Colleagues to power. But the right 
hon. Gentleman did not, as it appeared 
to me, notice some points in the case 
or plea on which the hon. Member for 
Buckinghamshire rested his case for our 
adoption of such a proposal as he has 
brought forward, or at least did not 
regard them in all the lights under 
which they might have been viewed. 

The hon. Gentleman seems to adopt 
for his principle the notion that all 
classes of the cbmmunity ought to bear, 
collectively, certain burdens which he 
assumes to be, at present, borne ex
clusively by the landed proprietary and 
real property of this country. Is this 
so? If such be really the proposition 
of the hon. Member for Bucking~am
shire-and that it is, I must presame 
from the statement of the hon. Member 
for Somersetshire-how does the speech 
we have just heard support it? The 
hon. Member for Buckinghamshire ad
mits that he is opposed to, and would 
not vote for, a national rate of this 
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kind. And I think he is very wise in 
coming to thi.s conclusion. The argu
ments against a national rate are, in my 
mind, of ins\lperable force. I am firmly 
persuaded that the various expenses con
nected with it would 11111 up these rates, 
of which ,the burden is already said to 
be oppressive, at least five-fold within 
five years. 

But I think the original objects and 
working of these local rates have been 
a good deal misunderstood. A Report 
of the Poor Law Commissioners on 
Loca.l Taxation was printed in 1843. 
I will read one remarkable passage 
from this Report; a passage which 
clearly defines the period at and the 
circumstances under which the practice 
of rating stock in trade for the relief of 
the poor w;,u; first resorted to lU this 
country:- . 

• The practice of rating stock in trade 
never prevailed in the greater part of Eng
land and Wales. It was, with compara
tively few exceptions, confined to the old 
clothing district of the south and west of 
England. It gained ground just as the 
stock of the woolstaplers and clothiers 
increased, so as to make it an object with 
the farmers and other ratepayers, who 
still constituted a majority in their parishes, 
to bring so considerable a property within 
the rate. They succeeded by degrees, and 
there followed upon their success a more 
improvident practice in giving relief than 
had ever prevailed before in England. It 
was in this district, and at this time, that 
relief by head-money had its origin, and 
produced its most conspicuous elfects in 
deteriotating the habits and depreciating 
the wages of the agricultural labpurer. 
When the practice of-rating stock in trade 
was fully established in this district, the 
staple trade rapidly declined there, and 
withdrew itself still more rapidly illto the 
1I0rlhern clothing dis,ricts, whele no such 
burden was ever cast upon the trade.' 

Now, the hon. Gentleman appears to 
contend that these burdens should be 
imposed on all classes of the com
munity, instead of one particular class, 
and that by such a redistribution a 

great good would be effected, so far as 
the landlord and tenant-farmer are con
cerned.- But, unless he could devise some 
means for getting at the same principle 
of rating all property equally, he would 
accomplish nothing towards effecting 
his own purpose. I happen to be con
nected with the local administration of 
a township in which the proportion of 
local rating actually expended on the 
relief of the poor does not exceed, per
haps, 7d. in the pound. There are 
townships and districts in its immediate' 
neighbourhood in which the rate for 
the same purpose is not less than 7', or 
8 •. in the pound. Now, it is quite clear 
that any manufacturer. or capitalist who 
is largely engaged in trade, and has 
built a mill or a factory -in such a dis
trict, would be anxious, under a general 
rate, to come within such a township, 
and thus so much enhance the charge 
for the relief of the poor, under any 
pressure of trade that should throw 
labour largely out of employment, as to 
drive away particular trades, as well 
as capitalists,from the locality. All 
rates would, under such a state of 
things, be enormously increased, and 
you would thllS, by supporting the 
proposition before the HOllse, be ac
cessory to the ruin of both the landed 
and the commercial interests of the 
kingdom. 

It has been said that the proposition 
of the hon. Gentleman -the Member for 
Buckinghamshire is enveloped in a great 
deal of mystery and confusion. I have 
endeavoured to penetrate the veil by 
which it is surrounded; and I will 
endeavour to explaill the conclusions 
at which I have arrived upon it. It· 
appears, then, to me that it is a pro
position intended to withdraw burdens 
to the amount of some 6.000,0001. per 
annum from certain shoulders on which 
they are now saddled, and to impose 
them upon others -to relieve, in short, 
those who now carry them, by trans
ferring them to those who hitherto have 
not borne them. The hon. Gentleman's 
scheme of redistribution would pro
bably reimpose 3,000,0001. on those 
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from whom he would take the present 
aggregate of 6,000,0001., and apportion 
the other 3,000,0001. to other classes 
of the community. Well; but the 
lI,ooo,ooo/. that he would so withdraw 
from thosewho at presentpay6,ooo,ooo/., 
would by no means represent the real 
proportion in which hon. Gentlemen 
opposite desire to relieve the land from 
its present Iinbilities, or of the enhanced 
nlue which their scheme would prac
tically confer upon the land generally. 
Assuming the whole nggregate of land 
in this kingdom capable of cultivation 
to represent an increase equal to what 
it has been stated at by Gentlemen 
opposite. a rise in the value of the fee
simple of an acre, consequent on the 
remis.ion of three millions of taxation 
on that aggregate, would be equivalent 
to J per cent., or 60,000,0001. sterling. 

. An increased value of a/. per cent. 
would represent 120,000,000/. as the 
increased value of the land, supposing 
it to be brought for sale into the mar
ket, or that the Legislature sanctioned 
such a proposition as that which is now 
before it. 

I, for one, do not think that these 
are times in which the Legislature 
could be brought to listen to any 
such proposition. It is not likely, I 
trust, to meet with much favour from 
this House. The hon. Member for 
Buckinghamshire and his friends seem 
altogether to forget the ultimate effect 
if Parliament entertains so exclusive a 
proposilion as he has brought before it 
with a view of benefiting the landlord. 
If 1 am not mistaken, the whole: cul
tivable lands of all England and Wales 
amount to more than twenty-five'-pel~ 
haps, indeed, to thirty - millions of 
acres. Every acre you would thus re
lieve, I must repeat, would rise in value 
in the proportion of from 51. to 101. 
[. No.'] Well, I will be content to say 
51. only. This increase would represent 
an extension of capital invested in the 
lands held by tenant-farmers and others 
of not less than 150,000,000/. sterling. 
Would not this be to perpetrate a great 
injustice to all other descriptions of 

property for t sake of an exc1'1l'iv,",1 
benefit to ~he n<ts'l: DtAll~cQttl4-l1 
men opposIte eHtI!r'~r ii.9t ~lWJw.1~ 
selves conside hat thlS~ljJ\;&rtI* J 
or proper? 'D 1'\ 1'\ '!Ia' A _ 

I do think, ho r, lIoa~~-
sition now before use i 
less extraordinary than 1 t 
has for its ostensible object to relieve 
the present pressure of that which I 
believe to be the temporary distress of 
the landed interest. But then the hon. 
Member for Buckinghamshire is 56 
very discriminating in his views of that 
question. that the case of the agricul
turists of Scotland did not elicit even 
a single word in his speech. And as for 
the agriculturists, or any other classes 
of the unhappy community of the sister 
island, he turned the cold shoulder to 
the Irish, and all his sympathy for 
them extended to that which is pro
verbially said to be the alms of those 
who have no money in their pockets 
wherewith to afford more substantial 
relief: He gave them-advice. Sir, 
the hon. Gentleman said that many 
schemes had been brought forward for 
the amelioration of the condition of 
Ireland, but that nothing effectual had 
been done for her for some sessions 
past. And here his admission left her. 
I do not think that Ireland will derive 
any great benefit from the advocacy of 
the hon. Gentleman. She will have 
little to thank him for, if he is prepared 
to tender her no other consolation for 
her sufferings but-his advice. 

It has been contended that the pro
position of the hon. Member would, if 
carried into effect, remove a great cause 
of dissatisfaction among the tenant
farmers. But I am convinced that it 
would create very great· discontent a
mongthe people. [Laughter.] I repeat 
this is my conviction-notwithstanding 
the laugllter which it has occasioned. 
The hon. Member who spoke last has 
quoted largely from a paper well known 
to most of those who hear me-a print 
of great authority in all agricultural 
society, and of great respectability-I 
mean the Mark LallI Expre.s, The 
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article from which the hon. Gentleman 
read, ind ulges in stronger language, 
perhaps, than I should desire to em
ploy: it stigmatises certain official 
documents, the authenticity of which 
it challenges, as the most deceiving 
stateinents ever concocted by the dupli
city' of man. It also expresses great 
dissatisfaction at the proposition of the 
hon. Member for Buckinghamshire. I 
really think that the proposition of 
the hon. Member for Buckinghamshire 
is founded on fallacies which are in
tended to beguile the House into its 
adoption, but which are amenable to a 
censure scarcely less severe. That pro
position, indeed, reminds me of a story 
which many hon. Gentlemen have per· 
haps heard before, yet which I will 
venture to tell the House in very few 
words. It happened once, in a country 
town, and an agricultural district, that 
a company of strolling players proposed 
to get up a performance' for the benelit 
of the poor' of the neighbourhood. It 
was calculated by those who announced 
this intention that the object of con
tributing towards the relief of the poor 
would certainly induce the gentry to 
come forward generously in supporting 
the performance; and the event proved 
the soundness of this anticipation. But 
when it came to a question as to how 
the proceeds were to be appropriated, 
the strolling company claimed them all 
for themselves, on the principle that 
they themselves were • the poor' in
tended. 

This is just the case with the pro
posal of the hon. Member, if you look 
at its real tendencies. He would pro
cure this boon for the tenant-farmers
of relief from local rates; but he does 
not go-nor any of his hon. friends near 
him-for the repeal of the Malt-tax. 
, We: he says, • do not ask for that at 
present. It is ..not the ti~e to ask 
this relief for you; for we don't go for 
a revision of the whole scheme of exist
ing taxation.' As to the Malt-tax, I am 
not altogether prepared to embrnce all 
the views entertained by some of my 
hon. friends on that subject. I am not 

one of those who think that the people 
at large will be much the happier for 
being relieved from the Malt-tax. As 
little do I think you will make the 
people generally more satisfied by taxing 
malt; or that you will ever succeed in 
getting rid of drunkenness, or any other 
vice, simply by rendering its indulgence 
dear. But I do think that if by repeal
ing the duty on malt, you leave more 
money in the poor man's pocket for the 
purchase of other articles of more profit, 
or value, or convenience to him than 
that into the cost of which this tax 
enters, you do well: and notwithstand
ing what an hon. Baronet has said in 
the course of this debate, I believe what 
has faHen from the hon. Member for 
Lincolnshire, that the Malt-tax is one 
injurious to agriculture, and oppressive 
upon the working labourer and con
sumer. I own that I am astonished at 
the conduct of hon. Gentlemen oppo
site on this question, after hearing them 
both in this House and at public meet
ings out of doors advocate the repeal of 
the Malt-tax. The same parties who 
on this side of the House were its most 
strenuous advocates, have ceased to 
mention it now that they have crossed 
to the benches opposite. 

• Their lips are now forbid ,to speak 
That once familiar word." 

Not one voice now caHs for that fa
vourite act of justice, but we are told to 
wait till the proper time shall arrive. 

The hon. Member for Buckingham
shire holds this language, but he has 
not indicated when the time will come. 
I wish the hon. Gentleman would look 
a little into the real state of the coun
try; if he would consult the feelings of 
the people, he would find that nothing 
more displeases them than to have 
their representatives hold one lan
guage here, and another before their 
constituents. Sir, hon. Gentlemen know, 
that at meetings in the country, even 
tithes are permitted in their presence to 
be spoken of in the most violent and in
temperate language. They encourage, by 
their own conduct, the people to expect 
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remlSSIOlJS of burdens ~ich nmst 
diminish the public revenues, and leave 
it to Parliament to provide the substi
tute as best it may. I am astonished 
at the conduct of hon. Gentlemen. If 
I were myself an owner of land, I should 
say this to my tenant-farmers: • Men, 
you have got the land, and it must be 
your object to work it to the best of 
your ability with the capital you have. 
Parliament, like the landlord, must deal 
with those on whose behalf this propo. 
sition is said to be made, on the same 
principles on which it wonld deal with 
trades of all other descriptions. You 
must exert the same virtues of per
severance, industry, and frugality which 
others possess, and in which you are 
not wanting; you must look to the ex
ercise of these means for your profit and 
success, not to external aid or exclusive 
assistance, which can only be rendered 
at the cost of gross injustice to others: 

But the speech of the hon. Member 
for Buckinghamshire was so purely 
agricultural, that he did not enter into 
any such considerations. He recog
nised no such principle of dealing with 
the interests of all classes, instead of 
addressing ourselves to the benefit of 
one only. He himself quoted from the 
Standard, a newspaper of high authority 
with his party, and so exclusively agri
cultural in its predilections, that in one 
of its leaders a few years ago it. con
tended that if the whole of the manufac
tures of England were destroyed to
morrow, England would not be a less 
great country by one iota, or the 
English a less happy people. But the 
Standard now takes up difterent ground. 
It announced in a recent number that 
unions were now formed in most of the 
southern counties of England, the object 
of which was carefully to exclude all 
the products of the mills of the north, 
so that the cloths of Cheshire and 
Yorkshire would not be allowed to 
come into competition with the produc
tions of Wiltshire. If this is to be the 
spirit in which hon. Gentlemen are dis
posed to make common cause against 
the manufacturing interest, I wonder 

they do notctrry out their principle to 
its full extent, and, as their ancestors 
once wandered over the country clothed 
in skins and with their bodies painted, 
that they do not come down here in 
that way. They might come at 1;>.st to 
clothe themselves in thatch, by which. 
means I trust the farmers will obtain a 
remunerative price for their straw. 

I am not at all disposed to dispute 
the meritorious and industrious cha
racter of the tenant-farmers; on the 
contrary, I believe them well entitled to 
the praise of possessing those qualities 
in a high degree. But I protest against 
a proposition on their behalf which 
would certainly prejudice the interests of 
all other classes for the doubtful benefit 
of one. I am opposed to all these partial 
experiments. I would willingly sup
port any proposition which went to the 
reduction of those taxes on raw mate
rial which stand in the way of manu
facturing labour and close the market 
on the industry of our artisans. This 
proposition was recommended to our 
sympathy on behalf of farmers who 
have small or no capital; but what 
would be said of any similar propo
sition by which it should be proposed 
to mulct the manufacturers of the north 
for the benefit of manufacturers without 
capital in the south? You ought to 
endeavour to secure to your farms men 
who have capital and great spirit in 
agriculture. But you do not do this. 
If a farmer comes to you, and asks for 
a farm, wishing to make stipulations
which may be called stipulations of a 
commercial character-such as that he 
shall plough and grow as he likes, that 
he shall have every creature that lives 
upon the land, and that he must not 
have it infested with game; if such a 
man comes to you, you do not like him 
as a tenant: but it is the consequence 
of free trade that you must introduce 
such principles in your future arrange
ments between landlord and tenant. It 
is imppssible that this great country, 
with its large and increasing interests, 
and its dense population, should stand 
still or rest under the baneful influence 
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of protection to agriculture, simply be
cause you are unwilling to adopt those 
principles with relation to your tenants 
which are adopted in every other branch 
of industry throughout this country. 

Now our proposition is admitted on 
all hands, I believe, to be more distinct 
and intelligible than that of the hon. 
Member for Buckinghamshire. He has 
come forward as a Chancellor of the 
Exchequer-as the framer of a budget
but it is clear that he is only a novice 
in his new work, because he has not 
shown where he is going to obtain the 
money which he is wishing to remit 
in the shape of taxation. I suppose, 
judging from what slight hints fell from 
the hon. Gentleman, that he means to 
increase the income-tax; or the hon. 
Baronet the Member for Lincolnshire 
(Sir M. Cholmeley) says that a fixed 
duty upon com will serve the purpose 
as well. But let hon. Gentlemen be
ware how they tum their attention to 
the question of the reimposition of the 
duties upon com. If you do so, you 
are attempting that which, I believe. is 
as impossible as the repeal of any Act 
which has passed this House in former 
times. You might probably effect the 
repeal of the Reform Bill or the Catholic 
Emancipation Act in the same session 
as that in which you reimpose the duty 
upon com.. Take care what you are 
about. Hon. Gentlemen fancy that 
there is a lull in the public mind; that 
events abroad have frightened people at 
home. Bear in mind that in all the 
European capitals a system is being 
established which will have a strange 
effect upon the minds of people in this 
country, who are looking, and wisely 
looking, to great and permanent changes 
in the constitution of Parliament; and 
that whilst your conduct is encouraging 
such ideas, you are leading the farmers 
of England in the pursuit of that false 
and uncertain light which must land 
them hereafter in the midst of difficulties 
much greater than those which en
compass them at present. 

You talk of the experiment of Free 
Trade as though it had failed, or was 

but an experiment. I ask, have you not 
legislated, since the oldest amongst you 
first came here, in favour of Protection, 
and with the view of keeping up the 
price of com; and do you not recollect 
that under protective laws in 1836 the 
whole average price of the year for good 
wheat-not sprouted wheat-was but 
398. 4d. per quarter? whilst now, as we 
are told. sprouted wheat is sold at 428. 
a qualter. Because that' system was 
abolished, you have wreaked your ven
geance upon a Minister. You have 
scattered a powerful party-you have 
shown an anger which political parties 
in this country have scarcely ever ex
hibited, because through the power, and 
I will say the patriotism, of the Minis
ter whom you discarded, the industry 
of this great and growing population 
has escaped from the pressure of that 
screw which, through the medium of the 
Com-laws, you had laid upon the ne
cessaries of life. 

I fear that hon. Gentlemen opposite 
are not aware of what is passing in this 
country. Throughout the great towns, 
that question of the reduction of expen
diture which we have placed before you 
is exciting the intensest interest; whilst 
in every meeting of farmers the same 
cry is echoed. The men who thought 
us their greatest enemies, are now ready 
to shake hands with my hon. Friend 
the Member for the West Riding. They 
are anxious that the great justice which 
we advocate should be done to this 
country, and that you shOlild force upon 
the Executive Government the greatest 
possible economy, compatible with the 
public exigencies. You say, tauntingly, 
that the Government is about to follow 
the advice of my hon. Friend. The fact 
is, that you will make my hon. Friend 
a most extraordinary man. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Tam
worth followed the advice of my hon. 
Friend; and now you say the present 
Government are about to do so too. 
And why is this? It is because we live 
amongst the people-because we have 
travelled in every county amongst them, 
and know their feelings and wishes-
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because we are identified with their de
sires, and have been returned to this 

~ IH~use byth~at and free cofjnstdituthencithes. 
q t IS on IS account you n at e 
il measures which my hon. Friend pro-

I 

poses have the sympathy of millions in 
this country; and I warn you that not 
many sessions will pass, before you, 
powerful as you are, will vote for the 
measure which he recommends. 

L-~ __________________________________ __ 
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From Hansard. 

[On this day, Mr. Disrae\i brought forward an Amendment on the motion that the 
Speaker do leave the Chair, to the effect that in any relief to be granted by the omis
sion or adjustment of taxation, due regard should be paid to the distressed condition 
of the owners and occupiers of 'land in the United Kingdom. The Amendment was 
negatived by 263 to 250.] 

I SHALL endeavour, in tbe observa
tions I intend to offer to the House, to 
address myself closely to the question 
brought before us by the hone Member 
for Buckinghamshire. I do not think 
the hone Gentleman intends by his mo
tion to lead us into it discussion on the 
various parts of the Budget brought 
forward by the Chancellor of the Ex
chequer; on the contrary, he seems to 
agree for the most part tllat this Budget 
is acceptable to the country, and that it 
must pass the House. I shall not be 
tempted to go into the question of the 
Com-law to an extent which might be 
justified by the speeches of the hone 
Member for Northamptonshire (Mr~ 
Stafford), and the noble Lord the Mem
ber for Colcl1ester (Lord J. Manners). 

I must say that those hone Gentle
men and others do their leaders great 
damage by the course they take in this 
and similar discussions. If I under
stand the object of the hone Member for 

. Buckinghamshire - taking it from his 
speeches in this House-I come to the 
conclusion that the hone Gentleman is 
convinced that any project of returning 
to Protection is the merest delusion; 

and that he (Mr. Disraeli) knows per
fectly well-every man who considers 
the subject must know~that so long as 
hone Gentlemen opposite will have this 
question of Protection as the main part 
of their policy, their leaders are destined 
to sit on the shady side of the House, 
and could never cross the table and sit 
on the Ministerial benches. I therefore 
will advise all those who support the 
hone Member for Buckinghamshire to 
avoid the question of Protection alto
gether, as one whicl1 has been finally 
and irrevocably settled. 

The hone Gentleman has made this 
proposition to the House, that the agri
cultural interest (the labourers, who 
were once a part of the agticultural 
interest, are now left out)-that the 
agricultural interest, consisting of the 
owners and occupiers of land, have some 
special claim to some special relief. He 
has assumed that they are suffering 
generally, if not universally, throughout 
the United Kingdom; but he has not 
brought anything like proof, first of all, 
that the owners and occupiers of land 
are suffering much, or, indeed, that they 
are suffering at all; and, secondly, the 
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bon. Gentleman has failed, I think, to 
.how that they have any special claim 
to relief, even if they are suffering. 

I admit that the hon. Member has a 
right to assume the fact of the alleged 
distress, when arguing with the noble 
Lord at the head of the Government, 
because the noble Lord, with that want 
of caution which not unfrequently dis
tinguishes him, has admitted into the 
Queen's Speech a paragraph which was 
a direct invitation to the hon. Member 
for Buckingham to get up a discussion 
on this topic in the first week of the 
session; and then the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, committing another blunder, 
has brought forward a proposition in 
his first Budget which he ought not to 

; I have made, but to which, if he has 
;, brought it forward, hon. Gentlemen 

; opposite have a right to expect he will 
adhere. That paragraph and proposi
tion have caused the hon. Member for 
Buckinghamshire to get up this interest
ing discussion on a subject which I had 
hoped was worn threadbare. Now, I 
am prepared at once to dispute half their 
case-that is, that the owners of land 
are suffering di~tress, or that they have 
any claim on such a growid to come to 
this House for relief. 'I The hon. Member for Herefordshire 
(Mr. Booker) said the other night that 
there had been a fall of rent to the 
amount of 25 per cent.; but though 
that hon. Gentleman's oratory may be 
applauded in Herefordshire. yet I be
lieve that he durst not assert that to be 
a fact in the face of the farmers of that 
county, Again, the hon. Member for 
Buckinghamshire has admitted this 
night, or rather he has assumed, that 
the reduction of rent may be taken to 
be 10 per cent. I do not believe it 
is 10 per cent. I have never seen a 
single authenticated case which went 
beyond 15 per cent. I have found many 
cases in which no reduction has been 
made; and where there has been a re
duction, it is very often made not by 
permanent agreement with the landlord, 
but is merely a temporary remission, 
precisely such as I have known to be 

given by landlords on several distinct 
occasions, I take it for granted, there
fore, that the fall of rent is to a very 
small extent; and that, in point of fact, 
it is not worth comparing with the 
losses which those who have property 
invested in other ways, except in land, 
are constantly liable to in. all parts of 
the kingdom. 

There may be, and I believe there 
are, cases of difficulty among land
owners, an4 particularly among the 
landowners 10 Ireland. There are land
owners who have small net incomes 
and large rent-rolls, and from extrava
gance and other causes have engaged 
to give to their creditors, or to annui
tants of one kind or another, nine-tenths 
of their actual rent-roll. Of course a -
fall of 10 per cent. in such cases is 
equal to the destruction of the whole 
income, But this is no fault of free 
trade or of the free-traders; the Man
chester school are not to be blamed for 
anything of this kind. We have never 
admired settlements and entails. On 
the contrary, we should prefer to see 
landed property free. We have never 
recommended gentlemen, who cannot 
afford it, to keep a great bouse in the 
country and a great house in town, or 
that so many packs of hounds and other 
sources of enjoyment should be main
tained. I confess that if I were a landed 
proprietor-and I am very sorry that I 
am not-I should feel humiliated if my 
advocate in this House made such a 
speech as the hon. Member for Buck
inghamshire has made to-night and on 
former occasions. 

Now, let me ask if there is any class 
that passes so triumphantly through 
every commercial hurricane and disaster 
as the class of landed proprietors does? 
I see that the candidate at Aylesbury 
has stated, as a proof of the distressed 
condition of the landed proprietors, that 
money invested in land only returns z! 
per cent. But that in itself is a proof 
of the security of the return from land, 
and that it is not subjected to the vicis
situdes to which other property is liable. 
There are some in this House who 
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could tell a different tale respecting in
vestments of another character-invest
ments, for instance, in the manufacture 
of iron during the last four years. They 
could tell of the extraordinary revulsion 
which has taken place in that time, 
consequent on the demand for iron for 
railway purposes having declined. I 
can speak of my own trade, although 
I cannot confirm the view taken of it 
by the noble Lord the Member for 
Colchester. Yet I can state that a very 
large portion of that trade during the 
last five years, when there were three 
failures in the American cotton crop
that during these years all the coarse 
departments of the trade have been of 
the most unprofitable character. 

The noble Lord (Lord J.Manners) 
has read from Mr. Littledale's circular 
the parts which suited him-not the 
parts which suited another view of the 
question-not the statement which that 
circular contained that the trade ap
peared to be settled on a solid and 
sound basis. The noble Lord ought to 
know that trade has been so good in 
Yorkshire for the last two years, and 
the increase in the consumption of wool 
so great, that the price of wool has be· 
come extremely high, and that it is the 
price of the raw material at this mo
ment which is interfering with profits in 
Yorkshire. It was only yesterday that 
I came from the Hatfield station on the 
Great Northern Railway to London in 
company with a buyer of wool, who 
told me that his trade was ·bad at pre
sent; that wool was so dear, and so 
little of it to be had, that, as a buyer of 
wool from the farmers, and a seller of 
it to the Yorkshire mannfacturers, he 
found his trade entirely unprofitable. I 
gathered from that fact, that the farmers 
were enjoying a considerable profit on 
their wool, and that it had been a pros
perous article for a very long period. 

But the hon. Member for Bucking
hamshire has made an admission which 
is worth something. He said he calcu
lated that the landowners. losing ten per 
cent. of rental, were losing 6,000,0001. 

. per annum; but he added that the fall 

of rent gave them no claim whatever to 
come to that House for relief. I was 
very glad to hear that fact asserted by 
the hon. Member. But then a great num
ber of his followers hold a very different 
opinion, and I have heard even from the 
Ministerial benches in former times that 
it was necessary to keep up the price 
of com in order to keep up the rent. 
But if the hon. Member for Bucking
hamshire would now look at this fact, 
that the labouring popUlation are com
fortably off, and generally in a state of 
prosperity-if that· prosperity has been 
caused by the transfer of the 6,ooo,cool. 
of rent from the landed proprietors, 
who never ought to have possessed it, 
if given to them by the Com-law-if 
labourers are prosperous by the transfer 
of that 6,000,000/. to them, they are 
enjoying that of which they have been 
deprived for thirty-five years by the 
operation of a law, the repeal of which 
is so much regretted by some hon. 
Gentlemen opposite. I deny altogether 
that the landowners are snffering, or that 
they are suffering to an extent which 
requires that they should be pointed out 
as an ill-used class. 

I now com·e to the question of the 
occupiers. Now, it is affirmed broadly 
that the occupiers of land are suffering 
great distress. I believe that some dis
tress must necessarily arise from the 
circumstance that the prices of farm 
produce are temporarily depressed. But 
this distress is not a rare malady with 
the occupiers of land. Violent speeches 
have been made in this House from 
1815 onwards, in favour of relief to the 
distressed occupiers of land. Mr. Pres
ton, a distinguished gentleman con
nected with the law, wrote a pamphlet 
two or three years after the Com-law 
was enacted, in which he showed that 
the distress of the occupiers was most 
agonising, and that they had lost 
100,000,0001. of their capital, which 
was transferred to other classes. There 
is nothing to show that any consider
able portion of what they suffered now, 
arose directly or indirectly from the 
legislation of that House. But, if it 
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did, what is the remedy proposed, 
stripped of anything like delusion? 

· The hon. Member for Buckinghamshire 
· does not propose to remedy the griey.. 
ance by raising the price of com; but 
his proposition is this-'the making 
some small transfer of a certain rate, 
now paid by a certain description of 
property, to the Consolidated Fund, by 

e which that description of property now 
paying the rate should henceforth only 

I
e pay a portion of it, and the rest might 
be distributed over the tax-payers of the 

e United Kingdom generally. 
In connection with the poor-rate there 

f are some facts to which I wish to call 
l the attention of hon. Gentlemen oppa
I site. I will refer to and quote from a 
t return moved for by the right hon. 
I Baronet the Member for Ripon (Sir J. 
I Graham) in 1846, showing the propor-
· tions in which this rate has been levied 

on land, houses, and other property. I 
am sorry that there is no return down 
to the present year, because I believe 
the facts proved by it will be found to 
be the most conclusive argument against 
e ny proposition based upon the assump
'tion that the landed interest suffers un
duly from the inci!ience of the poor-rate. 
In 18a6, it appears the land alone paid 
,69 per cent. of all the poor-rate. In 
1833 the land paid 63 per cent. only. 
In 1841 it paid 5a percent. only. Thus, 
it will be observed, that in the period 
from 18a6 to 1841, being a period of 
·fifteen years, the share which the land 

lone paid of the whole poor-rate of 
the country, feU from 69 per cent. to 
I;3 per cent., that is to say, from twa
thirds to about one-half of the whole 

mount. And I think we may fairly 
ake for granted, seeing the fall in those 
ifteen years, that a return made out to 
he last year would show that the land 

's not now paying more than forty per 
cent. of the whole amount. [Mr. Wi!-
'on: ' }"orty-five per cent.'] The hon. 
Member for Westbury suggests that 
forty-five per cent, will be the correct 
eestimate. 'Veil, let us look at the 
whole poor-rate levied. In 1833 the 
",hole amount was 8,600,oool.; in 1843 

the amount had fallen to 6,500,oool.; in 
1850, last year, it had fallon to 5,395,0001. 
Now, here we have the broad fact, that, 
within the eight years during which we 
have had that legislation of which hon. 
Gentlemen opposite complain, the poor
rate of England and '" ales has fallen 
in amount more than a million sterling. 
The calculations which I have made in 
reference to these figures are upon the 
assumption that the land now paid only 
40 per cent., and not 45 per cent., and 
of course the House will make all allow
ance for that circumstance. I take the 
year 1833, and find the land paying 63 
per cent., that is to say, 5,434,0001.; 
and then, taking 1850, and assuming 
the land pays 40 per cent., you will find 
that in amount the land now pays only 
3,158,oool. In other words, the land 
of England and Wales paid, in 1833, 
double the poor-rate which it paid in e 
185°' 

This is an important element in the 
question we are now considering. The 
right hon. Gentleman opposite (Mr. 
Herries) shakes his head; but I do not 
mind that, for the right hon. Gentleman 
has been in the habit of shaking his 
head at everything from this side ever 
since he has entered this House. Does 
the right hon. Gentleman mean to say, 
for example, that the condition of the 
landed proprietary has not been affected 
by the hundreds of, millions expended 
on railways in this country, and which 
now pay 300,0001. per annum to the 
poor-rate on parishes to which they 
have never contributed a pauper? Does 
he mean to assert that manufacturing 
towns and villages could be springing 
up in every direction, and the moment 
they spring up be taxed for the poor
rate, without to that extent relieving 
the land f~om the burdens to which it 
has been subjected? If the right hon. 
Gentleman means this, he certainly 
could never have been fit for the post 
of Chancellor of the Exchequer. 'At 
any rate, these are facts to which I 
think it not inappropriate to call the 
attention of the House. But the argu
ment is, that, notwithstanding this dimi-

--------------------------------- a8 



434 SPEECl!ES OF 'JOHN BRIGHT. APRIL II, 

nution in the poor-rates, the farmers are 
still distressed. That, after all, is an 
argument in favour of that view of the 
question ·which I and my friends take; 
our conviction being, that the trans
ference of the rate from the occupying 
farmer to the occupying householder, 
by means of taxing his tea or his sugar, 
will not prove permanently beneficial to 
the tenant-farmers. For all the reduc
tions in the poor-rate to which I have 
alluded have not in the slightest degree 
affected the interest of the tenant
farmers, those cases of course excepted 
in which the farm has been held con
tinuously at the same rent during those 
years over which the reductions have 
extended; and any transference which 
the hon. Gentleman (Mr. Disraeli) can 
make, \n the event of his ~btaining a ma
jority, will have no effect whatever on the 
tf,mant-farmer-for if there is IDly truth 
in economical science, the tenant-frumer 
will be compelled in the end to pay an 
increased rent for the land he holds. 

Undoubtedly, however, at this mo
ment the condition of the tenant-farmer 
is one which every man must regard 
with sympathy. I defy anyone to say, 
looking to the course which I and my 
friends have pursued as free-traders in 
this House, that we have ever mani
fested any want of sympathy for any 
one class of the tax-payers· of this coun
try. At least there can be no denial of 
the assertion that we have always advo
cated diminished expenditure and dimi
nished laxation; ruid that we have urged 
a diminution of taxation in that parti
cular direction which would have alike 
affected all classes, inasmuch as. our 
object has been .to remove taXes Cram 
articles of general and universal con
sumption, where the farmer would have 
obviously benefited not less than the 
weaver. But the farmers are in an un
fortunate position; they are the victims 
of a vicious system. That. however, is 
not our system. It is the system of han. 
Gentlemen opposite. They created it 
for their own purposes in 18 J 5, and 
they maintained it for their own pur
poses up to 1846. They led the farmers 

to believe that there could be no path 
to prosperity but through the county 
Members and the House of Commons. 
I, for one, should be very sorry to be I 
connected with any trade or manufac-I 
ture .if I had no reliance but on the 
Members for Manchester. I should be 
extremely sorry to entrust my interests 
either to the impartiality of political 
parties in this House, or to its intelli
gence on commercial SUbjects. The un
fortunate position of those among the 
tenant-farmers who suffer most, con
sists in this-that they notoriously hold 
more land than they have capital to 
cultivate. Their case is precisely the 
same as that of many landowners, who 
own extents of land on which they can
not pay all that is due. All this is very 
sad. H landowners buy land only to 
obtain political influence, they are on 
the road to ruin. H a tenant-farmer 
takes more lalld than he can properly 
cultivate in reference to his capital, he 
is also on the road to nriB. 

There are, no doubt, other questions 
which ought to be considered in speak
ing of the condition of the tenallt-farmer. 
There is, in particular, one question, in 
whiCh I took great interest in former 
years, but the advocaCy of which I have 
been compelled to relinquish in conse
quence of my not having received that 
aid from the farmers which their private 
representations had induced me to ex
pect. I allude to the question of the 
Game-laws. [Ironical Cheers from the 
Protectionists.] Surely that question is 
as pertinent to this discussion as the 
question of lunatic asylums. I men
tioned the fact before, and I will again 
call. attention to it, as a most important 
circumstance, that every wituess exa
mined by the Game-laws Committee 
(and no Member of that Committee 
would be found to dispute the respect
ability or credibility of these witnesses) 
declared that, whenever game was even 
moderately preserved, greater injury was 
done to the farmer occupying the land 
than was inflicted by the whole amount 
of his general alld local taxes. I am 
satisfied that hon. Gentlemen whQ 
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presel'Ye game, who indulge in sporting, 
have no conception of the evils which 
their tastes inflict on the community. 
I should, howevttr, be ashamed of my
self if, while advocating the cause of 
the tenant-farmers in this House, I did 
not appeal to hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
supposing them to be the true friends of 
the occupiers of the land, either to alter 
the Game-laws, which they certainly 
ought to do, or, if they will not do 
that, at least to alter their practices. 
and to discontinue that system. which is 
abhorrent to the civilization of our day, 
and which, at all events, is most cruelly 
injurious to those whom hon. Gentlemen 
opposite profess to represent. [Cries of 
'Question I'J I am sorry some hon. 
Gentlemen do not think that this is 
speaking to the question. There are 
those out of doors wh() do think that 
it is very near the question. 

But what are the remedies for the 
difficulties of the tenant-farmers? You 
have your set of remedies. We have 
our set of remedies. I am free at once 
to admit that I have no expectation, in 
passing from the system of the last forty 
years to that sound system which now 
prevails, and must. henceforth prevail, 
that we shall find the tenant-farmers, 
one and al1, and immediately, by any 
kind of contrivance on the part of this 
House, jumping into a state of unequi
vocal prosperity. As they now are, they 
have been before. I heard but yester
day of a farm in Hertfordshire which 
has had six tenants in eighteen years. 
Their prosperity was not universal in 
past years. and it is not now. But if 
they do get into a better position, it can 
only be by paths which are very evident; 
in some cases, by reductions in the rents ; 

'. in other cases, by increase of produce; 
and in most cases, by a more successful 
adaptation of the powers of their farms 
to the production of those articles which 
the markets would be most willing to 
take from them. 

i' There is no doubt whatever that there 
are great numbers of tenant-farmers who 
are not complaining, and who have no 

.' reason for complaint. And I firmly 

believe that if all were like the lew, and 
possessed the same energy, the same· 
skill in the adaptation of the resources 
of theiE land to the requirements of the 
markets-above all, if they asserted their 
independence in making terms with their 
landlords, they would all overcome their· 
difficulties-, and overcome them more 
speedily, more certainly, and more per
manently,. than can be looked for from 
any assistance likely to be extended to· 
them. by the House of Commons, 

The noble Lord the Member for Col
chester (Lord J. Manners) has adverted 
at some length to the prescmt state of 
crime. In reference to this, I wish to 
state to the House some facts· to which 
I .desired to call attention the other 
night, in the discussion on the income
tax, but which are quite applicable on 
this occasion. Probably these statistics 
will be consolatory to the noble Lord, 
who is not wanting in benevolence. I 
hold in my hand a return of the number 
of persons taken into custody in Man
chester since 1842, the return being for 
every two years. In 1842, the number 
was 13.801; and 1 believe the number 
was 12,000 in the two years preceding. 
In 18#0 the number fell to 10,700; in 
1846, to 7,600; in 1848, to 6,200; in 
1849, to 4,600; and in 1850, the num
ber was only 4,578. Thus, in 1850, not 
one-third of the number of persons were 
taken into custody in Manchester who 
were found to have been taken into 
custfldy in the year 1842. If we take 
the general facts as to England and 
Wales (not taking last year into ac
count, as to which there is na return), 
we shall find a great reduction of com
mittals from 1842 down ta 1849. The 
diminution was from 31,000 to 27,oco; 
and thus, although the population has 
increased ten per cent., the committals 
have decreased not less than I~! per cent. 

I have now stated, in detail, what I 
regard as the reasons why the proposi
tion of the hon. Gentleman (Mr. Disraeli) 
would be of no value if it were agreed 
to. It can only serve to del.ude-not 
the owners of the land, for they under
stand all these tricks-but the occupying 
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fanners' throughout the country. It 
will serve but to delude these men into 
a belief that the thing which is really 
intended as a measure to cement a party 
in Parliament, is intended to do some
thing for their benefit. One great re
sult of the alteration in our commercial 
system with regard to corn is, I hope, 
this-it has not come yet, but it is in 
process of coming about-that the far
mers will no longer conceive themselves 
to be a class having special privileges, 
special rights, and special claims upon 
the House of Commons. They will now 
know that their only chance is precisely 
that chance which all the rest of the 
community enjoy-a good education for 
their children for the next generation, 
and for themselves, their intelligence, 
such as they have, and their industry, 
such as they can employ. And I will 
add, especially, the more they make 
themselves independent of their land· 

lords as respects the old retainer and 
chieftain theory, the more they enable 
themselves to make bargains with their 
landlords, just as they would with other 
persons with whom they do business, 
the sooner will they find themselves out 
of their present undoubted difficulties. 
And I believe in my conscience, that if 
you talk here for ever of agricultural 
distress, you will still find that there is 
no remedy which it is in the power of 
Parliament to give. The only possible 
chance for the farmers is in the exercise 
of those virtues and those talents by 
which the rest of their countrymen 
thrive; and if they e¥ercise their own 
energies, and cultivate the quality of 
self-reliance, I am convinced that this 
country, with the finest roads, with the 
best markets, and with a favourable 
climate, will be found to triumph not 
only in her manufactures, but also in 
her agriculture. 
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ST. ALBAN'S, MARCH 26, J845. 

[A public dinner was given to Mr. HomcastIe, a respectable farmer in Hertfordshire, as 
a testimony of the approbation felt bY'his brother farmers at his courage in exposing 
the. grievance of the Game-laws. Mr. BriJlht was invited to the dinner, and 
delivered the following speech on the occasion.J 

I NEED scarcely say that when I re
ceived the invitation to be present at this 
meeting I felt it as an exceedingly gratify
ing proof that the trouble I have recently 
taken in connection with the question 
of game-preserving had not passed un
noticed by the farmers of this district of 
the country. But, whatever pleasure I 
felt at receiving the invitation, I may 
acknowledge with the utmost sincerity, 
that it has been far surpassed by the 
gratification I have had in being present 
here to-night. I have been delighted 
to see so many of the farmers from this 

r part of the country assembled for the 
. purpose of expressing their opinion 

upon the conduct of one of their brother 
farmers in connection with one of the 
most important questions which can 
bear upon the prosperity of the agri
cultural portion of the community. 

I was delighted to see, from the public 
papers. the spirited manner in which 
Mr. Homcastle came forward for the 

. purpose of speaking what was known 
:. to be the opinions of nineteen out of 

every twenty farmers in the kingdom; 
and not to the public only. but in direct 

" . opposition, and with personal appli
cation. to the very man upon whom 

. a farmer is generally supposed to be 
most dependent. But it must now be a 

matter of satisfaction of the very highest 
kind that the ellort which he then made 
-and which hundreds of farmers ought 
to have made, and which. I believe. 
hundreds will soon be prepared to fol
low-that the efforts which he has 
made have been so highly appreciated 
by his brother farmers. I think a 

. farmer ought not so much to cultivate 
the good opinion of landowners as that 
of farmers; and though I have no wish 
that there should be that class spirit 
amongst us which would lead to the 
supposition that we hold together for 
peculiar privileges or party interests of 
our own class, yet I do think that a 
man is craven-hearted and mean-spirited 
who. when his own class is attacked. as 
the farmers have been through the 
operation of this system of game-pre
serving. would not come forward and 
speak on behalf of pis own class and of 
that vast body of men with whom he is 
constantly associated, and whose in
terests are so bound up with his own. 
It is well that you should· testify your 
high estimation of such men as your 
brother farmer whom you have met 
to-night to honour. Independent far
mers, men who dare spt:ak and dare 
come out. are not so abundant in this 
country as that you can afford to think 

I 
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lightly of any of them. Probably under 
no conceivable circumstances can it be 
expected that there should not be some
what more dependence between the oc
cupiers and the owners of land than 
there is between some other classes in 
society; but it is of the utmost conse
quence that a system like this - which 
wars against the prosperity of the far
mers,-which blights all their hopes, and 
makes it utterly impossible that their 
industry should procure its reward - it 
is, I say, of the utmost possible conse
quence that there should he men who 
dare speak out, and that when such in
dividuals are found they should receive 
honour, and be repaid with the gratitude 
of their brother farmers in every part of 
the kingdom. 

We have heard a good deal within 
the last year or two of farmers' friends; 
but I take it that Mr. Homcastle is a 
true farmers' friend, and, if it were not 
that fortunate circumstances have made 
him in some degree independent of 
those who would be likely to injure 
him, he would not only be the farmers' 
friend, but he would be likely to become 
a martyr for farmers. I am delighted 
to see this meeting, because I take it to 
be a sign of the times, and a sign of 
better times-all evidence that farmers 
are about to think, act, and do some
thing for themselves. I conceive there 
is no delusion so great as that of be
lieving that the great and the mighty of 
the earth will ever be the true, sincere, and 
disinterested friendsof the middle classes, 
either in this or any other kingdom. 

I have heard men say that there is 
no spirit amongst farmers. I never be
lieved that statement. I have felt that 
there has always been spirit. but that it 
has been slumbering. It has not been 
dead, but it has been less active on ac
count of many circumstances; but cir
cumstances may arise, and now I believe 
have arisen, to make that spirit appear 
not only existent, but to show it active, 
resolute, and determined. 

The real object of this meeting is to 
give an exp.:ession to the opinions of 
the fatmers in this district with respect 

to what is now commonly called the 
game nuisance. It is a protest against 
a mischievous and unjust system. The 
time will come, and that too before the 
children of some now present are as old 
as we are, when people will look back 
with astonishment at what farmers have 
suffered in connection with this question 
of game. Look at the position in which 
you now stand. The landowner lets 
his land, and the farmer, a capitalist to 
some amount, takes it. Well, every
body who is not acquainted with the 
circumstances of this country, and who 
is not puzzled with the extraordinary 
things he sees round him, would suppose 
that, when the l ... downer lets hi~ land, 
he gave up its ownership during the 
term for which it was let. That is, he 
lets the land to the tenant, the tenant 
having the right to possess fully all the 
produce of the land, and the whole' of 
the animals and stock which live upon 
it. Now, look at .the position of the 
farmer when he takes his farm. It is 
said he himself makes half his bargain ; 
he is uncommonly fortunate if he does 
so. Is it nol notorious that in every 
county of Great Britain there is, and 
has been for years past, a competition 
for land so fierce that nearly all the 
bargain is in the hands of the landlord? 
The effect of this competition is to bid 
up rent to the very highest point at 
which it can be hoped to be paid, and 
to bear down every covenant and right 
which, under other circumstances, the 
farmer might reasonably expect to be 
granted to him for the preservation of 
his interests. 

Now, the farmer gets possession of 
his land; it becomes the centre of the 
hopes of himself and his family; his 
capital is more or kss invested in it
some sunk in permanent improvements, 
and some in the stock, implements, and 
materials upon the surface of the farm. 
He hopes that it may tum out well for 
him; he gets lip early, works hard and 
late-thousands of farmers with their 
hands, and thousands more with their 
heads. He gives his skill, industry, and 
perseverance to the soil; he is subject I 
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to the vicissitudes of seasons, against 
which no human foresight can altogether 
prevail, and he stands the chance and 
hazard of the markets. He has to con
tend also against the effect of the igno
rance of landowning legislators, in 
which ignorance, unfortunately for him, 
there are no vicissitudes. The result 
is but a very moderate compensation 
for his expenditure and labour, and that 
compensation is in many cases alto
gether destroyed, and in very many 
more cases much lessened, by a system 
which does no good to any human being 
whatever, which exists solely for the 
amusement of the rich and powerful 
class at the expense of the interests of 
the tenantry and peasantry, and at a 
very great and enormous sacrifice to 
the whole community. There can be 
no success to the farmer under a system 
of game-preserving. 

In moving for a committee in the 
House of Commons, two or three weeks 
ago, I brought forward cases which 
were laughed at in that assembly, and 
which I was told were not true. I did 
not bring before them my worst cases, 
for I was afraid that had I done so 
they would not have believed them; 
but, now we have obtained that com
mittee, I will produce cases infinitely 
worse than the very worst of those I 
then cited.' I shall call before them 
farmers, who will prove, on oath were 
it necessary-which it is not before a 
committee of the House of Commons
that they had sacrificed at least 5001. 
a-year for a succession of years. I 
can bring forward a tenant who can 
show that for a number of years he has 
expended J ,0001. annually in the pur
chase of artificial manure, and yet so 
completely was his farm ravaged by 
game that he found it useless to toil 
and sacrifice his capital and to farm in 
this manner, and he therefore discon
tinued this large purchase of artificial 
manure, and thus to a very great extent 
diminished the employment of labourers, 
and consequently lessened their chance 
of a fair remuneration in the rarish in 
which that farm was situate. 

By this system of game-preserving 
the landlords are made the. greatest 
enemies of a class in whose real well
being they have the truest and greatest 
interest; for of all men in the world 
the landlord is the most interested in 
having his tenants contented and pros
perous : not only because he lives among 
them, occasionally meets them, and 
hears froni and about them, but because 
his own pocket interest is involved in it, 
if he could but see it in its true light; 
for where you find the tenants most 
prosperous, enlightened, and satisfied, 
there you find the soil best cultivated, 
the amount of its produce the greatest, 
poor-rates the lowest, and rent in
variably highest, and paid with the. 
greatest certainty and security. But 
the landlords take extraordinary means 
to make their farmers suspect them. I 
maintain that there is not, and never 
has been since the time when man first 
peopled this earth, if history may be 
relied on, any race of beings so unsus
pecting and confiding as the tenantry of 
this country. During the last year the 
landlords have been asking the farmers 
-nay, in some cases threatening to com
pel them - to employ more labourers. 
A landed proprietor, a Member of the 
House of Commons, told me only a 
week ago, when discussing this very 
question, that he forced all his tenants 
to employ a ce,tain amount of labour 
upon each of his farms. If a man pre
serves game. refuses security of tenure, 
talks all sorts of nonsense to his tenants 
if ever he gets them round him. and dis
courses about everything but their real 
grievances and the true way by which a 
man can become prosperous. and then, 
when he finds that some labourers are 
not employed, and that there are not 
sufficient means for the farmer whereby 
he can pay a high rent and a high rate 
of wages also-if he comes and forces 
them by covenants in their leases, that 
they shall employ an amount of labour 
over and above that which they would 
otherwise be willing to employ- I say 
that all this introduces a system which 
is most destructive to the interests of 
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the landowners themselves, and most 
degrading and ruinous to the indepen
dence and interests of the tenantry. 
Capital must yield profit, or labour will 
not thrive. Men do not take farms 
merely for the pleasure of paying rents 
or employing labourers. I am a mann
factnrer in a considerable way of busi
ness, but I never professed to keep on 
my manufactory for the benefit of my 
work-people, or for the sake of clothing 
my customers. My object is, by the 
expenditure of capital and by giving 
labour to a business, to procure for 
myself and family a comfortable income, 
with a hope of realising something like 
a competency at a late period of my 
life. I apprehend that the tenant-farmer 
takes his farm with a precisely similar 
view; and yet I am convinced that there 
is no class of capitalists in this country 
who, for the last thirty years, have ob
tained so small a return for the amount 
of capital and labour they have em
ployed as have the cultivators of the 
soil. 

If the landowners are interested in 
the well-being of their tenantry, the 
tenantry are also interested in the pros
perity of the labourers. I have been 
in some of the northern parts of this 
kingdom, where I have seen a very dif
ferent condition of the agricultural 
labourers from that which is to be 
noticed in the southern counties: a 
state in· which. the labourers seem to 
be interested in the success of the 
farmer and the prosperity of the soil. 
The same condition might exist all over 
the kingdom. Get rid of this infamous 
trifling with the interests of the farmer i· 
do not let the amusements of a smal 
class be put in competition not only 
with the prosperity, but with the very 
existence of a much larger class. Let 
us, if possible-I say' us,' for, although 
I am not a farmer, I am deeply in
terested, as every man must be, in the 
prosperity of agriculture-I say, let us 
get a system of farming, of agreements, 
of management, from one end of it to 
the other, placed on some intelligible, 
rational, business·like footing, and then 

we shall have landowners respected 
because they are just, alld tenants inde
pendent because they are prosperous. 

I have said that by this system the 
amusements of the rich are pllt in the 
balance, and actually weigh down con
siderations of much greater importance 
-the prosperity of farmers, the well
being of the labourers. and the true 
interests of the community. Who does 
not know that from 1838 to 1842 we 
had, for nearly five years. harvests 
which were under the average; that the 
consequence was great scarcity of pro
visions, with very high prices? Some 
men may think that this is a very desira
ble state of things. I will not argue for 
a moment with any individual who 
maintains that scarcity can lj>e benefIcial 
either for individuals or nations. During 
that period we had an importation from 
abroad to a considerable extent, such as 
the law allowed; bnt we had at the 
same time millions of heads of game of 
every description-game which, in a 
country densely peopled like this, must 
soon come to be considered as vermin ; 
and yet there they were throughout the 
whole of that period devouring probahly 
as large a quantity of the produce of 
the soil of England as the whole amount 
that we imported from abroad. 

The community, then, have a claim 
upon the landowners. if not upon the 
tenant· farmers. They have made them
selves by law, though we are not here 
to discuss that law, and we should very 
likely greatly differ, and you might not 
agree with us, on that question; but 
they have made themselves the pur
veyors-general- that is, they supply the 
food, or profess to do so-for the 
27.000,000 of people who inhabit Great 
Britain and Ireland. If they do thus 
think it desirable for State purposes 
that the population should be restricted 
to the food they are willing to supply 
them with, they are not to deem it un
reasonable if some portion of the popu-· 
lation, who sometimes do not get 
enough, should ask them why it is that 
while they maintain this system of re
striction they also mamtain a practice 
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by which a large portion of the produce 
is devoured by game kept solely for 
their own amusement? I believe-
indeed. I know-that at the end of last 
session, when I gave notice of my in
tention to bring forward this question 
of thf! Game-laws in Parliament, it 
was thought to be rather an odd and 
somewhat impertinent meddling with 
a matter not precisely within my 
province. 

I remember, when I read the notice 
that I should move the House upon the 
subject at the commenc;ement of the 
present session, that there was a little 
titter, a little derisive laughter from the 
opposite side of the House. The land
owners were not well acquainted with 
the condition of the farmers. or the state 
of the country in which they live. I 
believe they do not know much about 
the mischief which game does to their 
tenants and themselves. I think I may 
venture to say that I know more about 
the state of the tenantry of this country 
than the majority of those to whom the 
tenants pay their rents. When this 
case was brought forward, unless my 
statements could have been altogether 
denied, it was utterly impossible for the 
House to refuse the committee. There 
were the cases of damage well authenti
cated-injury to the tenant, destruction 
to the allotments of the labourers, the 
insolence, depredations, and irritation 
caused by gamekeepers, the demoraliza
tion of the labourers, the thousands in 
gaol, the hundreds transported, and the 
scures murdered-the House of Com
mons would have been infinitely worse 
than its greatest calumniator or enemy' 
has ever dared to brand it, had it 
refused the investigation which I de
manded. founded upon the cases which 
I was then able to submit to it. 

The committee which has been ap
pointed, 1 believe, will be a tolerably 
fair one. 1 chose seven of its members 
myself, and the Government selected 
the remaining eight. I am bound to 
acknowledge that throughout the whole 
of this matter Ministers have behaved 
in the most honourable and handsome 

manner; that there was not the slightest 
objection to anyone person" proposed 
by me as a member of that committee; 
and I believe that, if the Government 
had dared to have done it, they would 
have put upon it from their side of the 
House men more favourable to the in
terests of the tenantry than those who 
were eventually placed there. We are 
about to meet next week, for the first 
time, for evidence. I have had all 
amount of correspondence which it is 
almost impossible to get through. 1 
have written for the last fortnight or 
three weeks not unfrequently from thirty 
to fifty letters a-day, nearly all of which 
have been to persons connected, more 
or less, with the cultivation of the soil, 
and having reference to the question of 
game. I have here a large number of 
llames of persons who will come up and 
give evidence before the committee. I 
do not think the other party will call 
manywitnesses; for he would be a very 
bold man who would come up and say 
that game-preserving was advantageolls, 
or not positively injurious, to agricul
ture. They will probably content them
selves by cross-examining the witnesses 
that we shall bring up. But what we 
want is specific and accurate statements 
of damage, and opinions formed upon 
experience of the past, by men who 
have had the best possible opportunities 
of judging. 

I do hope, when this evidence is 
brought out to the public, as it will be 
before or about the close of this session, 
that we shall then have this grievous 
abuse fairly exposed; and when that is 
once done we may be certain that there 
is no man out of Bedlam, no individual 
who does not wish to bring down upon 
himself the ridicule or, what is worse, 
the execration of the public. will eYer 
say another word in favour of this 
grievance of preserving game, which has 
been practised for so many years past 
by a great portion of the landed pro
prietors in most parts of the kingdom. 
But what I want is, that farmers every
where should seriously consider their 
position. There are farmers who yet 
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believe that I am their enemy, inasmuch: 
as I have been prominently connected 
with the agitation of another qllestion. 
It may be that those farmers are right, 
and that I am wrong. I believe they 
are honest; I am quite sure that I am. 
Upon that question we must agree to 
differ until one or the other be con
verted. I trust that all discussion upon 
it may be carded on in a rational and 
kindly spirit, such as becomes men who 
wish only for the truth, and then I be
lieve the time cannot be far distant when 
that which is true will be discovered, 
and not only discovered, but esta
blished. 

But ,upon this question of game 
ninety-nine farmers out of every hun
dred would shake hands and agree with 
me entirely. I had a letter from Wilt~ 
shire the other day, from a gentleman 
connected very closely with farmers, and 
whose family are all similarly situated. 
He says, • Your name is a household 
word with the farmers in this district; 
and they literally swear by you I' If 
we agree upon this point we will work 
harmoniously; we will go together as 
far as we can, and do all the good we 
can in company. I wish the farmers in 
this county-and t,here are some who 
arewell able to do it-would put them
selves still more in communication with 
me upon this question. Let us have 
fromeverycountywhere game.preserving 
has been carried to any serious extent, 
a body of witnesses who shall for ever 
settle the question, as "respects the par
ticular county. It is not sufficient that 
I should prove that game-preserving has 
done alarming mischief in Suffolk or in 
Wiltshire, for to prove that there is a 
local malady would not perhaps justify 
Parliament in applying that which may 
be termed a general remedy; but what 
I want is to bring out as much as 
possible the truth from every county 
where this nuisance has been oppressive. 
They should come up now before the 
committee, and that will be infinitely 
better than petitioning Parliament. Let 
them come up now and state before the 
committee what they know and what 

they have seen, and you may rely upon 
it, such is the intelligence and deter
mination in the public mind of England, 
that when an abuse is fairly exposed 
and brought out to demonstration so 
that nobody can deny that it is an 
abuse, the time ,is near at hand when 
Parliament will be forced to 'abate it. 

It will be a fine thing for this COUJitry 
when farmers lose a little bit of that 
overweening confidence they have in the 
farmers' friends. I would not to-night 
say a syllable against any landed pro
prietbr-I belleve in my conscience that 
many of their errors are errors of judg
ment and not of heart.' I believe that 
they have been living amongst circum
stances the most unfavourable to a dis
covery of what is their true interests; 
and their ignorance of their own affairs 
has made them most officious in offering 
advice, which was wholly valueless to 
their tenants when assembled at dinners 
and meetings of various kinds. What 
I want farmers to do henceforth is this, 
to take nothing upon credit. I would 
not take anything for granted. Do not 
believe anything that I say, or which my 
friend Mr. Cobden may utter; do not, 
for a moment, think it worth anything, 
until you have reasoned it out and 
examined the facts, and made yourselves 
sure. But apply the same rule to the 
landowners. I want you to apply it to 
all. Candidates come before you at the 
hustings, and they pledge themselves to 
all sorts of impossible things. It is 
.notorious that half the things which 
men say they will do when they go to 
Parliament, that assembly has no more 
power to perform than it has to prevent 
the sun rising to-morrow. These men 
come, and they promise a variety of 
impossible things; they go to Parlia
ment and cannot perform them, and 
then those who sent them there are 
disappointed, and fancy they are be
trayed. 

If the tenantry of this country, power
ful as they are now in numbers on the 
county registers, would look a little to 
their own rank, and not quite so much 
to another rank and order, they would 
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find more real atten tion to their true 
interests on behalf of county representa
tives thaa they do at present. I bought 
the Ti"", newspaper at the station as 
I was coming clown, and I find a para
graph in it which may be worth reading. 
It is extracted from the W.sten& Timu, 
a Devonshire paper. It states-

• A requisition is actually determined on, 
to invite three eminent renting farmers to 
stand as candidates for the next Parliamen
tary election. The farmers of Devon are 
determined to have men who pay rent to 
look after their interests in the House of 
Commons. We do not anticipate much 
immediate success from such a step, but it 
will tearJ!. the aristocracy a lesson, and open 
the eyes of the tenant· fanners to their 
power, if they choose to act in concert.' 

How would it be if a tenant·farmer 
were to put up for some county? In 
my neighhourhood there used to be a 
little jealousy about manufacturers. 
They had a notion that nobody should 
go to Parliament but a man who had 
no other occupation to fill up his time, 
and who had moreover a great deal of 
money to bear the expense of a life in 
London. which was supposed to be 
enormous. But now they have found 
out their mistake, and they take a man 
here and another there. who is not a 
lord. and whose ancestors we do not 
know exactly what they were. but a man 
who has common sense and common 
honesty-which two things I suppose 
are called' common' for the very reason 
that they are so rarely to be met with. 

We have heard frequently-I have 
read repeatedly, at the proceedings of 
agricultural meetings of various kinds
that the toast has been proposed of 
• agriculture and commerce' by men 
who despise commerce but yet sell 
-game-they have had the audacity to 
toast commerce and agriculture to
gether. There is and ought ever to be 
a real w1ion between these two great 
branches, by which nations subsist, but 
heretofore it has been only nominal, and 
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in commerce as it has been in agri
culture. Speeches made at meetings 
such as I have referred to have also had 
the effect of making this union unreal. 
I hope that to·night is the begirming 
of a new era. No man here will believe 
for a moment that I can have personally 
the smallest interest in injuring any 
individual in this country who is the 
possessor or the cultivator of a single 
acre of its soiL There never can be 
prosperity in any country while all the 
numerous cultivators of the soil are 
permanently depressed and injured; 
there can be no doubt that under all 
circumstances the vast bulk of the sub
sistence of our people must be derived 
from our own soil. and from the direct 
labour. as cultivators, of a vast portion 
of our own countrymen. 

There can be no doubt whatever that 
any law passed in Parliament for any 
particular benefit of commerce, unless 
it be a just law,-and being just, which 
can be permanent,-must be injurious 
to the prosperity of agriculture itstlf. 
In the county from which I come, Lan· 
cashire, the most prominent in the world 
for manufactures and commerce, there 
is at this time a condition of prosperity. 
when contrasted with what we saw 
three years ago, so remarkable that it 
appears to be nothing less than a 
miracle. I say it is that miracle which 
we see every day, and yet are unob
servant of it: the miracle that the sun 
shines, and that the showers fall in due 
season, the earth is prolific, alld the 
great ~d bountiful Benefactor of our 
species gives abundance to the people; 
and that abundance having come for 
two or three years in succession, the 
prostrate millions of working-men who 
were idle and pauperised are now stand
ing erect, and are employed, and well 
paid, and independent, as much so as 
I have ever seen them at any former 
period. Whilst I see that with this 
abundance there is that prosperity in the 
most numerous classes of the people, 
I cannot for a moment suppose that the 
prosperity of a nation can in any degree 
depend upon the foolish fallacies which 
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ignorant men of all parties have spread 
in connection with these subjects. 

. But with reference to this game move
ment I must ask this meeting to bear 
in mind that when a man connected 
with the district which I come from
having no claim by long standing in the 
House of Commons, nor by lengthened 
service anywhere-when he comes for
ward upon a question like this, you must 
be certain that to carry it to a successful 
issue it needs far more than my own 
individual efforts: it requires the as
sistance of intelligent, independent, and 
experienced men in all parts of the 
country. There are some in this meeting 
who within the next month will give 
evidence on your behalf before the Game 
Committee, and I trust that the names 
I already have down here will be in
creased before that time, so that-at 
least-half a dozen good witnesses may 
go from this district, I mean from this 
particular cowlty. So far with respect 
to this Game Committee. 

There is one more topic to which I 
would call your attention. An attempt 
was made only a fortnight ago to pro
cure a committee to inquire into other 
complaints of the agricultural portion 
of the community; that committee was 
refused; but from the altered tone 
which I have seen in the House, even 
within the very short time that I have 
been a Member of it, I am persuaded 
that the time is hastening on when all 
parties in that House-the highest 
Protectionist and the most acyve and 
prominent Free-trader, with all that are 
between those points-will be anxious 
to come to a real and honest investi
gation into the circumstances which do 
affect the prosperity of the cultivators 
of the soil. When once there comes 
that spirit over the minds of men,
a spirit which repudiates party-which 

seeks not to gain advantage here by the 
spoliation of somebody there-but a 
spirit which wishes the truth to be fully 
discovered and established,-when once 
that spirit prevails upon both sides of 
the. House, as I believe it will before 
long with reference to some of these 
matters, then the farmers of this country, 
and every class, may look upon that day 
as the dawning of a better era, when the 
cultivators of the soil, the honourable, 
ancient, numerous, and most necessary 
of all classes of the community, shall no 
longer be made the shuttlecock of poli
tical parties, but be treated as rational 
men, and their interests considered in a 
rational manner. . 

I will say, in conclusion, that I am 
delighted with this meeting. I have 
met now, for two years past, with large 
bodies of farmers in different parts of 
the country; many have been friendly 
and others hostile to my views; I have 
always gone from them with this con
viction, that wherever they have erred, 
as I believe they have often done, it has 
been from mistaking their way, and 
because either they have followed blind 
leaders, or are themselves unsuspectingly 
blind. But I come more and more to 
this conviction, that there is no class of 
men in this country who, if they know 
what is right, and have the power to 
follow their convictions, will make a 
more unanimous and determined effort 
for the attainment of that right than 
will the tenant-farmers of this king
dom. When I see what my friend Mr. 
Horncastle has done, and the manner 
in which you have received his services, 
and expressed your approbation of his 

. conduct, I cannot but think that, as 
there are thousands who can applaud 
his conduct, there must be great num
bers ready to imitate it, 
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[In November, 1863, Mr. Cobden and Mr. Bright spoke at a meeting at Rochdale, on 
the subject of the English laws affecting Land and Labourers. Th,ese speeches were 
grossly misrepre.ented by the ~jmes newspaper, and Mr. Cobden charged Mr. Delane, 
the Editor of that Journal, with intentional and· scandalous misrepresentation in his 
comments upon them. The correspondence between the Statesman and the Editor 
was instructive, and created much interest at the lime. The following speech was 
delivered as a comment on the conduct of Mr. Delane, and as a defence of the 
opinions expressed at the meeting at Rochdale.] 

ALTHOUGH I have often stood before 
you on this platform, yet I can assure 
you that on no former occasion have I 
felt it necessary so much to ask your 
forbearance and your silent attention as 
on this occasion. I had no hppe a 
week ago that I should be able to attend 
here to-night, and to address this large 
audience, but being here in the per
formance of my duty as one of your 
representatives, I shall endeavour to 
lay before you the thoughts which are 
uppermost in my mind, and which bear 
upon the questions in which we are all 
deeply interested. 

There are two subjects which have 
been treated upon by my hon. Colleague, 
about ~hich I would say a few words. 
before I come to that which I had in
tended to speak about. The first is the 
question which now keeps Europe in 
~uspense, which may end in Ii war, or 
may end in some diplomatic accom
modation of a long-standing quarrel. 
I will not go into the history of the 
Danish and German dispute. I have 
received since I came here a long and 
most able letter from a German Professor 
resident in this country on behalf of the 

German view of that question-pro
bably he is now within the sound of my 
voice. I can only tell him, in telling 
you, that I agree entirely, and from my 
heart, with every word that my hon; 
Colleague spoke upon that question; 
and I will say further, that if there be a 
Government possible in our day that 
will plunge this country into war under 
the pretence of maintaining the balance 
of power in Europe and sustaining any 
kingdom there, be it little or great, I 
say that Government not only is not 
werthy of the confidence of the people 
of England, but deserves our execratiO!l 
and abhorrence. 

There is one other question to which 
my hon. Collea!,'\le has devoted a con
siderable fortion of his speech. He 
said, and believe it, that a year ago 
he felt it a painful thing to stand here 
and to avow opinions contrary to those 
of many of his friends, and contrary to 
those which I had avowed before. I 
told you then how painful a thill}:" it 
was for me to stand up and to contro
vert on this platform any of the state
ments which he had made. I came 
here to-night intending to say no single 
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word as to the question between North 
and South in the United States. My 
opinion is that the unanimous judgment 
of the people of England, so far as that 
is ever shown upon any public question, 
is in favour of the course which her 
Majesty's Government have publicly 
declared it to be their intention to 
pursue. I believe .that my hon. Friend 
is mistaken in the view he takes of the 
meaning of the result of what he calls 
a recognition of the South. I have 
seen it stated by authority, North as 
well as South, and by authority which 
I may term English, and by authority 
from France, that in the present con
dition of that quarrel, recognition, by 
all the usages of nations, must neces
sarily lead to something more. And, 
therefore, although there were no ques
tion of slavery, even though it were 
simply a political revolt, and though 
there were no special moral question 
connected with it, I believe, looking to 
the past usage of this country with 
regard to the rebellion of the Greeks 
against Turkey, and with regard to the 
revolt of the colonies of South America 
against Spain, that it can be demon
strated that these cases afford no 
support whatever to the argument that 
we are permitted now to recognise the 
South, and that if such recognition did 
take place now, it could only exasperate 
still more the terrible strife which exists 
on the North American continent, and 
would spread that strife even to Europe 
itself. . 

I am myself of opinion, as I have 
been from the first, that the people of 
America-so numerous, so powerful, so 
instructed, so capable in every way
will settle the difficulties of that conti
nent without asking the old countries of 
Europe to take any share in them. I 
believe that in the providence of the 
Supreme, the slaveholder-untaught, 
unteachable by fact or argument, or 
Christian precept-has been permitted 
to commit-I will not call it the crime 
-but the act of suicide. Whether 
President Lincoln be in favour of aboli
tion ; whether the Northerners are unani-

mous against slavery; whatever may 
be said or thought with regard to the 
transactions on that continent, he must 
be deaf imd blind-and worse than deaf 
and blind-who does not perceive that, 
through the instrumentality of this 
strife, that most odious and most inde
scribable offence against man and 
against heaven-the slavery of man, 
the bondage of four millions of Ollr 
fellow-creatures-is coming to a certain 
and rapid end. 

Sir, I will say of this question that I 
look forward to the time when I shall 
stand on this platfomi with my honour
able Colleague, and when he will join 
.with me-for he is honest enough and 
frank enllugh to do that-when he will 
join with me in rejoicing that there does 
not breathe a slave on the North Ameri
can Continent, and that the Union has 
been completely restored. And not 
only so, but he will rejoice that England 
did not in the remotest manner, by a 
word or a breath, or the raising of a 
finger, or the setting of a type, do one 
single thing to promote the atrocious 
object of the leaders of this accursed 
insurrection. 

NoJV' Sir, I must ask you to listen to 
me for a little on matters less exciting 
-and our friends down below here who 

. are enduring So sort of purgatory,-I 
must ask them to be as compassionate 
to me as they can, and I will com
miserate them as much as possible. 
Abollt two months ago, on the twenty
fourth of November, I had the opportu
nity of making a speech in the town of 
Rochdale, where I live. The meeting 
was, I suppose, nearly as large as this. 
It was called for the purpose of afford. 
ing an opportunity to our distinguished 
representative, Mr. Cobden, to address 
his constituents. There are very few 
meetings of that kind at Rochdale to 
which I am not invited, and in which I 
am not expected to take part. On that 
oceasion I took the opportunity of 
objecting to those persons who think 
that everything is done in this country 
that needs to be done-that everybody 
is so happy that politics are at an end. 

~-----------------------~~------------------------------~ 
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I spoke particularly of the question of 
the million or million and a half of our 
labouring population who are employed 
in cultivating the soil. I need not tell 
you that from that time to this there 
has been rather a lively discussion in 
the newspapers about what was said at 
that meeting. _ 

I have had no opportunity of speak
ing since, and I have not thought it 
necessary to write anything on the 
matter, but if you will give me your 
attention for a short time I should like 
to say a little about it. What I said at 
that meeting on the subject of the land 
was this:-

• I should say, if we were fairly repre
sented, that feudalism, with regard to the 
land of England, would perish, and that 
Ihe a-gricultural labourer throughout the 
United Kingdom would be redeemed from 
that poverty and serfdom which, up to 
this time, have been his lot. It would 
take a night, it would take a long speech, 
to go into the question of the condition of 
that unfortunate class; but with laws such 
as we have, which are intended to bring 
vast tracks of land into the possession of 
one man, that one man may exercise 
great political power, that system i. a 
curse to the country, and dooms the 
agricultural labourer, I say. to perpetual 
poverty and degradation.' 

There were comments on that speech, 
but I will only refer to the comments 
of one paper, the Time.. The Times, 
in an article upon foreign politics, and 
speaking of small States in Europe who 
may have something to gain by change, 
said that they might look upon these 
changes with something of that satis
faction with which the poor 'might 
regard Mr. Bright's proposition for the 
division among them of the lands of 
the rich. Well. you know that a cor
respondence took place almost imme
diately, and in consequence of that 
passage, between my friend Mr. Cobden 
and Mr. John Delane, the editor of the 
Time.. Now, this is what the Time. 
had said, that I am now about to read, 
two days after the speech :-

'This language'-

that is, the language of Mr. Cobden; 
and yet my language, I am free to say, 
was more strong upon the general 
question, I think, than Mr. Cobden's-

'so often repeated and so often calculated 
to excite discontent among the poor and 
half-informed, has really only one intelli· 
gible meaning. .. Reduce the electoral 
franchise; for when you have done so you 
will obtain an assembly which will seize 
on the estates of proprietors of land and 
divide them gratuitously among the 
poor." , 

Well, Sir, when this notable newspaper 
editor was brought to book, what did 
he say? On the same day he wrote a 
letter to Mr. Cobden, the 18th Decem
ber, and also published an article in his 
newspaper. -In his letter he says: 
• You seem to assume that I charged 
you with proposing that this division 
should be accomplished by violence: 
Does anybody believe that anyone 
without violence can seize upon the 
lands of the rich, and distribute them 
gratuitously. that is. for nothing, amongst 
the -poor? On the same day, in an 
article, he made this statement :-

• Nobody was likely to charge those 
twa gentlemen with recommending .. a
grarian" outrages, for their interest is as 
much bound up with social order, the 
rights of property, and the Queen'~ peace 
as that of the whole peerage.' '. 

Which is true; but why did not he find 
that out before he had made that 
charge? - He says,-

• Nobody who read the single line 
which Mr. Cobden has seized fOf a peg to 
hang his defence upon conld imagine for 
a moment that it pointed to violence.' 

This is the gentleman who professes to 
counsel and_ lead the nation. Now, 
,suppose he had charged Adam Smith, 
the great apostle of political economy, 
with approving piracy, or if he ht.d 
charged John Wesley with being an 
encourager of drunkenness and pro-
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fanity, would it have been more extra
ordinary than that _he should charge 
Mr. Cobden and myself with instigating 
agrarian outrages and the seizure of the 
estates of those who now hold them, 
for the purpose of dividing them among 
the people, of course taking nothing 
from the people for them, and therefore 
giving nothing to the rich for them? H 
there be two men in England, I will un
dertake to say, who have more conscien
tiously and more faithfully preached for 
twenty-five years the doctrines of ab
solute honesty with regard to poli
tical questions in England, those two 
men are Mr. Cobden and myself. But 
Mr. Cobden came forward to assail 
Mr. Delane when he made ~is charge 
against me. He found a man in a 
mask endeavouring to stab me in the 
back,-for he bad not seen. that the 
same man had been, in a previous 
article, also stabbing him,-and he 
came forward, and dragged his mask 
from him, and he showed him to the 
gaze of the whole nation and of the 
world. And at last, after denial and 
equivocation of every kind, this un
masked editor of this great journal was 
obliged to retire from the personal part 
of this controversy, and to skulk back 
into his anonymous hiding-place, which 
suits him better. 

I will tell you how it was. Neither 
Mr. Cobden nor I have ever said any
thing to show that we thought it desir
able to abolish by force of law anony
mous writing in our newspapers;· but 
Mr. Cobden laments. as I do, and as 
you all do, that the anonymous system 
is inevitably a shelter for a man who 
has no sense of honour. I recolh:ct a 
description which I am sure will suit 
Mr. Delane admirably. It was pub
lished some time ago in the city of New 
York, and described a notorious poli_ 
tician there who, if I am not mistaken, 
has been at the elbowofthe New York 
correspondent of the Times for the last 
twelve mouths-with what happy suc
cess to the forecast and the honesty of 
that paper we all know. It was said of 
him that 'he was a just man and a 

righteous man, and that he walked up" 
rightly before Ibe world. but when he 
was not before the world his walk was 
slantindicular.' Sir, the Times news
paper, notwithstanding all this, is a 
power in this country, and a power in 
Europe. No man laments more than 
I do that so much power should be 
associated with what I will call a god
less intellect and a practical atheism. 
No one laments more than I do that a 
paper which was once great in its inde
pendence has become now-what shall 
I say?_domesticated, for the editor of 
the Times is now domesticated in the 
houses of Cabinet Ministers and mem
bers of high families in London. He 
has learned now,-in this day, when 
that paper might have been more useful 
than ever,-to fetch and carry for Cam
bridge House. And, Sir, for aught I 
know, looking at what is said in the 
clubs in London about the dispensation 
of patronage to men who have been 
writers for that journal, I am not sure, 
unless what I say now may make it 
difficult, that some day or other some 
proprietor (or chief proprietor) of that 
paper may not find himself placed in 
the House of Peers as compensation 
for the services offered to the present 
Prime Minister of England. 

But now, passing from that subject, 
you will remember that my argument 
at Rochdale was that the agricultural 
labouring population of this country 
were in a deplorable condition, and that 
I believed that to a large extent it was 
to be attributed to the unsowld and un
just laws which regulate the possession 
and distribution of land. Now you 
know, of course, living in Birmingham, 
as well as we know, that, contrary to 
what exists in some countries, we have 
three great classes connected with land. 
We have the landowner first, who is 
always becoming richer-that is if he 
does not spend too much. His land is 
always becoming more valuable. You 
find him living in a better house, with 
more gorgeous fittings. with a more 
splendid equipage, and following more 
expensive amusements. [A Voice: • I 
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thought the cotton lords did that.'] 
No doubt. If you pursue it further, 
you find the tenant-farmers occupying 
larger farms, and in connection with 
the tenant-farmers there is a much 
greater apparent wealth. But if you 
come to the labourers, who cultivate 
the land, by whose toil and whose 
sweat your tables are furnished with 
bread and with beef, and with many 
other things that they produce, you find 
these labourers at this moment, I 
believe, at a comparatively greater dis
tance from the landlord, and from the 
tenant probably, than they were at any 
former period. [ • No, no.'] There is 
a gentleman present who differs from 
me; I am glad he is in the meeting. 

I will ask you whether, during past 
years, you have read any letters in the 
Times newspaper signed by the initials 
• S. G. 0.' These letters were written 

I by a gentleman of rare intelligence and 
i of great benevolence. His descriptions 
, I believe may be entirely relied upon. 

If any of you have read some letters 
written three or four months ago from 
parts of Buckinghamshire and published 
in the Star newspaper, with regard to 
the condition of that population,-you 
will know what it is that I mean,-but 
if you are unwilling to take their evi-
dence, let us take the evidence of a 
witness that nobody here will call in 
question, and that is the evidence of 
the Saturday Review. On the 26th of 
September last there was an article in 
that journal on • Agricultural La
bourers,' in which it said-and I beg 
you to listen to it, for, in point of fact, 
it is the great part of my speech. The 
extract from the article reads thus ;-

• When the dull season of the year 
comes round [it is between October and 
the meeting of Parliament] all sorts of 
odd persons and things have their share 
of public attention, and even agricultural 
labourers are pitied and discussed. At 
other times they live on with no one 
much to care for them-the farmer look
ing on them as his natural enemies, the 
palson's kindly soul getting weary of his 

long combat with their helpless stolid 
ignorance, and the squire not knowing 
what he can do for them fnrther than 
build two or three Elizabethan cottages, 
covered with honeysuckle, close to his 
gates.' 

And then the writer of the article pro
ceeds to say that when foreigners come 
here and read of the condition of agri
cultnral labourers they must be much 
shocked, for he adds ;-

• Weare moved to a languid shame and 
sadness by thinking how true the picture 
is, and what wretched, uncared-for, un
taught brutes the people are who raise the 
crops on which we live.' 

And then;-

• There is a wailing over the dirt and 
vice and misery that must prevail in 
houses where seven or eight persons, of 
both sexes and all ages, are penned up 
together for the night in the one rickety, 
foul, vermin-haunted bedroom. The pic
ture of agricultural life unrolls itself before 
us as it is painted by those who know it 
best. We see the dull clouded mind, the 
bovine gaze, the brutality and recklessness, 
the simple audacity of vice, the confused 
hatred of his betters, which mark the 
English peasant, unless some happy fortune 
has saved him from the general lot, and 
persuaded him that life "has something 
besides beer that the poor man may ha ve 
and may relish." , 

He then ~oes on to declare that • the 
old feudalIsm' - feudalism is precisely 
the thing I mentioned-

• The old feudalism of England-the 
state of things when there yet were serfs, 
and when the lords of the soil were almost 
a different order of beings-still colours 
the relations of the rich and the poor.' 

And perhaps you would like to know 
what he says an agricultural labourer 
should be. The writer states ;-

• It is looked on as the dllty and place 
of the poor man to stay in his native 
vil)age for ever; to work hard for ten or 
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twelve millings a-week, and bring up a 
large family respectably on the money; 
to touch his hat to the gentry. to go to 
church regularly, and· to make out as 
much as he can of the service; to hate 
the public-house, and feel no longing for 
company and a bright fire or gossip, and 
to be guided towards heaven by the curate 
and the young ladies. This is the poor 
man which modern feudalism actually pro
duces, and who may be seen by anyone 
who stands opposite the door of the 
village beershop on a Saturday evening.' 

Now this is the testimony of the 
Saturday Review, and what do you 
think the writer of the article from 
which I have just quoted proposes?
he proposes that instead of a man re
ceiving parochial relief from the parish, 
he shall be allowed to receive it from 
that larger area, namely, from the 
Union; and that a law which he says 
is hardly ever put in practice should 
be repealed, by which a working-man 
breaking a contract to work is treated 
as a felon. I do not believe those 
remedies would be sufficient for the 
terrible malady which he has described 
in such powerful language. May I ask 
you this question? Is it the unchange
able law of Heaven that the agricul
tural population of this country shall 
continue in that condition? Writers 
tell you, that your agriculture is far 
better than any other agriculture, that 
you produce a larger quantity of wheat 
or any other produce over a given sur
face. We know that there is the greatest 
market in the world close at their doors, 
and the means of conveyance to every 
part of the kingdom. Then I -want to 
know why it is that the labouring popu
lation upon the farms of this country are 
in the condition I have just descrihed. 
Is it so in the most civilized parts of 
Europe; is it so in the United States 
of America? No. I could give you, 
if it were not that reading evidence 
from books is not suited to a speech, 
and to a great meeting like this-I 
could read you evidence from every 
kind of man-from the highest in rank 

-from the most cultivated in mind
from the most extensively known in 
public affairs-I could prove to you, 
beyond all doubt, that in all these 
countries in Europe where the land is 
divided and the people have a chance 
of having some of it-those in fact who 
are industrious and frugal ~ that the 
condition of the agricultural and pea
sant population is infinitely superior to 
anything that is to be seen in Great 
Britain and Ireland. 

Well, then, you may ask me very 
reasonably,-what is the difference be
tween the laws of these countries and 
the laws of ours, and what changes do 
you p~opose? I will tell you in as few 
words as I can. In ilie greatest por
tion of the Continent of Europe-in 
France, in Germany, in Belgium, in 
Holland and in Norway, and in point 
of fact it is likely to become general 
throughout Europe, the law follows 
what is believed to be the natural law 
of affection and justice between parent 
and children. The large portion of the 
property of the parent must be by will 
tor if not by will the law will so order 
it) divided amongst the children; not 
land alone, but all the property of the 
parent, according to the number of his 
children. And you are to be frightened 
by this law of hequests as if it were 
something very dreadful. It only fol
lows the rule which the majority of 
your merchants, your manufacturers, 
and of all the people in the world have 
followed in these later days. of treating 
their children with equal affection and 
with equal justice. On going to the 
United States, you find a very different 
state of the law. There a man may 
leave his property as he likes amongst 
his children, because the United States' 
law believes that natural affection and 
justice are of themselves a sufficient law 
in the majority of cases, and therefore 
that it is not necessary to enforce these 
moral duties by any statute. But if a 
man dies without leaving a 'will. the 
law of the United States takes his pro- . 
perty, and looking upon his children 
with equal affection and equal justice, 
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makes that distribution which it believes 
the just and living parent would have 
made. 

But if you come to this country what 
do you find? You find this, that with 
regard to all kinds of property, except 
what is called real property, (meaning 
the land of the coun try and the houses 
upon it,) the law does exactly the same 
thing. It divides it equally amongst 
the children, because it knows that this 
is what the parent should have done, 
and would have done, if he had been a 
just parent. But when it comes to the 
question of the land, our law is con
trary to the European law which makes 
a statute according to natural justice, 
contrary to the United States' law, 
which, when there is no will, makes a 
distribution also in accordance with 
natural justice. Thus our law steps in 
and does that which natural justice 
would forbid. Now I should like to 
know if anybody is prepared to deny 
this. Personalty, that is, property which 
is not land, is divided equally; the pro
perty which is land is not divided 
equally, but is given to the eldest SOD 

in one lump. Now, tell me whether 
the principle which the law of Europe 
for the most part wishes to enforce, 
that which the law of America enforces 
when there is no will, that which we 

. enforce when land is not in question
whether that is not a more just law, 

'does not approve itself more to the 
hearts of men, and before the eye of 
Heaven, than a law by which we send 

, beggars. into the world,-it may be 
:.half-a-dozen children,-that we may 
~ make one rich in the possession of un-
necessary abundance? 

What are the reasons-these things 
are not done without reasons-ask any
body what are the reasons, and you are 
told, perhaps, that they are high political 
reasons. These high political reasons are 
often very curious. In some countries
in Turkey, for example-it has been the 
custom for a long time, and is hardly 
abandoned yet, that the wielder of the 
"ceptre should destroy his younger 
Drothers, lest they should become com-

petitors with him for the throne: What 
would you think if the law of this 
country doomed all the younger chil
dren to a want of freedom and tQ a 
total want of education,-if it conferred 
all the freedom and all the education 
on the eldest sons, and left the others 
to go to the streets? It would be as 
reasonable to cut off all the younger 
boys and girls from all education and 
all freedom, as it is to cut them off from 
their share of their father's property. 
But you will find to-morrow morning, 
in all probability, that the editor in this 
town,-who does not generally, as I 
have noticed, serve you up very strong 
meat,-will say, if he comments on this 
part of my speech, what use would it 
be to make a law that the property shall 
be divided in cases where there is no 
will, when men die so seldom without 
making a will, and will argue that the 
difference will be very small. I will 
tell you what difference it would make. 
It would take the tremendous sanction 
of the law from the side of evil, and put 
it on the side of good. 

There is a case-it is the only one 
which occurs to me-bearing upon this 
point. About the time when tlie Ame
rican colonies were severed from this 
country, the laws of primogeniture and 
entail were enforced iii the State of Vir
ginia in the most rigid manner. Mr. 
Jefferson, who was afterwards President 
of the Republic, considered it one of the 
greatest acts of his life that he prevailed 
upon the Legislature of Virginia to 
abolish these laws. You will find this 
statement in his Life, - • The class 
which thus provided for the perpetua
tion of its wealth also monopolized the 
civil honours of the colony.' You will 
be able to judge whether that is not 
very much the case in this country. 
Amongst the reasons which he gave 
for abolishing the law of entails was 
that he wished 'to make an opening 
for the aristocracy of virtue and talent, 
which nature has wisely provided for 
the direction of the interests of society. 
and scattered with equal hand through
out all its conditions.' And when he 
-----------~ -
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came to the abolition of the law and portion of the purchase money of the 
custom of primogeniture, that is, by property. 
the enactment of a law that property Now, may I ask you what is the 
should be equally divided whenever the political reason for which this state of 
parents did not leave a will, it is said things is maintained? It is for the 
by his biographer that these laws- very reason for which this system was 

'Have not merely altered the dis~ibu- established eight hundred years ago-
tion of that part of the landed property that there Rlay be in this country a 
which is transmitted to surviving relatives handful of persons, three or four times 
by the silent operation of law, but they as many as there are here-twice as 
have also operated on public opinion so many perhaps-who are the owners of 
as to infiuence the testamentary disposi- nearly all the land, in whose hand is 
tion of it by the proprietors, without concentrated nearly all the power, by 
which last effect the purpose of the Legis- whom the Government of the country 
lature might have been readily defeated. is mainly conducted, and amongst whom 
The cases are now very rare in which a the patronage of the Government is 
parent makes, by his will, a much more mainly distributed. In every country 
unequal distribution of liis property among in the world, as far as I know, the 
his childreu than the law itself would possessors of land are the possessors o( 
make. It is thus that laws, themselves power. In France, at this moment, we 
the creatures nf public opinion, often all know perfectly well that, notwith. 
powerfully re-act on it.' standing there may be a revolution now 

and then in the streets of Paris, if you J 

And he goes on to show that the effect come to the question of voting, the ma-
of the distribution was to lessen the jority of the voting population at this 
chances of a man being so enormously moment are found in the number of the 
rich, and to give an opportunity to a proprietors of the land. Ten or twelve 
large number to become moderately so. years ago it was their suffrages which 
He said further, -that if there were fewer conferred the supreme power on the 
coaches and six iu the State of Virginia, present Emperor of the French. If 
there were twenty times as many car- you go across the Atlantic, and study 
riages and pairs. the political system of the United States, 

I have thus briefly touched upon the where almost all the farmers are owners 
question of primogeniture. The quos- of their farms, you will find that they 
tion of entails is much of the same kind, are the holders of political power. The 
and with regard to its effect upon the city· of New York may denounce the 
public I shall only say a sentence or policy of the Government at Washing
two. The object of entailing land is ton; but it is the land-owning farmers 
to keep great estates together. and to -the cultivators of the great States in 
keep them in one family. Upon this the interior of the country-who are 
system Ianel in this country is some- the real holders of political power, and 
times tied up for fifty, or eighty, or a I by whose will alone the President of 
hundred years, no person having power the United States is able to carry on 
to sell it, however advantageous it the great matters which belong to his 
might be to lhe proprietors that the exalted station. It is the same in the 
land should be sold. And then. if you Southern States, for the great planting 
come to the question of the difficulties population - the owners of immense 
of transfer, I might ask gentlemen near plantations-are the life and soul of 
me connected with the law-and they Southern politics. And if you come to 
will tell you that it always takes our own country-to your own county, 
months, and it sometimes takes years, Warwickshire. or ar..y county you choose 
to prove a title; and the cost of this to walk into-you will find that two or 
in money comes to no inconsiderable three great landowners can sit down 
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together and determine who shall or 
who shall not go to Parliament, as 
the r.retended representative of the 
popu ation in that county. 

1 believe that with these vast pro
perties, which are of no real advantage 
to those who hold them-for 100,ooot. 
n-year, or 200,0001. a-year, can give no 
man greater real happiness than lo,oo~l. 
or 5,0001. a-year,-I say these great 
properties, with great political power, 
form what we I:all our great ten itorial 
system-a system which prevails to an 
extent in this country which is probably 
unknown in any other, but which leaves 
the cultivator of the soil ignorant, and 
hopeless, and dependent, and degraded. 
There is, as you know, a great tendency 
to increase the size of farms throughout 
the country, a practice which makes it 
still more difficult for the labourer ever 
to become a tenant, or 10 rise from the 
condition in which he is. You see a 
ladder-the social ladder-upon which 
you wish to see the poor, and depressed, 
and unfortunate nine-or-ten-shillings-a
week-labourer ascend gradually. You 
would rejoice to see him get up a few 
steps and become a farmer, although 
but in a small way; or the owner of 
a small piece of land. But you find 
that for six or eight, or ten feet up the 
ladder, the steps are broken out; and, 
in his low position, he has not a chance 
of beginning the ascent. Let there be' 
steps in the shape of small falms and 
small estates, and land freely bought 
and sold, and then he will have some, 
thing to hope for, something to save 
even his small earnings for, that he may 
be enabled to purchase or to occupy 
one of these small farms and get away 
from the humble and melancholy posi
tion in which he is now, to one which 
1 wish, from my soul, every labourer in 
this country could find himself placed in. 

N ow, Sir, for fear that the Milll in the 
Mask-he has got his mask on again 
for a time--for fear that the Man in 
the Mask should misrepresent me to
morrow, let me tell you that I am not 
against great estates, or great farms, or 
great factories, but I have a very great 

liking for small estates, small farms, 
and small factories. In this country, 
where there is such a rapid creation of 
wealth, there is always a great power 
urging to the accumulation of land .. I 
know the case of II. nobleman now, in 
a southern county. from report, who is 
stated to have an income of 120,0001. 
a-year; and being a wise man, as re·· 
gards his expenditure compared with 
his income, he only spends-though it 
is a mystery to me how he spends it
he only spends 40,0001. a-year, and he 
has 80,0001. a-year left. What does he 
do with this? He buys up every farm, 
every estate, big or little, allover the 
district, and the consequence is that his 
immense estate is constantly becoming 
larger. I do not blame him for that. 
I applaud him so far, that he is a man 
who does not waste his property, and 
I have heard that among those with 
whom he lives he is a man of excellent 
character. There are persons who come 
from Manchester, from Leeds, and there 
are some in Birmingham who are able 
to purchase large estates. There is a 
tendency to this in this country, where 
we have so much manufacturing and 
commercial industry, and wealth to buy 
estates with. In addition to this, their 
possession gives great social position and 
great political influence. I am not com
plaining of this. It is a natural, and 
advantageous, and healthy thing; for it 
is desirable that farmers should -have 
the stimulus of ambition to have a 
larger farm, and that the men who have 
an estate should have an ambition-if 
they can entertain it honestIy~to have i 
a larger estate. The stimulus by which 
men strive at something honourable is 
useful to the country; but at the same 
time, to add to this the force of a most 
intricate and complicated system of law, 
to give to this force great/!r force, is, in 
my opinion, contrary to all the true 
interests of England; and I believe if it' 
goes on fOl' another half-century. as it 
has for the last half-century, it will 
cause great discontent and great em
barrassment within this now peaceful 
kingdom. 
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What I propose is this-it is nothing 
that I have not stated before-it is the 
most moderate thing that can be pro
posed. If you want to see an admirable 
description of what I think it would be 
wise to do. you will find it in a paper 
which certainly is not very Radical-is 
rather. in my opinion. though conducted 
with considerable ability •. conceited in 
some ofits criticisms upon us-I mean 
the Spectator. There was an article on 
Saturday last in this paper on the sub
ject of land laws in New York. and 
although there are only three or four 
lines about New York in the article. 
that does not matter. for it is admirably 
written. In one place it reads as fol
lows :_' No doubt Mr. Bright would 
consider this not sufficient change for 
the purposes he wishes.' He is quite 
mistaken. The changes which he pro
poses are more e"tensive than any 
changes I have ever proposed. either 
in public or in private. What are these 
changes? First of all. that the law 
shall declare that when any person 
owning property dies without making 
a distribution of it by will. the law shall 
distribute it upon the same principle 
that it now adopts when it divides-I 
am now speaking of landed property
any other kind of property. For ex
ample: Suppose a man has got money 
in the bank-I wish everybody had
su ppose he has machinery in his mill. 
merdtandise in his warehouse. ships 
"pon the ocean. or that he has shares. 
or the parchments for them in his safe 
- if he dies. the Government by the 
law. or rather the law i~self. makes a 
distribution of all that property amongst 
all his children. In accordance with the 
great universal law of natural parental 
affection and justice. Then. I say. let 
that principle be extended to all the 
property which a man may die pos
sessed of; and. SO far as that goes. I 
want no further change. Then. with 
regard to the question of entails. I 
would say this: the Spectato,. proposes 
that a man. by entailing his Ploperty
so far as I can understand-shall only 
prevent himself and his next heir from 

disposing of it-that there shall be. in 
point of fact, only two persons in the 
entail. Now. what I propose is. that 
a man may leave his property to as 
many persons as he likes, to A. B. C. D. 
and E and F. and so on all through the 
alphabet. if they are all alive at the 
time he makes his will. and he can put 
all their names into it. But at present 
he can leave it to these people. and to 
a child then unborn. and who shall not 
be born. it may be. till twenty 'years 
after he has made his will. 1 would 
cut that off. I contend that it should 
be left to persons who are in existence. 
and whose names are in the will, and 
you will find that as A. B. and C 
died it would finally come into the 
hands of a man who would have the 
absolute disposal of. and who could 
keep. or sell. or give. or waste it as he 
pleased. 

And I believe it will be much better 
for the public when that freedom of 
transfer is given to the possessors of 
land which is given to the possessors 
of every other kind of property. If I 
were to sit down for ten minutes and 
a lawyer were to take my place. he 
could tell you what a trouble our law is; 
and-although I am sorry that some of 
them think that they make a good thing 
out of it-what a curse it is to a man who 
buys landed property or who sells it. 
Everything which I am proposing is 
carried out. I believe. through most of 
the States in the American Union. and 
to a greater extent on the Continent of 
Europe. and is being adopted in the 
Australian colonies. It is the most 
curious thing in the world. that when
ever an Englishman leaves these shores 
- whether it is the effect of the salt air. 
or of sea-sickness. or the result of that 
prolonged meditation which a voyage 
of some weeks' duration invites. I do 
not know-but whenever an English
man leaves these shores. the effect is to 
peel off. not the rags of his body. but 
the verminous rags from his intellect and 
soul. He leaves behind him in Eng
land all the stupidity which some of us 
cherish. and he lands in Australia with 



THE DISTRIBUTION OF LAND. 455 

his vision so clear, that he can see 
things in a common-sense manner. 

1 want to ask you as reasonable men, 
as men of business-there is not a man 
who cannot understand this question 
moderately well-is this spoliation 1 Is' 
this agrarian outrage 1 Is this stimulat
ing the working-man and the agricul
tural labourer to-what shall I say 1-
to, it maybe, incendiarism or to some
thing worse 1 It is nothing pf the kind; 
it is but laying before them those just 
principles of law and practice which 
are admitted to be just in every other 
country in the world than this, and 
which we admit to be just with regard 
to everything else, except the single 
article of land. 

We are charged with all sorts of 
dreadful things by that gentleman in 
the Mask. On the 27th of November 
he wrote this of Mr. Cobden. He 
said:-

'He [Mr • Cobden] stoops down and picks 
up a weapon which has never yet been 
used but for anarchy and revolution. Is 
it not in fact to tell the labourer and the 
workman to look over .he fence of the 
neighbouring proprietor, and learn to think 
that they have a natural right to a slice of 
the soil l' 

Surely, if they are industrious and frugal, 
and can save the means to purchase, 
and there he anybody who would wish 
to sell, and the law steps in and makes 
it difficult to sell and to buy, then, I 
say, that labourer has a right to look 
over the hedge, and to feel that the law 
deals a grievous injustice to him. 

And it is this gentleman in the Mask 
that frightens the landed proprietors. 
1 met the other day with a gentleman 
connected with one of the largest pro
perties in the kingdom. He said to me, 
-and he is a very liberal and thoughtful 
man,-he said to me, • YOll have no 
idea of the terror which your speeches 
create amongst landed gentlemen: Now, 
I never frighten any of my neighbours. 
I do not know why I should be so 
alarming to those gentlemen who live 
in their great houses and castles. But 

the fact is the landed gentlemen are not 
a wise class. There are brilliant excep
tions. There are men amongst them, 
many of whom cannot be surpassed by 
any of their own class, or of any.other 
class in the world. But as a class, and, 
perhaps, one might say it of nearly 
every class-I believe it is true of that 
to which I belong in Lancashire-they 
are not a wise class. They know some
thing of agriculture-county Members 
have to get it up for agricultural dinners 
-and· they know something of horses-
and they know all that can be known 
on the subject of game. But on the 
principles of law and of government, 
speaking of them as a whole, and judg
ing of them by their past course, they 
are dark as night itself. Would you 
believe it-young men here do not re
collect it-that the landed proprietors 
could never find out, till Mr. Cobden 
and a few others told them. that the 
Corn-law was a great injury to them 1 
They did not know that it actually 
lowered the value of their land, and 
diminished the security of their rents, 
and that it loaded them with an in
conceivable amount of public odium; 
whilst, at the same time, it beggared 
hundreds and thousands of the people, 
and it menaced this nation with re
bellion. 

Mr. Cobden and I, and others who 
acted with us, but we chiefly, because 
perhaps we were the most prominent, 
were slandered then by the gentleman 
in the Mask, just as we have been now. 
The Times was as foul-mouthed upon us 
twenty years ago as it is at this moment. 
It said that we went about the country 
setting class against class. It said that 
our ~'iews led to the confiscation of 
landed property. It said everything 
that was spiteful and untrue, as it says 
now. And yet, is there any man in 
this country who will not admit that 
property is more secure in consequence 
of the abolition of that law, which land
owners beIieved to be the anchor of 
their safety, and that animosities be
tween class and class have been allayed 1 
And who shan tell how much it is 
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owing to this reform that our Queen 
at this moment wields an unchallenged 
sceptre over a tranquil realm? . A land
owner in the House of Commons, an 
old Member of the House, a repre
sentative of a south-western county, a 
man of excellent character, for whom 
I have always had the greatest respect, 
even when he was most in the wrong,
he told me not long ago, speaking about 
the Corn-law, that they did not then 
know the .good we were doing to his 
class. I smiled and said to him, • If 
you would only have faith, I could tell 
one or two other things that would do 
you just as much good if you would let 
us try them.' But he had no faith. 

Now, I will just say to the land
owners that I was never more their 
friend than when discussing this question 
which I am occupied with to-night, 
without the least animosity to them. 
and with a belief as firm as I ever had 
on the question of the Com-law, that 
their interests are bound up with the 
interests of the people in the right 
solution of this question. I would ask, 
then, to what are they tending under 
the operation of these laws? They 
are becoming every year smaller and 
smaller in number. The large owners 
are rapidly eating up the smaller ones. 
The census returns show that the 
number of landed proprietors is but a 
handful in the· nation, and every day 
becoming fewer .and fewer. Their 
labourers remain at the 9" or lOs. a
week. Somebody will write to the 
paper to-morrow and say they get us.; 
but bear in mind that they do not 
always receive wages on wet days, and 
I believe the average money income of 
the agricultural labourer throughout the 
United Kingdom will not exceed-and 
many persons will say it will not reach 
-10'. a-week. Now the smaller in 
number these landed proprietors become, 
the more, it may be, these labourers will 
become discontented. There may arise 
some political accident, and political 
accidents are almost as unlooked-for as 
other accidents. You do not hear the 
tread of the earthquake which topples 

down yoUr firmest architecture, and you 
do not see-the country gentlemen do 
not see-the tread of that danger, it may 
be that catastrophe, which inevitably 
follows upon prolonged unjust legis

·lation. There may come a time, and 
I dare prophesy that it will' come if 
there be an obstinate retention of our 
present system, 'When there will be a 
movement in this country to establish 
here, not what I believe to be the just 
and moderate and sufficient plan which 
I recommend, but a plan which shall 
be in accordance with that which is 
established by the Code Napoleon in 
France, and which is spreading rapidly 
over the whole of the Continent of 
Europe. And I would ask them again 
how do they purpose to keep their popu
lation, if this system is to be main
tained ! 

And now, addressing yon working
men who are here, I beg your attention 
to two or three observations on this 
point. America, though three thousand 
miles off, is not so far od but that people 
may go there in about twelve days, and 
may go there for a sum varying from 
21. to 51. You know that in this very 
year-I mean the year which is just 
passed-ISO,OO!) or 160,000 persons 
have sailed from this country to New 
York. Every man who settles there is 
not blinded by the mystifications and 
.the falsities utte"ed by the New York 
correspondent of the Times. He is 
there and can see what the working
man earns, ancl how he is treated, and 
what he is, and he writes over to his 
friends in this country-as has been the 
case for years in Ireland- and the result 
is that Ireland is being drained, not of 
its surplus population. but of the popu
lation absolutely necessary to the proper 
cultivation of the soil. 

Let me tell you a fact, and if you 
do not treasure it up in your minds, 
I hope some of those gentlemen, the 
landowners. who think I am very hostile 
to them, will just consider it, if they 
have time, as they eat their breakfast 
and read the paper to-morrow, or 
the next day. In America there are 
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140,000,000 of acres of land, surveyed. 
mapped out, set apart for those who 
are ready to settle upon them. In the 
year 1861 (that was the first year before 
the war attained its present proportions), 
there were not less than 40,000 new 
farms, averaging' eighty acres each, 
occupied in the Western States. But 
the Government of the United States, 
not content with that measure of pro-

. gress, framed an Act which came into 
operation on the 1st of January. 1863, 
called the Homestead Act. I have a 
copy of the Act here, and the circular 
which was issued from the Department 
of State, giving directions as to how 
this Act should be worked throughout 
the Union. What is the Homestead 
Act? It is this. It says that any man 
of twenty-one years of age, or younger, 
if he has been for a fortnight or a little 
more in the service of the United States, 
whether in the army or navy-any man 
of twenty-one years of age may come 
into these territories, may choose what 
is called a section, which is 160 acres 
of land, being one-fourth of a square 
mile, and on payment of a fee of ten 
dollars, which is equal to two pounds 
English, may apply to have this land 
conveyed to him for no olher payment 
for a term of five years. It cannot be 
alienated, he is not allowed to sell it, 
it remains in his possession. At the 
end of five years, he having done to it 
what the Government requires, that is, 

!. settled upon it and begun cultivation 
and so forth, the law gives him what is 
called a patent, but what we should call 
a Parliamentary title, and the land is his 
own absolute freehold for ever. Now it 
would not take more than 151. for a man 
to go from Birmingham to the territory 
where this land is to be disposed of. 
IC he had not got any money by which 
he could take up 160 acres. he might 
engage himself to a neighbouring farmer, 
and would get, I believe, now, about 
twenty shillings a-week wages, besides 
his board and lodgings, and if he worked 
as a labourer for two or three years he 
would be able to save a sum sufficient 
for him to commence the cultivation 

of a portion of his farm, and would be 
settled down there as a farmer and free
holder on his own estale. 

Do not let me leave you with the 
idea that there is no rough and rugged 
career in this. There is much that is 
rough and much that is rugged, but 
there is a good deal of that sort in this 
country now. And when a man looks 
upon those children that create even in 
the poorest house, sometimes, a gleam 
of joy,-when he thinks what those 
boys and girls must be in this country, 
- that they can never rise one step 
higher than that which he occupies 
now as an agricultural labourer, and 
when he looks abroad and he sees them, 
not labourers in the sense in which we 
speak here, not tenants even, but free
holders, and landowners, and farmers 
of their own property-then, I say, that 
the temptation held out to men here 
to emigrate, if men knew all the facts, 
would be irresistible to hundreds of 
thousands who have now no thought 
-of moving to another country. But the 
agricultural labourer is not as he once 
was, in one respect. There are some 
feeble efforts made to give him some 
little instruction. There are newspapers 
published at a price which at one time 
was deemed impossible, and these find 
their way into agricultural villages. 
And the labourers will gradually begin 
to open their eyes, and to see that a 
change of their position is not so 
impossible as once they thought it was. 
What is it the United States offer more? 
They offer social equality-they offer 
political equality-they offer to every 
child of every man in whose face I am 
now looking, education-from the learn
ing of his alphabet to, if he has the 
capacity to t,avel so far, the highest 
knowledge of classics and mathematics 
which are offered to the best students in 
the colleges of this country. And all 
this without the payment of one single 
farthing, except that general payment 
in which all the people participate in 
the school-rate of the various States of 
the Union. 

I ask you if I am wrong in saying to 
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the rich and the great, that I believe, 
if they knew their own interests, that it 
would be worth their while to try to 
make this country a more desirable 
country for the labourer to live in. If 
they disregard this great question. we, 
who are of the middle, and not abso
lutely powerless class, shall have to 
decide between the claims of territorial 
magnates and the just rights of millions 
of our countrymen. Some men I meet 
with - and now and then I wonder 
where they were born, and why they 
came into the world - regard these ter
ritorial magnates as idols before whom 
we are all to bow down in hum hie sub
mission. Travellers tell us there is a 
hibe in Africa so entirely given up to 
superstition that they fill their huts and 
hovels with so many idols that they do 
not even leave room for their families. 
It may be so in this country We build 
up a system which is injurious to our 
political freedom, and is destructive of 
the intelligence, and the comfort, and 
the morality, and the best interests of 
our producing and working classes. 
Now, am I the enemy of any class, 
when I come forward to state facts like 
these, and to explain principles such as 
these? Shall we go on groping con
tinually in the dark, and make no efiort 

to strengthen our position? Do not sup
pose because I stand here oftener to find 
fault with the laws of my country than 
to praise them, that I am less English or 
less patriotic, or that I have less sym
pathy for my country pr my countrymen 
than other men have. I want our country 
to be populous, to be powerful. and to 
be happy. But this can only be done
it never has been done in any country
but by just laws justly administered. 
I plead only for what I believe to be 
just. I wish to do wrong to no man. 
For twenty-five years I have stood be
fore audiences-great meetings of my 
countrymen-pleading only for justice. 
During that time. as you know, I have 
endured measureless insult. and have 
passed through hurricanes of abuse. I 
need not tell you that my clients have 
not been generally the rich and the 
great, but rather the poor and the lowly. 
They cannot give me place and dignities 
and wealth; but honourable service in 
their cause yields me that which is of 
far higher and more lasting value-the 
consciousness that I have laboured to 
expound and uphold laws, which, though 
they were not given amid the thunders 
of Sinai, are not less the commandments 
of God. and not less intended to promote 
and secure the happiness of men. 

l _______ , 
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PEACE. 

EDINBURGH, OCTOBER 13, 1853. 

[This speech was spoken at the Conference of the Peace Society, held at Edinburgh in the 
autumn of 1853. The relation of this meeting to the Russian war, then impending, 
made the gathering more than ordinarily important.] 

IT is a great advantage in this country, 
I think, that we have no want of ample 
criticism. Whatever we may have said 
yesterday and to-day will form the sub
Ject of criticism, not of the most friendly 
character, in very many newspapers 
throughout the United Kingdom. I 
recollect when we met in Manchester, 
that papers disposed to be friendly, 
warned us as to the course we were 
taking. and that the time was ill-chosen 
for a peace meeting. It was said that 
the people were excited against France, 
and were alarmed at their almost total 
defencelessness, and that there was no 
use in endeavouring to place before 
them the facts which the peace men 
offered to their audience. The result 
showed that they were mistaken, for 
you will recollect that, while up to that 
meeting there was a constantly swelling 
tide of alarm and hostility with regard 
to I'ranee, from the day the Conference 
was held there was a gradual receding 
of the tide, that the alarm and appre
hension rapidly diminished, and that by 
the time the House of Commons met in 
February we were willing to receive 
from Lord John Russell and other 
statesmen the most positive assurances 
that France was not increasing her force, 
and that there was not the slightest 
reason to believe that the Government 
of France entertained anything but the 

most friendly feeling towards the Go
vernment of this country. 

The right time to oppose the errors 
and prejudices of the people never comes 
to the eyes of those writers in the public 
press who pander to these prejudices. 
They say, We must not do so and so, 
we shall embarrass the Government. 
But IUmour says the Government has 
been pretty well embarrassed already. 
They say that we shall complicate the 
question if we interfere; but it cannot 
well be more complicated than it is; for 
hardly anybody but the peace men can 
tell how to unravel it. Next, they tell 
us that we shall impair the harmony 
of opinion which there appears to be in 
the country, from the tact of there 
having been three or four insignificant 
meetings, by which the Government is 
to be impelled to more active and ener
getic measures. Now, what is it that 
we really want here? We wish to pro
test against the maintenance of great 
armaments in time of peace; we wish 
to protest against the spirit which is not 
only willing for war, but eager for war; 
and we wish to protest, with all the em
phasis of whieh we are capable, against 
the mischievous policy pursued so long 
by this country, of interfering with the 
internal affairs of other countries, and 
thereby leading to disputes, and often to 
disastrous wars. 
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I mentioned last night what it was 
we were annually spending on our arma
ments. Admiral Napier says that the 
hon. Member for the West Riding, who 
can do everything, had persuaded a 
feeble Government to reduce the arma· 
ments of this country to 'nothing.' 
. What is 'nothing' in the Admiral's 
estimation? Fifteen millions a-year I 
Was all that money thrown away? 
VI' e have it in the estimates, we pay it 
out of the taxes-it is appropriated by 
Parliament, it sustains your dockyards, 
pays the wages of your men, and main
tains your ships. Fifteen millions ster
ling paid in the very year when the 
Admiral says that my hon. Friend re
duced the armaments of the country to 
nothing! But take the sums which we 
spent for the past year in' warlike pre
parations-seventeen millions. and the 
iuterest on debt caused by war-twenty
eight millions sterling; and it amounts 
to 45,000,000l. What are our whole 
exports? Even this year, far the largest 
year of exports we have ever known, 
they may amount to 80,000,oool. Well, 
then, plant some one at the mouth of 
every port and harbour in the United 
Kingdom, and let him take every alter
nate ship that leaves your rivers and 
your harbours with all its valuable 
cargo on board, and let him carry it off 
as tribute, and it will not amount to the 
co,t that you pay every year for a war, 
that fifty years ago was justified as 
much as it is attempted to justify this 
impending war, and for the preparations 
which you now make after a peace which 
has lasted for thirty·eight years. 

Every twenty years,-in a nation's life 
nothing, in a person's life something
every twenty years a thousand millions 
sterling out of the industry of the hard
working people of this United King
dom, are extorted, appropriated, and ex
pended to pay for that unnecessary and 
unjust war. and for the absurd and ruinous 
expenditure which you now incur. A 
thousand millions every twenty years! 
Apply a thousand millions. not every 
twenty years, but for one period of 
twenty years. to objects of good in this 

country. and it would be rendered more 
like a paradise than anything that his
tory records of man's condition. and 
would make so great a change in these 
islands. that a man having seen them 
as they are now. and seeing them as 
they might then be. would not recognise 
them as the same country. nor our 
population as the same people. But 
what do' we expend all this for? Bear 
.in mind that admirals. and generals. 
and statesmen defended that great war. 
and that your newspapers. with scarcely 
an exception. were in favour of it, and 
denounced and ostracised hundreds of 
good men who dared, as we dare now. 
to denounce the spirit which would 
again lead this country into war. We 
went to war that France should not 
choose its owri Government; the grand 
conclusion was that no Bonaparte should 
sit on the throne of France; yet France 
has all along been changing its Govern
ment from that time to this. and now 
we find ourselves with a Bonaparte on 
the throne of France. and, for anything 
I know to the contrary. likely to remain 
there a good while. So far. therefore. 
for the calculations of our forefathers. 
and for the results of that enormous 
expenditure which they have saddled 
upon us. 

We object to these great armaments 
as provoking a war spirit. I should 
like to ask. what was the object of the 
Chobham exhibition? There were spe
cial traius at the disposal of Members 
of Parliament. to go down to Chobham 
the one day. and to Spithead the other. 
What was the use of our pointing to 
the President of the French Republic 
two years ago. who is the Emperor 
now. and saying that he was spending 
his time at playing at soldiers in his 
great camp at Satory. and in making 
great circuses for the amusement of his 
soldiers? We, too. are getting into the 
way of playing at soldiers. and camps. 
and Heets. and the object of this is to 
raise up in the spirit of the people a 
feeling antagonistic to peace. and to 
render the people- the deluded. hard
working. toiling people-satisfied with 
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the extortion of J7,000.000I. annually, 
when. upon the very principles of the men 
who take it, it might be demonstrated 
that one-half of the money would be 
amply sufficient for the purpose to which 
it is devoted. What observation has 
been more common during the discus
sion upon Turkey than this-' Why are 
we to keep up these great fleets if we 
are not to use them? Why have we 
our Mediterranean fleet lying at Besika 
Bay, when it might be earning glory, 
and adding to the warlike renown of 
the country l' This is just what comes 
from the maintenance of great fleets 
and armies. There grows up an esprit 
d. corps - there grows a passion for 
these things, a powerful opinion in their 
favour, that smothers the immorality of 

I the whole thing, and leads the people 
to tolerate, under those excited feelings, 
that which, under feelings of greater 
temperance and moderation, they would 
know was hostile to their country, as it 
is opposed to everythiug which we re
cognise as the spirit of the Christian 
religion. 

Then, we are against intervention. 
Now, this question of intervention is & 

most important one, for this reason, 
that it comes before us sometimes in a 
form so attractive that it invites us to 
embrace it, and asks us by all our love 
of freedom, by all our respect for men 
struggling for their rights, to interfere in 
the affairs of some other country. And 
we find now in this country that a great 
number of those who are calling out 
loudest for interference are those who, 
being very liberal in their politics, are 
bitterly hostile to the despotism and 
exclusi\-eness of the Russian Govern
ment. But I should like to ask this 
meeting what sort of intervention we 
are to have? • There are three kinds
one for despotism, one for liberty; and 
you may have an intervention like that 
now proposed, from a vague sense of 
danger which cannot be accurately de
scribed. What have our interventions 
been up to this time? I will come to 
that of which Admiral Napier spoke 
by-and-by. It is not long since we 

intervened in the case of Spain. The 
foreign enlistment laws were suspended ; 
and English soldiers went to join the 
Spanish legion, and the Government of 
Spain was fixed in the present Queen of 
that country; and yet Spain has the 
most exclusive tariff against this country 
in the world, and a dead Englishman is 
there reckoned little better than a dead 
dog. Then take the case of Portugal. 
We interfered, and Admiral Napier was 
one of those employed in that inter
ference, to place the Queen of Portugal 
on the throne, and yet she has violated 
every clause of the charter which she 
had sworn to the people; and in 1849, 
under the Government of Lord John 
Russell. and with Lord Palmerston in 
the Foreign Office, our fleet entered the 
Tagus and destroyed the Liberal party, 
by allowing the Queen to escape from 
their hands, when they would have 
driven her to give additional guarantees 
for liberty; and from that time to tllis 
she has still continued to violate every 
clause of tile charter of the country. 
Now, let us come to Syria; what has 
Admiral Napier said about the Syrian 
war? He told us that the English fleet 
was scattered all about the Mediter
ranean, and that if the French fleet had 
come to Cherbourg, and had taken on 
board 50,000 men and landed them on 
our coasts, all sorts of things would 
have befallen us. But how happened it 
that Admiral Napier and his friends got 
up the quarrel with the French? Be
cause we interfered in the Syrian ques
tion when we had no business to interfere 
whatever. The Egyptian Pasha. the vas
sal of the Sultan, became more powerful 
than the Sultan, and threatened to de
pose him and place himself as monarch 
upon the throne of Constantinople; and 
but for England, he would assuredly 
have done it. Why did we interfere? 
What advantage was it to us to have a 
feeble monarcll in Constantinople, when 
you might have had an energetic and 
powerful one in Mehemet Ali? We 
interfered, however, and quarrelled with 
France, although she neither declared 
war nor landed men upon our coast. 
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Franc~ is not a country of savages and 
banditti. The Admiral's whole theory 
goes upon this, that there is a total 
want of public morality in France, and 
that something which no nation in Eu· 
rope would dare to do, or think of doing, 
which even Russia would SCorn to do, 
would be done without any warning 
by the polished, civilised, and intelligent 
nation across the Channel. 

But if they are the friends of freedom 
who think we ought to go to war with 
Russia because Russia is a despotic 
country, what do you say to the inter
ference with the Roman Republic three 
or four years ago? What do you say 
to Lord John Russell's Government,
Lord Palmerston with his own hand 
writing the despatch, declaring that the 
Government of her Majesty, the Queen 
of England, entirely concurred with the 
Govemment of the French Republic in 
believing that it was desirable and 
necessary to re-establish the Pope upon 
his throne? The French anny, with 
the full concurrence of the English Go· 
vernment, crossed over to Italy, invaded 
Rome. destroyed the Republic, banished 
its leading men, and restored the Pope; 
and on that throne he sits still, main
tained only by the anny of France. 

My hon. Friend has referred to the time 
when Russia crossed through the very 
Principalities we hear so much about, and 
entered Hungary. I myself heard Lord 
Palmerston in the House of Commons 
go out of his way needlessly, but inten
tionally, to express a sort of approba
tion of the intervention of Russia in the 
case of Hungary. I heard him say, in 
a most unnecessary parenthesis, that· it 
was not contrary to international law, 
or to the law of Europe, for Russia to 
send an army into Hungary to assist 
Austria in putting down the Hungarian 
insurrection. I should like to know 
whether Hungary had not constitu
tional rights as sacred as ever any 
country had-as sacred, surely, as the 
Sovereign of Turkey can have upon his 
throne. If it were not contrary to in
temationallaw and to the law of Europe 
for a Russian army to invade Hungary, 

to suppress there a struggle which 
called for, and obtained too. the sym
pathy of every man in favour of freedom 
in every part of the world, I say, how 
can it be contrary to intemationallaw 
and the law of Europe for Russia to 
threaten the Sultan of Turkey, and to 
endeavour to .umex Turkey to the 
Russian Empire? 

I want our policy to be consistent. 
Do not let us interfere now, or concur 
in or encourage the interference of any
body else, and then get up a hypocritical 
pretence on some other occasion that 
we are against interference. If you want 
war. let it be for something that has at 
least the features of grandeur and of 
nobility about it, but not for the miser
able, decrepit. moribund Government 
which is now enthroned, but which 
cannot long last, in the city of Con
stantinople. But Admiral Napier is 
alanned lest, if Russia was possessed of 
Turkey, she would, somehow or other. 
embrace all Europe-that we all should 
be in the embrace of the Bear-and we 
know very well what that is. I believe 
that is all a vague and imaginary dan
ger; and I am not for going to war for 
imaginary dangers. War is much 100 

serious a matter. I recollect when 
France endeavoured to lay hold on 
Algeria, it was said that the Mediter
ranean was about to become a French 
lake. I do not believe that France is 
a bit more powerful in possessing it. 
lt requires 100,000 French soldiers to 
maintain Algeria; and if a balance
sheet could be shown of what Algeda 
has cost France, and what France has 
gained from it, I believe you would 
have no difficulty whatever in discove .... 
ing the reason why the French finances 
show a deficit, and why there is a 
rumour that another Fl'ench loan is 
about to be created. 

But they teil us that if Russia gets to 
Constantinople, Englishmen will not be 
able to get to India by the overland 
journey. Mehemet Ali, even when Ad
miral Napier was. battering down his 
town~, did not interfere with the car
riage of our mails through his territory. 
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We bring our overland mails at pre
sent partly through Austria. and partly 
through France, and the mails from 
Canada pass through the United States; 
and though 1 do not think there is the 
remotest possibility or probability of 
anything of the kind happening, yet I 
do not think that, in the event of war 
with these countries, we should have 
our mails stopped or our persons ar
rested in passing through these coun
tries. At any rate it would be a much 
more definite danger that would drive 
me to incur the ruin, guilt. and suffering 
of war. 

But they tell us. further. that the 
Emperor of Russia would get India. 
That is a still more remote contingency. 
If I were asked as to the probabilities 
of it, I should say that, judging from our 
past and present policy in Asia, we are 
more likely to invade Russia from 
India than Russia is to invade us in 
India. The policy we pursue in Asia 
is much more aggressive, aggrandising, 
and warlike than any that Russia has 
pursued or threatened during our time. 
But it is just possible that Russia may 
be more powerful by acquiring Turkey. 
1 give the Admiral the benefit of that 
admission. But I should like to ask 
whether. even if that be true. it is a 
sufficient reason for our going tb war. 
and entering on what perhaps may be 
a long, ruinous, and sanguinary struggle, 
with a powerful empire like Russia? 

What is war? 1 believe that half the 
people that talk about war have not 
the slightest idea of what it is. In a 
short sentence it mlly be summed up 
to be the combination and concentra
tion of all the horrors. atrocities. crimes, 
and sufferings of which human nature 
on this globe is capable. Bllt whllt is 
even a rumour of war? Is there any
body here who hIlS anything in the 
funds. or who is the owner of any rail
way stock, or anybody who has a large 
stock of raw material or manufactured 
goods? The funds have recently gone 
down 10 per cent. I do not say that 
tbe fall is all on account of this danger 
of war. but a great proportion of it 

undoubtedly is. A fall of 10 per cent. in 
the funds is nearly 80,000.0001. sterling 
of value, and railway stock having gone 
down 20 per cent. makes a diflerence 
of 60,000,0001. in the value of the raile 
way property of this country. Add 
the two-I4o.000,oool.-and take the 
diminished prosperity and value of 
manufactures of all kinds during the 
wt few months, and you will under
state the actual loss to the country now 
if you put it down at 'loo,ooo,ooo!. 
sterling. But that is merely a rumour 
of war. That is war a long way off
the small cloud. no bigger than a man's 
hand-what will it be if it comes nearer 
and becomes a fact? And surely sane 
men ought to consider whether the case 
is a good one, the ground fair, the ne- , 
cessity clear. before they drag a nation ' 
of nearly ,,0.000,000 of people into a 
long and bloody struggle. for a decrepit 
and tottering empire. which all the 
nations in Europe cannot long sustain. 
And. mind, war now would take a dif
ferent aspect from what it did formerly. 
It is not only that you send out men 
who submit to be slaughtered. and that 
you pay a large amount of taxes-the 
amount of taxes would be but a feeble 
indication of what you would suffer. 
Our trade is now much more extensive 
than it was; our commerce is more ex
panded. our undertakings are more vast, 
and war will find you all out at home 
by withering up the resources of the 
prosperity enjoyed by the middle and 
working claSses of the country. You 
would find that war in 1853 would be 
infinitely more perilous and destructive 
to our country than it has ever yet been 
at any former period of our history. 
There is another question which comes 
home to my mind with a gravity and 
seriousuess which I can scarcely hope 
to communicate to you. You who lived 
during the period from 1815 to 1822 
may remember that this country was , 
probably never in a more uneasy posi
tion. The sufferings of the working 
classes were beyond description. and 
the difficulties. and stnlggles, and bank
ruptcies of the middle classes were such 



SPEECHES OF "JOHN BRlf1HT. OCT. 13, 

as few persons have a just idea of. 
There was scarcely a year in which 
there was not an incipient insurrection 
in some parts of the country, arising 
from the suffering. which the working 
classes endured. You know very well 
that the Government of the day em
ployed spies to create· plots, and to get 
ignorant men to combine to take un
lawful oaths; and you know that in the 
town of Stirling, two men who. but for 
this diabolical agency, might have lived 
good and honest citizens, paid the pe
nalty of their lives for their connection 
with unlawful combinations ofthis kind. 

Well, if you go into war now you 
will have more banners to decorate your 
cathedrals and churches. Englishmen 
will fight now as well as they ever did. 
and there is ample power to back them, 
if the country can be but sufficiently 
excited and deluded. You may raise 
up great generals. You may have an
other Wellington, and another Nelson 
too; for this country can grow men 
capable for every enterprise. Then 
there may be titles, and pensions, and 
marble monuments to eternise the men 
who have thus become great; but what 
becomes of you and your country, and 
your children? :For there is more than 
this in store. That seven years to 
which I have referred was a period 
dangerous to the existence of Govern
ment in this country, for the whole sub
stratum, the whole foundations of society 
were discontented," suffering intolerable 
evils, and hostile in the bitterest degree 
to the institutions and the Government 
of the country. 

Precisely the same things will· come 
again. Rely on it, that injustice of any 
kind, be It bad laws, or be it a bloody, 
unjust, and unnecessary war, of neces
sity creates perils to every institution in 
the country. If the Corn-law had con-

. tinued, if it had been impossible, hy 
peaceful agitation, to abolish it, the 
monarchy itself wou.1d not have sur· 
vived the ruin and disaster that it must 
have wrought. And if you go into a 
war now, with a doubled population, 
with a vast commerce, with extended 

credit, and a wider diffusion of partial 
education among the people, let there 
ever come a time like the period be
tween 1815 and 1822, when the whole 
basis of society is upheaving with a 
sense of intolerable suffering, I ask you, 
how many years' purchase would you 
give even for the venerable and mild 
monarchy under which you have the 
happiness to live? I confess when I 
think of the tremendous perils into 
which unthinking men-men who do 
not intend to fight themselves-are wil
ling to drag or to hurry this country, 
I am amazed how they can trille with 
interests so vast, and consequences so 
mu~ beyond their calculation. 

But, speaking here in Edinburgh to 
such an audience-an audience probably 
for its numbers as intelligent and as 
inlluential as ever was assembled within 
the walls of any hall in this kingdom
I think I may put before you higher 
considerations even than those of pro
perty and the institutions. of your 
country. I may remind you of duties 
more solemn, and of obligations more 
imperative. You profess to be a Chris
tian nation. You make it your boast 
even-though boasting is somewhat out 
of place in such questions-you make 
it your boast that you are a Protestant. 
people, and that you draw your rule of 
doctrine and practice, as from a well 
pure and undefiled, from the living 
oracles of God, and from the direct reve
lation of the Omnipotent. You have 
even conceived the magnificent project 
of illuminating the whole earth, even to 
its remotest and darkest recesses, by the 
dissemination of the volume of the New 
Testament, in whose every page are 
wri tten for ever the words of peace. 
Within the limits of this island alone, 
on every Sabbath, 20,000, yes, far more 
than 20,000 temples are thrown open, 
in which devout men and women as
semble that they may worship Him 
who is the' Prince of Peace: 

Is this a reality? or is your Chris
tianity a romance? is your profession 
a dream? No, I am sure that your 
Christianity is not a romance, and I am 
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equally sure that your profession is not the United Kingdom-the churches of 
a dream. It is because 1 believe this Britain awaking, as it were, from their 
that 1 appeal to you with confidence, slumbers, and girding up their loins to 
and that 1 have hope and faith in the more glorious work, when they shall 
future. 1 believe that we ,hall see, and not only accept and believe in the pro-
at no very distant time, sound economic phecy, but labour earnestly for its ful
principles spreading much more widely filment, that there shall come a time
amongst the people; a sense of justice a blessed time-a time which shall last 
growing up in a soil which hitherto has for ever-when • nation shall not lift 

, been deemed unfruitful; and, which up sword against nation. neither shall 
will be better than all-the churches of they learn war any more.' 

-:~~:-
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[This speech was spoken at a banquet given to Mr. Bright in the Town Hall of 
Birmingham, on the oc~asion of his mst visit to his constituents there. It treats 
of the Foreign Policy of the country since the Revolution of 1688, and defends 
the Foreign Policy advocated by Mr. Cobden and himself.] 

THE frequent and far too complimen
tary manner in which my name has been 
mentioned to-night, and the most kind 
way in which you have received me, 
have placed me in a position ~omewhat 
humiliating, and really painful; for to 
receive laudation which one feels one 
cannot possibly have merited, is much 
more painful than to be passed by in a 
distribution of commendation to which 
possibly one might lay some claim. If 
one-twentieth part of what has been 
said is true, if I am entitled to any 
measure of your approbation, I may 
begin to think that my public career 
and my opinions are not so un-English 
and so anti-national as some of those 
who profess to be. the be~t of our public 
instructors have sometImes assumed. 
How, indeed, can I, any more than any 
of you, be un-English and anti-national? 
Was I not born upon the same soil? 
Do I not come of the same English 
stock? Are not my family committed 
irrevocably to the fortunes of this coun
try? Is not whatever property I may 
have depending as much as yours is 
depending upon the good government 
of our common fatherland? Then how 
shall any man dare to say to anyone of 

his countrymen, because he happens to 
hold a different opinion on questions of 
great public policy, that therefore he is 
un-English, and is to be condemned as 
anti-national? There are those who 
·would asSume. that between my coun
trymen and me, and between my con
stituents and me, there has been, and 
there is now, a great gulf fixed, and 
that if I cannot pass over to them and 
to you, they and you can by no possi

. bility pass over to me. 
Now, I take the liberty here, in the 

presence of an audience as intelligent 
as can be collected within the limits of 
this island, and of those who have the 
strongest claims to know what opinions 
I do entertain relative to certain great 
questions of public policy, to assert that 
I hold no views, that I have never pro
mulgated any views on those contro
verted questions with respect to which I 
cannot bring as witnesses in my favour, 
and as fellow-believers with myself, some 
of the best and most revered names in 
the history of English statesmanship. 
About 120 years ago, the Government 
of this country was directed by Sir 
Robert Walpole, a great Minister, who 
for a lo.ng period preserved the country Jj 
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in peace, and whose pride it was that 
during those years he had done so. Un
fortunately, towards the close of his 
career, he was driven by faction into a 
policy which was the ruin of his political 
position. Sir Robert Walpole declared, 
when speaking of the question of war as 
affecting this country, that nothing could 
be so foolish, nothing so mad as a policy 
of war for a trading nation. And he 
went so far as to say, that any peace 
was better than the most successful war. 
I do not give you the precise language 
made use of by the Minister, for I speak 
only from memory; but I am satisfied 
I am not misrepresenting him in what I 
have now stated. 

Come down fifty years nearer to our 
own time, and you find a statesman, not 
long in office, but still strong in the 

. affections of all persons of Liberal prin
ciples in this country, and in his time 
representing fully the sentiments of the 
Libernl party- Charles James Fox. 

'. Mr. Fox, referring to the policy of the 
~ Government of his time, which was one r of constant interference in the affairs of 
t Europe, 'and by which the country was 
" continually involved in the calamities of 
•. war, said that although he would not 

assert or maintain the principle, that 
under no circumstances could England 
have any cause of interference with the 
affairs of the continent of Europe, yet 
he would prefer the policy of positive 
non-interference and of perfect isolation 
rnther than the constant intermeddling 
to which our recent policy had subjected 
us, and which brought so much trouble 

d suffering upon the country. In this 
-case also I am not prepared to give you 
his exact words. but I am sure that I 
fairly describe the sentiments which he 
expressed. 
. Come down fifty years later, and to a 
time within the recollection of most of 
15, and you find another statesman, once 
:he most popular man in England, and 
;till remembered in this town and else
",here with respect and affection. I 
.llude to Earl Grey. When Earl Grey 
"'me into office for the purpose of carry
ng the question of Parliamentary Re-

form. he unfurled the banner of • Peace. 
retrenchment. and reform,' and that 
sentiment was received in every part of 
the United Kingdom, by everyman who 
was or had been in favour of Liberal 
principles. as predicting the advent of a 
new era which should save his country 
from many of the calamities of the 
past. 

Come down still nearer. and to a time 
that seems but the other day, and you 
find another Minister. second to none of 
those whom I have mentioned-the late 
Sir Robert Peel. I had the opportunity 
of observing the conduct of ::;ir Robert 
Peel. from the time when he took office 
in 1841; I watched his proceedings par
ticularly from the year 1843. when I 
entered Parliament. up to the time of 
his lamented death; and during the 
whole of that period. I venture to· say • 
his principles. if they were to be dis
covered from his conduct and his 
speeches, were precisely those which I 
have held, and which I have always 
endeavoured to press upon the atten
tion of my countrymen. If you have 
any doubt upon that point I would refew 
you to that last, that beautiful. that 
most solemn speech. which he delivered 
with an earnestness and a sense of re
sponsibility as if he had known he was 
leaving a legacy to his country. If you 
refer to that speech. delivered on the 
morning of the very day on which 
occurred the accident which terminated 
his life, you will find that its whole 
tenor is in conformity· with all the 
doctrines that I have urged upon my 
countrymen for years past with respect 
to our policy in foreign affairs. When 
Sir Robert Peel went home just before 
the dawn of day. upon the last occasion 
that he passed from the House of Com
mons. the scene of so many of his 
tdumphs. I have heard. from what I 
think a good autbority, that after he 
entered bis own house. be expressed 
the exceeding relief which he expe
rienced at having delivered himself of 
a speech wbich he bad been reluctantly 
obliged to make against a Ministry 
which he Wlr.l !,"xious to support. and 
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THE frequent and far too complimen
tary manner in which my name has been 
mentioned to-night, and the most kind 
way in which you have received me, 
have placed me in a position somewhat 
humiliating, and really painful; for to 
receive laudation which one feels one 
cannot possibly have merited, is much 
more painful than to be passed by in a 
distribution of commendation to which 
possibly one might lay some claim. If 
one-twentieth part of what has been 
said is true, if I am entitled to any 
measure of your approbation. I may 
begin to think that my public career 
and my opinions are not so un-English 
and so anti-national as some of those 
who profess to be the best of our public 

, instructors have· sometimes assumed. 
How, indeed, can I, any more than any 
of you, be un-English and anti-national? 
Was I not born upon the same soil? 
Do I not come of the same English 
stock? Are not my family committed 

, irrevocably to the fortunes of this coun
try? Is not whatever property I may 
have depending as much as yours is 
depending upon the good government 
of our common fatherland? Then how 
shall any man dare to say to anyone of 

his countrymen, hecause he happens to 
hold a different opinion on questions of 
great public policy, that therefore he is 
un-English, and is to be condemned as 
anti-national? There are those who 
·would assume. that between my coun
trymen and me, and between my con
stituents and me, there has been, and 
there is now, a great gulf fixed, and 
that if I cannot pass over to them and 
to you, they and you can by no possi
bility pass over to me. 

Now, I take the liberty here, in the 
presence of an audience as intelligent 
as can be collected within the limits of 
this island, and of those who have the 
strongest claims to know what opinions 
I do entertain relative to certain great 
questions of public policy, to assert that 
I hold no views, that I have never pro
mulgated any views on those contro· 
verted questions with respect to which I 
cannot bring as witnesses in my favour, 
and as fellow-believers with myself, some 
of the best and most revered names in 
the history of English statesmanship. 
About 120 years ago, the Govemment 
of this country was directed by Sir 
Robert Walpole, a great Minister, who 
for a lo,ng period preserved the country 
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in peace, and whose pride it was that 
during those years he had done so. Un
fortunately, towards the close of his 
career, he was driven by faction into a 
policy which was the ruin of his political 
position. Sir Robert Walpole declared, 
when speaking of the question of war as 
affecting this country, that nothing could 
be so foolish, nothing so mad as a policy 
of war for a trading nation. And he 
went so far as to say, that any peace 
was better than the most successful war. 
I do not give you the precise language 
made use of by the Minister, for I speak 
only from memory; but I am satisfied 
I am not misrepresenting him in what I 
have now stated. 

Come down fifty years nearer to our 
own time, and you find a statesman, not 
long in office, but still strong in the 
affections of all persons of Liberal prin
ciples in this country, and in his time 
representing fully the sentiments of the 
Liberal party- Charles James F'ox. 
Mr. Fox, referring to the policy of the 
Government of his time, which was one 
of constant interference in the affairs of 
Europe, 'and by which the country was 
continually involved in the calamities of 
war, said that although he would not 
assert or maintain the principle, that 
under no circumstances could England 
have any cause of interference with the 
affairs of the continent of Europe, yet 
he would prefer the policy of positive 
non-interference and of perfect isolation 
rather than the constant intermeddling 
to which our recent policy had subjected 
us, and which brought so much trouble 
and suffering upon the country. In this 
case also I am not prepared to give you 
his exact words. but I am sure that I 
fairly describe the sentiments which he 
expressed. 

, . Come down fifty years later, and to a 
time within the recollection of most of 

, us, and you find another statesman, once 
. the most popular man in England, and 
. still remembered in this town and else-
where with respect and affection. I 
allude to Earl Grey. When Earl Grey 
came into office for the purpose of carry
ing the question of Parliamentary Re-

form, he unfurled the banner of ' Peace, 
retrenchment, and reform,' and that 
sentiment was received in every part of 
the United Kingdom, by every man who 
was or had been in favour of Liberal 
principles, as predicting the advent of a 
new era which should save his cOlmtry 
from many of the calamities of the 
past. 

Corne down still nearer, and to a time 
that seems but the other day. and you 
find another Minister, second to none of 
those whom I have mentioned-the late 
Sir Robert Peel. I had the opportunity 
of observing the conduct of :Sir Robert 
Peel, from the time when he took office 
in J 841; I watched his proceedings par
ticularly from the year 1843, when 1 
entered Parliament, up to the time of 
his lamented death; and during the 
whole of that period, I venture to say, 
his principles, if they were to be dis
covered from his conduct and his 
speeches, were precisely those which I 
have held, and which I have always 
endeavoured to press upon the atten
tion of my countrymen. If you have 
any doubt upon that point I would refer 
you to that last, that beautiful, that 
most solemn speech, which he delivered 
with an earnestness and a sense of re
sponsibility as if he had known he was . 
leaving a legacy to his country. If you 
refer to that speech, delivered on the 
morning of the very day on which 
occurred the accident which terminated 
his life, you will find that its whole 
tenor is in conformity· with all the 
doctrines that I have urged upon my 
countrymen for years past with respect 
to our policy in foreign affairs. When 
Sir Robert Peel went horne just before 
the dawn of day, upon the last occasion 
that he passed from the House of Com
mons, the scene of so many of his 
tdumphs, I have heard, from what I 
think a good authority, that after he 
entered his 'own house, he expressed 
the exceeding relief which he expe
rienced at having delivered himself of 
a speech which he had been reluctantly 
obliged to make against a Ministry 
which he wa~ anxious to support, and 
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he added, if I am not mistaken, • I have 
made a speech of peace.' 

Well, if this be so, if I can give you 
four names like these,-if there were 
time I could make a longer list of still 
eminent, if inferior men,-I should like 
to know why I,_as one of a small party, 
am to be set down as teaching some 
new doctrine which it is not fit for my . 
countrymen to hear, and why I am to 
be assailed in every form of language, 
as if there was one great department of 
governmental affairs on which I was in
competent to offer any opinion to my 
countrymen. But leaving the opinions 
of individuals, I appeal to this audience, 
to every man who knows nnything of 
the views and -policy of the Liberal 
party in past years, whe.ther it is not 
the fact that up to 1832, and indeed to 
a much later period, probably to the 
year 1850, those sentiments of Sir 
Robert Walpole, of Mr. Fox, of Earl 
Grey, and of Sir Robert Peel, the 
sentiments which I in humbler mode 
have propounded, were not received 
unanimously by the Liberal party as 
their fixed and unchangeable creed? 
And why should they not? Are they 
not founded upon reason? Do not all 
statesmen know, as you know, that 
upon peace, and peace alone, can be 
based ,the successful industry of a na
tion, and that by successful industry 
alone can be created that wealth which, 
permeating all .:lasses of the people, 
not confined to great proprietors, great 
merchants, and great speculators, not 
running in a stream merely down your 
principal streets, but turning fertilizing 
rivulets into every bye-lane and -every 
alley, tends so powerfully to promote 
the comfort, happiness, and content
ment oC a nation? Do you not know 
that all progress comes from successful 
and peaceful industry. and that upon it 
is based your superstructure of educa
tion, of morals. of self-respect among 
your people, as well as every measure 
for extending and consolidating freedom 
in YOllr public institutions? I am not 
afraid to acknowledge that' I do op
pose-that I do utterly condemn and 

denounce-a great part of the foreign 
policy which is practised and adhered 
to by the Government of this country. 

You know, of course, that about 170 
years ago there happened in this country 
what we have always been accustomed 
to call • a Glorious Revolution '-a Re
volution which had this effect: that it 
put a bit into the mouth- of the monarch, 
so that he was not able of his own free
will to do, and he dared no longer at
tempt to do, the things which his pre
decessors had done without fear. But 
if at the Revolution the monarchy of 
England was bridled and bitted, at the 
same time the great territorial families 
of England were enthroned; and from_ 
that period, until the year 1831 or 
1832-untiJ the time when Birmingham 
politically became famous-those terri
torial families reigned with an almost 
undisputed sway over the destinies and 
the industry of the people of these king
doms. If you turn to the history of 
England, from the peliod of the Revo
lution to the present, you will find that 
an entirely new policy was adopted, and 
that while we had endeavoured in former -
times to keep ourselves free from Euro
pean complications, we now began to 
act upon a system of constant entangle
ment in the affairs of foreign countries, 
as if there was neither property nor 
honours, nor anything worth striving 
for, to be acquired in any other field. 
The language coined and used then, has 
continued to our day. Lord Somers. in 
writing for William III, speaks of the 
endless and sanguinary wars of that 
period as wars • to -maintain the liber
ties of Europe.' There were wars • to 
support the Protestant interest: and 
there were many wars to preserve our 
old friend 'the balance of power.' 

We have been at war since that time, 
I believe. with, for, and against every 
considerable nation in Europe. We 
fought to put down a pretended French Ii 

supremacy under Louis XIV. We fought 
to prevent France and Spain coming ., 
under the sceptre of one monarch. al-- . 
though, if we had not fought, it would 
have been impossil)le in the course of 
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things that they should have become so 
united. We fought to maintain the 
I talian provinces in connection with the 
House of Austria. We fought to put 
down the supremacy of Napoleon Bona
parte; and the Minister who was em
ployed by this country at Vienna, after 
the great war, when it was determined 
that no Bonaparte should ever again sit 
on the throne of France, was the very 
man to Inake an alliance with another 
Bonaparte for the purpose of carrying 
on a war to prevent the supremacy of 
the late Emperor of Russia. So that 
we have been all round Europe, and 
across it over and over again, and after 
a policy so distinguished, so pre-eminent, 
so long-continued, and so costly, I think 
we have.a fair right-I have, at least
to ask those who are in favour of it to 
show us its visible result. Europe is 
not at this moment, so far as I know, 
speaking of it broadly, and making 
allowance for certain improvements in 
its general civilisation, more free politi
cally than it was before. The balance 
of power is like perpetual motion, or 
any of those impossible things which 
some men are always racking their 
brains and spending their time and 
money to accomplish. 

We all know and deplore that at the 
present moment a large number of the 
grown men of Europe are employed, 
and a large portion of the industry of 
Europe is absorbed, to provide for, 
and maintain, the enormous armaments 
which are now on foot in every con
siderable Continental State. Assuming, 
then, that Europe is not much better in 
consequence of the sacrifices we have 
made, let us inquire what has been the 
result in England, because, after all, 
that is the question which it becomes 
us most to consider. I believe that I 
understate the sum when I say that, in 
pursuit of this Will-o·-the-wisp, (the 
liberties of Europe and the balance of 
power,) there has been extracted from 
the industry of the people of this 
small island no less an amount than 
2,000,000,0001. sterling. I cannot ima
gine how much 2,000,000,0001. is, and 

therefore I shall not attempt to make 
you comprehend it. I presume it is 
something like those vast and incom
prehensible astronomical distances with 
which we. have been lately made fa
miliar; but, however familiar, we feel 
that we do not know one bit more about 
them than we did before. Wh~ 1 try 
.to think of that sum of 2,000,000,0001., 

there is a sort of vision passes before 
my mind's eye. I see your peasant 
labourer delve and plough, sow and reap, 
sweat beneath the summer's sun, or 
grow prematurely old before the win
ter's blast. I see your noble mechanic, 
with his manly countenance and his 
matchless skill, toiling at his bench or 
his forge. I see one of the workers in 
our factories in the north, a woman
a girl, it may be-gentle and good, as 
many of them. are, as your sisters and 
daughters are-I see her intent upon 
the spindle, whose revolutions are so 
rapid that the eye fails altogether to de
tect them, or watching the alternating 
flight of the unresting shuttle. I turn 
again to another portion of your popu
lation, which, 'plunged in mines, forgets 
a sun was made: and I see the man who 
brings up from the 'secret chambers of 
the earth the elements of the riches and 
greatness of his country. When I see 
all this, I have before me a mass of 
produce and of wealth which I am no 
more able tG comprehend than I am 
that 2,000,000,0001. of which I have 
spoken, but I behold in its full propor
tions the hideous error of your Govern_ 
ments, whose fatal policy consumes in 
some cases a half, never less than a 
third, of all the results of that industry 
which God intended should fertilise and 
bless every home in England,· but the 
fruits of which are squandered in every 
part of the surface of the globe, without 
producing the smallest good to the 
people of England. 

We have, it is true, some visible re
sults that are of a more positive character. 
We have that which some people call a 
great advantage-the National Debt
a debt which is now so large that the 
most prudent, the most economical, and 
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the most honest have given up all hope, 
not of its being paid off, but of its being 
diminished in amount. We have, too, 
taxes which have been during many 
years so onerous that there have been 
times when the patient beasts of burden 
threatened to revolt_so onerous that it ' 
lIas been utterly impossible to levy them 
with any kind of honest equality, accord
ing to the means of the people to pay 
them. We have that, moreover, which 
is a standing wonder to all foreigners 
who consider our condition-an amount 
of apparently immovable pauperism, 
which to strangers is wholly irrecon
cileable with the fact that we, as a na
tion. produce more of what should make 
us all comfortable, than is produced by 
any other nation of similar numbers OR 

the face of the globe. Let us likewise 
remember that during the period of 
those great and so-called glorious con
tests on the continent of Europe, every 
description of home reform was not only 
delayed, but actually crushed out of the 
minds of the great bulk of the people. 
There can be 110 doubt whatever that in 
1793 England was about to realise politi
cal changes and reforms, such as did not 
appear again until i 830; and during the 
period of that war, which now almost 
all men agree to have been wholly un
necessary, we were passing through a 
period which may be described as the 
dark age of English politics; when 
there was no more freedom to write or 
speak, or politically to act, than there is 
now in the most despotic country of 
Europe. 

But, it may be asked, did nobody 
gain? If Europe is no better, ,and the 
people of England have been so much 
worse, who has benefited by the new 
system of foreign policy? What has 
been the fate of those who, were en
throned at the Revolution, and whose 
supremacy has been for so long a period 
unuisputed among us? Mr. Kinglake, 
the author of an interesting book on 
Eastern Travel. describing the habits of 
some acquaintances that he made in the 
Syrian Deserts, says, that the jackals of 
the Desert follow their prey in families 

like the place-hunters of Europe. I 
will reverse, if you like, the comparison, 
and say that the great territorial families 
of England, which were enthroned at 
the Revolution, have followed their prey 
like the jackals of the Desert. Do you 
not observe at a glance. that, from the 
time of William 111, by reason of the 
foreign policy which I denounce, wars 
have been multiplied. taxes increased, 
loans made. and the sums of money 
which every year the Government has 
to expend augmented. and that so the 
patronage at the disposal of Ministers 
must have increased also. and the 
families who were enthroned and made 
powerful in the legislation and adminis
tration of the country must have had 
the first pllll at, and the largest profit 
out of. that patronage? There is no' 
actuary in existence who can calculate 
how much of the wealth, of the strength. 
of the supremacy of the territorial fami
lies of England has been derived from 
an unholy participation in the fruits of 
the industry of tbe people. which have 

. been wrested from them by every de
vice of taxation, and squandered in 
every conceivable crime of which a Go
vernment could possibly be guilty. 

The more you examine this matter 
the more you will come to the conclu
sion which I have arrived at, that this 
foreign policy, this regard for • the 
liberties of Europe,' this care at one 
time for' the Protestant interests,' this 
excessive love for the' balance of power,' 
is neither more nor less tban a gigantic 
system of out.door relief for the aristo- 'I 
cracyof Great Britain. [Great laughter.] 
I observe that you receive that decla
ration as if it were some new and im
portant discovery. In 18IS, when the 
great war with France was ended. 
every Liberal in England. whose politics, 
whose hopes, and whose faith had not 
been crushed out of him by the tyranny 
of the time of that war. was fully aware 
of this, and openly admitted it, and up 
to 1833, and for some years afterwards. 
it was the fixed and undoubted creed of 
the great Liberal party. But somehow 
all is changed. We who stand 'upon 
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the old landmarks. who walk in the old 
paths. who woul<l conserve what is 
wise and prudent, are hustled and 
shoved about as if we were come to 
tum the world upside down. The 
change which has taken place seems to 
confirm the opinion of a lamented friend 
of mine. who. not having succeeded in 
all his hopes. though t that men made 
no progress whatever. but went !round 
and round like a squirrel in a cage. 
The idea is now so general that it is 
our duty to meddle everywhere, that 
it really seems as if we had pushed the 
Tories from the field, expelling them 
by our competition. 

I should like to lay before you a list 
of the treaties which we have made. 
and of the responsibilities under which 
we have laid ourselves with respect to 
the various countries of Europe. I do 
not know where such an enumeration is 
to be found, but I suppose it would be 
possible for antiquaries and men of in
vestigating minds to dig them out from 
the recesses of the Foreign Office. and 
perhaps to make some of them intel- ' 
ligible to the country. I believe. how
'ever. that if we go to the Baltic we 
shall find that we have a treaty to de
fend Sweden, and the only thing which 
Sweden agrees to do in return is not to 
give up any portion of her territories 
to Russia. Coming down a little south, 
we have a treaty which invites us. en
ables us. and perhaps, ifwe acted fully 
up to our duty with regard to it. would 
compel us to interfere in the question 
between Denmark and the Duchies. 
If I mistake not, we have a treaty which 
binds us down to the maintenance of 
the little kingdom of Belgium, as es
tablished after its separation from HoI- , 
land. We have numerous treaties with ' 
France. We are understood to be bound 
by treaty to maintain constitutional go
vernment in Spain and Portugal. If we 
go round into the Mediterranean. we 
find the little kingdom of Sardinia, to 
which we have lent some millions of 
money. and with which we have entered 
into important treaties for preserving 
the balance of power in Europe. If we 

go beyond the kingdoms of Italy. and 
cross the Adriatic, we come to the small 
kingdom of Greece, against which we 
have " nice account that will never be 
settled; while we have engagements to 
maintain that respectable but diminutive I 
country under its present constitutional 
government. Then; leaving the king
dom of Greece. we pass 'up the eastern 
end of the Mediterranean, and from 
Greece to the Red Sea, wherever the 'I 

authority of the Sultan is more or less 
admitted, the blood and the industry of i 
England are pledged to the permanent ' 
sustentation of the 'independence and ' 
integrity' of the Ottoman Empire. 

I confess that as a citizen of this 
country. wishing to live peaceably among 
my fellow-countrymen. and wishing to 
'see my 'Countrymen free, and able to 
enjoy the fruits of their labour, I pro
test against a system which binds us in 
all these networks and complications, 
from which it is impossible that we can 
gain one single atom of advantage for 
this country. It is nol all glory, after 
all. Glory may be worth something, 
but it is not always glory. We have 
had within the last few years despatches 
from Vienna and from St. Petersburg. 
which. if we had not deserved them. 
would have been very offensive and nol 
a little insolent. We have had the Am
bassador of the Queen expelled sum
marily from Madrid. and we have had 
an Ambassador driven almost with ig
nominy from Washington. We have 
blockaded Athens for a claim which 
was known to be false. We have 'qual'
relied with Naples, for we chose to give 
advice to Naples. which was not re
ceived in the submissive spirit expected 
from her. and our Minister was there
fore withdrawn. Not three years ago. 
too, we seized a considerable kingdom 
in India. with which our Government 
had but recently entered into the most , 
solemn treaty. which every lawYer in : 
England and in Europe, I believe. would 
consider binding before God and the 
world. We deposed its monarch; we 
committed a, great immorality and a 
great crime. and we have reaped an 
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almost instantaneous retribution in the 
most gigantic and sanguinary revolt 
which probably any nation ever made 
against its conquerors. Within the last 
few years we have had two wars with a 
great Empire. which we are told con
tains at least one-third of the whole 
human race. The first war was called. 
and appropriately called. the Opium 
War. No man. I believe. with a spark 
of morality in his composition. no man 
who cares anything for the opinion of 
his fe1low-countrymen. has dared to 
justify that war. The war which has just 
been concluded, if it has been con
cluded. had its origin in the first war; 
.for the enormities committed ill the 
first war are the foundation of the im
placable hostility which it is said the 
inhabitants of Canton bear to all per
sons connected with the English name. 
Yet, though we have these troubles in 
India-a vast country which we do not 
know how to govern-and a war with 
China-a country with which. though 
everybody else can remain at peace, we 
cannot-such is the inveterate habit of 
conquest. such is the insatiable lust of 
territory. such is. in my view. the de
praved. unhappy state of opinion of the 
country on this subject. that there are 
not a few persons. Chambers of Com-

I merce to wit,' in different parts of the 
kingdom (though I am glad to say it 
has not been so with the Chamber of 
Commerce at Birmingham). who have 
been urging our Government to take 
possession of a province of the greatest 
island in the Eastern seas; a possession 
which must at once necessitate increased 
estimates and increased taxation. and 
which would probably lead us into mer
ciless and disgraceful wars with the half
savage tribes who inhabit that island. 

I will not dwell upon that question. 
The gentleman who is principally con
cerned in it is at this moment. as you 
know. stricken down with affliction. and 
I am unwilling to enter here into any 
considerable discussion of the case 
which he is urging upon the public; 
but I say that we have territory enough 
in India; and if we have not troubles 

enough there. if we have not difficulties 
enough in China, if. we have not taxa
tion enough. by all means gratify your 
wishes for more; but I hope that what
ever may be the shortcomings of the 
Government with regard to any other 
questions in which we are all interested 
-and may they be few I-they will 
shut their eyes. they will tum their 
backs obstinately from adding in this 
mode. or in any mode. to the English 
possessions in the East. I suppose that 
if any ingenious person were to prepare 
a large map of the world. as far as it is 
known. and were to mark upon it, in 
any colour that he liked. the spots where 
Englishmen have fought and English 
blood has been poured forth. and the 
treasure of England squandered, scarcely 
a country. scarcely a province of the 
vast expanse of the habitable globe 
would be thus undistinguished. 

Perhaps there are in this room. I am 
sure there are in the country. many per
sons who hold a superstitious tradition
ary belief that. somehow or other. our 
vast trade is to be attributed to what we 
have done in this way, that it is thus we 
have opened markets and advanced com
merce. that English greatness depends 
upon the extent of English conquests 
and English military renown. But I 
am inclined to think that. with the 
exception of Australia, there is not a 
single dependency of the Crown which, 
if we come to reckon what it has cost 
in war and protection. would not be 
found to be a positive loss to the pe0-
ple of this country. Take the United 
States. with which we have such an 
enormous and constantly increasing 
trade. The wise statesmen of the last 
generation. men whom your school his
tories tell you were statesmen. serving 
under a monarch who they tell you was 
a patriotic monarch. spent 130.000,0001. 
of the fruits of the industry of the pe0-
ple in a vain-hnppily a vain-endeavour 
to retain the colonies of the United 
States in subjection to the Monarchy of 
England. Add up the interest of that 
130,000,0001. for all this time, and how 
long do you think it will be before 
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there will be a profit on the trade with 
the United States which will repay the 
enormous sum we invested in a war 
to retain those States as colonies of this 
Empire? It never will be paid off. 
Wherever you tum, you will find that 
the opening of markets, developing of 
new countries, introducing cotton cloth 
with cannon balls, are vain, foolish, and 
wretched excuses for wars, and ought 
not to be listened to for a moment by 
any man who understands the multipli
cation table, or who can do the simplest 
sum in arithmetic. 

Since the' Glorious Revolution,' since 
the enthronisation ofthc great Norman 
territorial families, they have spent in 
wars, and we have worked for, about 
a,ooo,ooo,oooI. The interest on that is 
100,000,0001. per annum, which alone, 
to say nothing of the principal sum, is 
three or four times as much as the 
whole amount of your annual export 
trade from that time to this. Therelore, 
if war has provided you with a trade, it 
has been at an enormous cost; but I 
think it is by no means doubtful that 
your trade would have been no less in 
amount and no less profitable had 
peace and justice been inscribed on 
your lIag instead of conquest and the 
love of military renown. But even in 
this year, 1858-we have got a long 
way into the century-we find that 
within the last seven years our public 
debt has greatly increased. V','hatever 
be the increase of our population, of 
our machinery, of our industry, of our 
wealth, still our national debt goes on 
increasing. Although we have not a 
foot more territory to conserve, or an 
enemy in the world who dreams of 
attacking us, we find that our annual 
military expenses during the last twenty 
years have risen from 12,000,0001. to 
33,000,0001. 

Some people believe that it is a good 
thing to pay a great revenue to the 
State. Even so eminent a man as Lord 
John Russell is not without a delusion 
of this sort. Lord] obo Russell, as you 
have heard, while speaking of me in 
jlattering and friendly terms, says he is 

unfortunately obliged to differ from me 
frequently; therefore, I suppose, there 
is no particular harm in my saying that 
I am sometimes obliged to differ from 
him. Some time ago he was a great 
star in the northern hemisphere, shin
ing, not with unaccustomed, but with· 
his usual brilliancy at Liverpool. He 
made a speech, in which' there ~as a 
great deal to be admired, to a Y'eeting 
composed, it was said, to a great extent 
of working-men; and in it he stimulated 
them to a feeling of pride in the great
ness· of their country and in being 
citizens of a State which enjoyed a re
venue of 100,000,0001. a·year, which 
included the revenues of the United 
Kingdom and of British India. But 
I think it would have been far more to 
the purpose if he could have congratu
lated the working-men of Liverpool on 
this vast Empire being conducted in an 
orderly manner, on its laws being well 
administered and well obeyed, its shores 
sufficiently defended, its people pros
.perous and happy, on a revenue of 
20,000,0001. The State indeed, of 
which Lord John Russell is a part, may 
enjoy a revenue of 100,000,0001., but I 
am afraid the working-men can only be 
said to enjoy it in the sense in which 
men not very choice in their expressions 
say that for a long time they have en
joyed' very bad health.' 

I am prepared to admit that it is a 
subject of congratulation that there is 
a people so great, so free, and so in
dustrious, that it can produce a sufficient 
income out of which 100,000,0001. a-year, 
if need absolutely were, could be spared 
for some great and noble object; but it 
is not a thing to be proud of that our Go
vernment should require us to pay that 
enormous sum for the simple purposes 
of government and defence. Nothing 
can by any possibility tend more to the 
corruption of a Government than enor
mous revenues. We have heard lately 
of instances of certain joint-stock in
stitutions with very great capital col
lapsing suddenly, bringing disgrace upon 
their managers, and ruin upon hundreds 
of families. A great deal of that has 
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arisen, not so much from intentional 
fraud, as from the fact that weak and 
incapable men have found themselves 
tumbling about in an ocean of bank
notes and gold. and they appear to have 
lost all sight of where it came from, to 

,whom it belonged, and whether it was 
possible by any maladministration ever 
to come to an end of it. That is abso
lutely what is done by Governments. 
You have read in the papers lately some 
accounts of the proceedings before a 
Commission appointed to inquire into 
alleged maladministration with reference 
to the supply of clothing to the army, 
but if anybody had said anything in the 
time of the late Government about any 
such maladministration, there is not one 
of those great statesmen, of whom we 
are told we ought always to speak 
with so much reverence, who would not 
have got up and declared that nothing 
could be more admirable than the sys
tem of book-keeping at Weedon, nothing 
more economical than the manner in 
which the War Department spent the 
money provided by public taxation. But 
we know that it is not so. I have heard 
a gentierr.an-one who is as competent 
as any man in England to give an 
opinion about it-a man of business, 
and not surpassed by anyone as a man 
of business, declare, after a long ex
amination of the details of the question, 
that he would ,undertake to do every
thing that is done not only for the 
defence of the country, but for many 
other things which are done by your 
navy, and which are not necessary for 
that purpose, for half the annual cost 
that is voted in the estimates I 

I think the expenditure of these vast 
sums, and especially of those which we 
spend for military purposes, leads us to 
adopt a defiant' and insolent tone to
wards foreign countries. We have the 
freest press in Europe, and the freest 
platform in Europe. but every man who 
writes an article in a newspaper, and 

, every man who stands on a platform, 
ought to do it under a solemn sense of 
responsibility. Every word he writes, 
every word I utter, passes with a 

rapidity, of which our forefathers were 
utterly ignorant, to the very ends of the 
earth; the words become things and 
acts, and they produce on the minds of 
other nations effects which a man may 
never have intended. Take a recent 
case; take the case of France. I am 
not expected to defend, and I shall cer
tainly not attack, the present Govern
ment of France. The instant that it 
appeared in its present shape, the Min
ister of England conducting your foreign 
affairs, speaking ostensibly for the 
Cabinet, for his Sovereign, and for the 
English nation, offered his congratula
tions, and the support of England was 
at once accorded to the re-created 
French Empire. Soon after this an 
intimate alliance was entered into be
tween the Queen of England, through 
her Ministers, and the Emperor of the 
French. I am not about to defend the 
policy which flowed from that alliance, 
nor shall I take up your time by mak
ing any attack upon it. An alliance was 
entered· into, and a war was entered 
into. English and French soldiers 
fought on the same field, and they 
suffered, I fear, from the same neglect. 
They now lie buried on the bleak 
heights of the Crimea, and except by 
their mothers, who do not soon forget 
their children, I suppose they are mostly 
forgotten. I have never heard it sug
gested that the French Government did 
not behave with the most perfect honour 
to this Government and this country al1 
through these grave transactions; but 
I have heard it stated by those who 
must know, that nothing could be more 
honourable, nothing more just, than 
the conduct of the French Emperor to 
this Government throughout the whole 
of that struggle. More recently, when 
the war in China was begun by a Go
vernment which I have condemned and 
denounced in the House of Commons, 
the Emperor of the French sent his 
ships and troops to co-operate with us, 
but I never heard that anything was 
done there to create a suspicion of a 
feeling of hostility on his part towards 
us. The Emperor of the French came 
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to London, and some of those powerful 
organs of the press who have since 
taken the line of which I am complain
ing, did al1 but invite the people of 
London to prostrate themselves under 
the wheels of the chariot which con· 
veyed along our streets the revived 
monarchy of France. The Queen of 
England went to Paris, and was she not 
received there with as much affection 
and as much respect as her high po
sition and her honourable character 
entitled her to 7 

What has occurred since 7 If there 
was a momentary unpleasantness, I am 
quite sure that every impartial man wi11 
agree that, under the peculiarly irritat
ing circumstances of the time, there was 
at least as much forbearance shown on 
one side of the Channel as on the other. 
Then we have had much said lately 
about a naval fortification recently com
pleted in France, which has been more 
than one hundred years in progress, 
which was not devised by the present 
Emperor of the French. }<'or one hun
dred years great sums had been spent 
on it, and at last, like every other great 
work, it was brought to an end. The' 
English Queen and others were invited 
over, and many went who were not in
vited. And yet in all this we are told 
that there is something to create extreme 
alarm and suspicion; we, who have 
never fortified any places; we, who 
hnve tlot a greater than Sebastopol at 
Gibraltar; we, who have not an im
pregnable fortress at Malta, who have 
not spent the fortune of a nation almost 
in the Ionian Islands; we, who are 
doing nothing at Aldemey; we are to 
take offence at the fortifications of 
Cherbourg I There are few persons 
who at some time or other have not 
been brought into contact with a poor 
unhappy fellow-creature who has some 
peculiar delusion or suspicion pressing 
on his mind. I recollect a friend of 
mine going down from Derby to Leeds 
in the train with a very quiet and re
spectable.looking gentleman sitting op
posite to him. They had both been 
staying at t.lte Midland Hotel, and they 

began talking about it. All at once 
the gentleman said, • Did you notice 
anything particular about the bread at 
breakfast 7' • No,' said my friend, • I 
did not.' • Oh I but I did,' said the 
poor gentleman, • and I am convinced 
there was an attempt made to poison 
me,and it is a very curious thing that 
1 never go to an hotel without I dis
cover some attempt to do me mischief.' 
The unfortunate man was labouring 
under one of the greatest calamities 
which can befall a human creature. But 
what are we to say of a nation which 
lives under a perpetual delusion that it 
is about to be attacked-a nation which 
is the most combined on the face of the 
earth, with little less than 30,000,000 

of people all united under a Govern
ment which, though we intend to reform 
it, we do not the less respect it, and 
which has mechanical power,and wealth 
to which no other country offers any 
parallel 7 There is no causeway to 
Britain; the free waves of the sea flow 
day and night for ever round her shores, 
and yet there are people going about 
with whom this hallucination is so 
strong that they do not merely discover 
it quietly to their friends, but they write 
it down in double-leaded columns. in 
leading articles,-nay, some of them 
actually get up on platforms and pro
claim it to hundreds and thousands of 
their fel1ow-countrymen. I should like 
to ask you whether these delusions are 
to last for ever, whether this policy is 
to be the perpetual policy of England, 
whether these results are to go on 
gathering and gathering until tllere 
come,ascome there must inevitably, some 
dreadful catastrophe on our country 7 

I should like to-night, if I could, to 
inaugurate one of the best and holiest 
revolutions that ever took place in this 
country. We have had a dozen revo
lutions since some of us were chil
dren. We have had one revolution in 
which you had a great share. a great 
revolution of opinion on the question of 
the suffrage. Does it not read like 
madness that men, thirty years ago, 
were frantic at the idea of the people of 
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Birmingham having a 101. franchise? 
Does it not seem something like idiotcy 
to be told that a banker in Leeds, when 
it was proposed to transfer the seats of 
one rotten borough to the town of 
Leeds, should say (and it was repeated 
in the House of Commons on his autho
rity) that if the people of Leeds had the 
franchise conferred upon them it would 
not be possible to keep the bank doors 
open with safety, and that he should 
remove his business to some quiet place 
out of danger from the savage race that 
peopled that town? But now all con
fess that the people are perfectly com
petent to have votes, and nobody dreams 
of arguing that the privilege will ma.ke 
them less orderly. 

Take the question of colonial govern
ment. Twenty years ago. the govern
ment of our colonies was a huge job. 
A small family party in each, in con
nection with the Colonial Office, ruled 
our colonies. We had then discontent, 
and, now and then, a little wholesome 
insurrection, especially in Canada. The 
result was that we have given up the 
colonial policy which had hitherto been 
held sacred, and since that time not only 
have our colonies greatly advanced in 
wealth and material resources, but no 
parts of the Empire are more tranquil 
and loya\. _ 

Take also the question of Protection. 
Not thirty years -ago, but twelve years 
ago, there was a great party in Parlia
ment, led by a Duke in one House, and 
by the son and brother of a Duke in 
the other, which declared that utter 
ruin must come, not ollly on the agri
cultural interest, but upon the .manu
factures and commerce of England, if 
we depalted from our old theories upon 
this subject of Protection. They told 
us that the labourer-the unhappy 
labourer-of whom it may be said in 
this country,-

, Here landless labourers hopeless toil and 
strive, 

But taste no portion of the sweets they 
hive,' 

-that the labourer wa~ to be ruined; 

that is, that the paupers were to be 
pauperised. These gentlemen were 
overthrown. The plain, honest, com
mon sense of- the country swept away 
their cobweb theories, and they are gone. 
What is the result? From 1846 to 
1857 we have received into this_ country 
of grain of all kinds, including flour, 
maize, or Indian corn - all objects 
heretofore not of absolute prohibition, 
but which were intended to be pro
hibited until it was not safe for people 
to be starved any more-not less than an 
amount equal in value to 224,000,000/. 

That is equal 10 18,700,000/. per annum 
on the average of twelve years. During 
thllt period, too, your home growth has 
been stimulated to an enormous extent. 
You have imported annually 200,000 
tons of guano, and the result has been 
a proportionate increase in the produc
tions of the soil, for 200,000 tons of 
guano will grow an equal weight and 
value of wheat. With all this, agricul
ture was never more prosperous, while 
manufactures were never, at the same 
time, more extensively exported; and 
with all this the labourers, for whom 

- the tears of the Protectionist were shed, 
have, according to the admission of the 
most violent of the class, never been in 
a better state since the beginning of the 
great French war. 

One other revolution of opinion has 
been in regard to our criminal law. I 
have lately been reading a book which 
I would advise every man to read-the 
Life of Sir Samuel Romilly. He tells 
us in simple language of the almost in
superable difficulties he had to contend 
with to persuade the Legislature of this 
country to abolish the punishment of 
death for stealing from a d welling
house to the value of 55., an offence 
which now is punished by a few weeks' 
imprisonment. Lords, bishops, and 
statesmen opposed these efforts year 
after year, and there have been some 
thousands of persons put to death pub
licly for offences which are not now 
punishable with death. Now, every 
man and woman in the kingdom would 
feel a lhlill of horror if told that a 
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fellow-creature was to be put to death 
for such a cause. 

These are revolutions in opinion; and 
let me tell you that when you accom
plish a revolution in opinion upon a 
great question, when you alter it from 
bad to good, it is not like charitably 
giving a beggar 6d. and seeing him no 
more, but it is a great beneficent act, 
which affects not merely the rich and 
the powerful, but penetrates every lane, 
every cottage in the land, and wherever 
it goes brings blessings and happiness. 
It is not from statesmen that these 
things come. It is not from them that 
have proceeded these great revolutions 
of opinion on the questions.of Reform. 
Protection, Colonial Government, and 
Criminal Law-it was from public 

, meetings such as this, from the intelli
gence and conscience of the great body 
of the people who have no interest in 
wrong, and who never go from the 
right but by temporary error and under 
momentary passion. 

It is for you to decide whether our 
greatness shall be only temporary or 
whether it shall be enduring. When 
I am told that the greatness of our 
country is shown by the 100,000,0001. 
of revenue produced, may I not also 
ask how it is that we have 1,100,000 
paupers in this kingdom, and why it is 
that 7,000.0001. should be taken from 
the industry chiefly of the labouring 
classes to support a small nation, ~s it 
were, of paupers? Since your legis
lation upon the Com-laws you have 
not only had nearly 20,000,0001. of food 
brought into the country annually, but 
such an extraordinary increase of trade 
that your exports are about doubled, 
and yet I understand that in the year 
1856, for I have no later return, there 
were no less than 1,100,000 paupers in 
the United Kingdom, and the sum 
raised in poor-rates was not less than 
7,200,0001. And that cost of pauperism 
is not the full amount; for there is a 
vast amount of temporary, casual, and 
vagrant pauperism that does not come 
in to swell that sum. 

Then do not you well know-I know 

it, because I live among the population 
of Lancashire. and I doubt not the same 
may· be said of the population of this 
city and county-that just above the 
level of the 1,100,000 there is at least 
an equal number who are ever oscillating 
between independence and pauperism, 
who, with a heroism which is not the 
less heroic because it is secret and un
recorded, are doing their very utmost to 
maintain ail honourable and independent 
position before their fellow-men? While 
Ilish labour, notwithstanding the im
provement which has taken place in 
Ireland, is only paid at the rate of about 
Is. a-day; while in the straths and glens 
of Scotland there are hundreds of 
shepherd families whose whole food 
almost consists .of oatmeal porridge 
from day to day, and from week to 
week; while these things continue, I 
say that we have no reason to be self
satisfied and contented with our posi
tion; but that we who are in Parliament 
and are more directly responsible for 
affairs, and you who are also responsible, 
though in a lower degree, are bound by 
the sacred duty which we owe our 
country to examine why it is that with 
all this trade, all this industry, and all 
this personal freedom, there is still so 
much that is unsound at the base of our 
social fabric? 

Let me direct your attention now to 
another point, which. I never think of 
without feelings which words would 
altogether fail to express. You hear 
constantly, that woman, the helpmate of 
man, who adorns, dignifies, and blesses 
our lives, that woman in this country is 
cheap; that vast numbers whose names 
ought to be synonyms for purity and 
virtue are plunged into profligacy and 
infamy. But do you not know that 
you sent 40,000 men to perish on the 
bleak heights of the Crimea, and that 
the revolt in India, caused, in part at 
least, by the grievous iniquity of the 
seizure of Oude, may tax your country 
to the extent of 100,000 lives before it 
is extinguished; and do you not know 
that for the 140,000 men thus draughted 
off and consigned to ·premature graves, 
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nature· provided in your country I..j.o,ooo 
women? If you have taken the men 
who should have been the husbands of 
these women, and if you have sacrificed 
100,000,0001., which as capital reserved 
in the country would have been an 
ample fund for their employment and 
for the sustentation of their families, 
are you not guilty of a great sin in in
volving yourselves in such a loss of life 
and of money in war, except on grounds 
and under circumstances which, accord
ing to the opinions of every man in the 
country, should leave no kind of option 
whatever for your choice? 

I know perfectly well the kind of 
observations which a certain class of 
critics will make upon this speech. I 
have been already told by a very emi
nent newspaper publisher in Calcutta, 
who, commenting on a speech I made 
at the close of the session with regard 
to the condition of India and O\lr future 
policy in that country, said, that the 
policy I recommended was intended to. 
strike at the root of the advancement of 
the British Empire, and that its advance
ment did not necessarily involve the 
calamities which I pointed out as likely 
to occur. My Calcutta critic assured 
me that Rome pursued a similar policy 
for· a period of eight centuries, and that 
for those eight centuries she remained 
great. Now, I do not think that ex
amples taken from pagan, sanguinary 
Rome, are proper models for the imi
tation of a Christian· country, nor would 
I limit my hopes of the greatuess of 
England even to the long' duration of 
800 years. But what is Rome now? 
The great city is dead. A poet has 
described her as • the lone mother of 
dead empires.' Her language even is 
dead. Her very tombs are empty; the 
ashes of her most illustrious citizens are 
dispersed-
• The Scipios' tomb contains no ashes now.' 

Yet I am asked, I, who am one of the 
legislators of a Christian country, to 
measure my policy by the policy of 
ancient and pagan Rome! 

I believe there is no permanent great~ 

DesS to a nation except it be based upon 
morality. I do DOt care for military 
greatness or military renown. I care 
for the condition of the people among 
whom I live. There is no man in Eng
land who is less likely to speak irreve
rently of the Crown and Monarchy of 
England than I am; but crowns, coro
nets, mitres, military display, the pomp 
of war, wide colonies, and a huge em
pire, are, in my view, all trifles light as 
air, and Dot worth considering, unless 
with them you can have a fai~ share of 
comfort, contentment, and happiness 
among the great body of the people. 
Palaces, baronial castles, great halls, 
stately mansions, do not make a nation. 
The nation in every country dwells in 
the cottage; and unless the light of 
your Constitution can shine there, unless 
the beauty of your legislation and the 
excellence of your statesmanship are 
impressed there on the feelings and 
condition of the, people, rely upon it 
you have yet to learn the duties of 
govemment. , 

I have not, 'as you have observed, 
pleaded that this country should remain 
without adequate and scientific means 
of defence. I acknowledge it to be the 
duty of your statesmen, acting upon the 
known opinions and principles of ninety
nine out of every hundred persons in 
the country, at all times, with all pos
sible moderation, but with all possible 
effici,ency, to take steps which shall 
preserve order within and on the con
fines of your kingdom. But I shall 
repudiate and denounce the expenditure 
of every shilling, the engagement of 
every man, the employment of every 
ship which has no object but inter
meddling in the affairs of other coun
tries, and endeavouring to extend the 
boundaries of an Empire .which is al
ready large enough to satisfy the 
greatest ambition, and I fear is much 
too large for the highest statesmanship 
to which any man has yet attained. 

The most ancient of profane histo
rians has told us that the Scythians of 
his time were a very warlike people, 
and that they elevated an old cimeter 
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upon a platform as a symbol of Mars, 
for to Mars alone, I believe, they built 
altars and offered sacrifices. To this 
cimeter they offered sacrifices of horses 
and cattle, the main wealth of the 
country, and more costly sacrifices than 
to all the rest of their gods. I often 
ask myself whether we are at all ad
vanced in one· respect beyond those 
Scythians. What are our contributions 
to charity, to education, tp morality, to 
religion, to justice, and to civil govern
ment, when compared with the wealth 
we expend in sacrifices to the old 
cimeter? Two nights ago I addressed 
in this hall a \!ast assembly composed 

, to a great extent of your countrymen 
, who have no political power, who are 

at work from the dawn of the day to 
the evening, and who have therefore 
limited means of informing themselves 
on these great SUbjects. Now I am 
privileged to speak to a somewhat 
different audience.< You represent those 
of your great community who have a 
more complete education, who have on 
some points greater intelligence, and in 
whose hands reside the power and in
fluence of the district. I am speaking, 
too, within the hearing of those whose 
gentle nature, whose finer instincts, 
whose purer minds, have not suffered as 
some of us have suffered in the turmoil 
and strife of life. You can mould 
opinion, you can create political power, 
--you cannot think a good thought on 
this subject and communicate it to your 
neighbours, -- you cannot make these 

points topics of discussion in your social 
circles and more general meetings, with
out affecting sensibly and speedily the 
course which the Government of your 
country will pursue. May I ask you, 
then, to believe, as I do most devoutly 
believe, that the moral law was not 
written for men alone in their individual 
charactel', but' that it was written as 
well for nations, and for nations great 
as this of which we are «citizens. If 
nations reject and deride that moral 
law, there is< a penalty which will in
evitably follow. It may not come at 
once, it may not come in our lifetime; 
but, rely upon it, the great Italian is 
not a poet only, but a prophet, when he 
says,--
• The sword of < heaven is not in haste to 

smite, 
Nor yet doth linger.' 

We have experience, we have beacons, 
we have landmarks enough. We know 
what the past has cost us, we know 
how much and how far we have wan
dered, but we are not left without a 
guide. It is true we have not, as an 
ancient people had, Urim and Thummim 
-those oraculous gems on Aaron's 
breast-from which to take counsel, 
but we have the unchangeable and 
eternal principles of the moral law to 
guide us, and only so far as we walk by 
that guidance can we be permanently a 
great nation, or our people a happy 
people, 

-:.-~~-.. :--< 
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THE FINANCIAL POLICY OF THE LATE GOVERNMENT. 

HOUSE OF COMMONS, JULY 21, 1859. 

Fro,n Hansard. 

[Mr. Disraeli took occasion to give an elaborate defence of the financial policy of the 
late Government, and to criticise the position which the income-tax assumed in the 
scheme ofthe existing Administration. He recommended that the additional income
tax, instead of being collected in six months, should be extended over a year. But 
he assumed that the public expenditure of the country could not be diminished. It 
was to this point especially that Mr. Bright directed himself. When the report of this 
speech arrived in Paris, it attracted the attention of M. Chevalier, the distinguished 
French Economist. He wrote at once to Mr. Cobden, expressing his belief that a 
Commercial Treaty between England and France might be negotiated, and urged him 
to come to Paris during the autumn to make the attempt. Mr. Cobden went to Paris 
during the autumn, having received the sanction of the leading Members of the 
Government, and sought an interview with the Emperor of the French. Negotiations 
were at once entered into, and the Treaty of Commerce with France was the result. 
This was the crowning labour of the public life of Mr. Cobden, and with it his name 
and fame will be for ever associated.] 

I AM not sorry that I had the oppor
tunity of hearing the speech of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer before I 
was permitted to address the House. 
I am sure the House will understand 
me when I say that 1 have listened to 
large portions of his speech, and of that 
of his predecessor in office, with great 
satisfaction. As far as the' right hon. 
Gentleman opposite (Mr. Disraeli) is 
concerned, I think that my hon. Friend 
the Member for Rochdale (Mr. Cobden), 
myself, and others who have generally 
acted with us, may consider him a con
vert to the views which we have very 
often expressed in this House. I recol-

lect that Sir Robert Peel on one occasion 
made a speech of very much the same 
tenor, and hon. Gentleman opposite 
charged him with being a convert to 
our views. I believe that any man of 
intellect and genius who may lead that 
party to which the right hon. Gentleman 
belongs, and none other can lead it 
with any success, will, as time rolls on, 
more and more adopt those principles 
of political economy and of foreign 
policy which we have felt it our duty 
to propound to the House and the 
country. 

The speech of the right hon. Gentle
man the Member for Bncks (and. in 
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!act. also that of the Chancellor of the 
u.chequer). was a speech upon two 
subjects, the first part being devoted to 
finance. and the ~ to the questioD 
of foreign policy; and perhaps the 
House will. allow me to make a few 
obserTations in the same order. The 
bodget of the Chancellor of the Ex
chequer has, I think. met with general 
satilJaction - at least with as much 
satisbction as genenI1y falls to the lot 
of unpleasant propositions of this nature; 

! bat I may say for myself that whatever 
approbation of it I have to eq>ress 
arises from the fact that it is a propo
sitioo oonIined to a single year. and that 
the right hem. Gentleman himself has 
suggested to the House that DeXl year 
it ,.-ill be Decessary to take a general 
and more comprehensive review of the 
whole question of our finaDoes and 
taDtion. 

I shall, if the House will permit me, 
state one 01' two reasons why I fed 
particular salisfactiOD at the tempo
rary Dature of the plan which the 
right hoD. Gentleman has proposed. 
I believe that. Dot1>;thstanding all that 
Chancellor.; al the Exchequer may say 
with rqr-ud to the adYIIDtages of the 
inoome-:ax. it is as hateful as ever it 

r has hem to the people. and I believe 
it to be hateful chiefty beQuse it is 

t unjust. I shall Dot DOW enter into the 
i, question which has I..em so ofteD de

bated, whether the tax ought to c0n

tinue to be leYied at the same rate upon 
fixed and pm::arious incomes, beQuse I 
think that. ",-hatever we may say. eYer! 
one feels that there is a fixed injustice 
and a find wrong which it is utterly 
impossible that ),011 should ever work 
out of the minds of the people of this 
country by whom the tax is paid. Just 
before coming into the House I had in 
the lobby an inteniew with some 

_ gentkmea who haw: come up to toWD 
to protest against the continaanoe of this 
injustioe. I made this answer to their Ie

- freseIltations: 'I agree with you entirely. 
think the to odious beyood all other.; 

that I know of, and odious beyond all 
other.; beQase it is unjust beyond all 

others; aDd I will Dever consent that in 
its present shape it should be made a 
pennaDeDt tax. But the Cbanoellor of 
the u.chequer proposes it for one year. 
UDder an emergency ",-hich some people 
suppose to have arisen. Therefore. I 
am obliged to consent to it this year; 
but if I am here aext year, and any pro
positiOD is made for its continuance in 
its present shape, it sbaIl receive DO 
countenance from me.' 

But there is another ground on which 
I should have to object to this tax. and 
at which I will DOW only just hint. It 
is Dot a pleasant view of the case for 
hoD. Gentlemen opposite or for those 
whom they chiefty represent. When the 
time comes I am prepared to show that 
the income-to presses upon all capital 
employed in shops or maDufactures ",-ith 
double the weight that it does UPOD 
that which is employed strictly in the 
cultivation of the land. I am sure that 
hon. Gentlemen opposite will see the 
injustice in one partiallar-lWDely. that 
farmers in England, if I am Dot mis
taken, pay on a rate of income calal
lated upon half their rent, while farmers 
in Scotland pay only UPOD aD income 
calculated upon one-third of their rent. 
I know DO reason for differences of that 
kind. I do DOt think they shonld exist. 
Yoa may tolerate them for a single year 
-we caD tolerate a great deal, if we 

. think it Decessazy to maintain the 
honour or interests of the country. or 
even for the convenience of Parliament 
at tiJDes.-but JOB caDDOt tolerate them 
as representing the permanent settle
ment of a question in tuation. 

There is another ground upon which 
I should wholly object to the course 
which the Chancellor of the u.chequer 
is taking if he was makiug his arrange
ments for more than a year. and in 
advertiag to this I must call his atten
tion to measures al great importance. 
which were much boasted of at the 
time. and to which he prevailed upon 
Parliament to assent in the year 1853-
I hold that., whatever be our taus-let 
as haw: 5O.ooo,oool~ or iO,ooo.oool~ or 
loo,ooo,oool. a-year-and I know DOt 

31 
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but we may live to see taxation grow 
up to 100,000,0001. a·year as Ireed
lessly as we have seen it grow up to 
70,ooo,oool.-whatever be the amount 
of our taxes, let us endeavour to do 
honestly by our countrymen; not press
ing the poor, whether our taxes be 
heavy or light in the main; laying 
them on with a stronger and more 
resolute hand upon property, but in 
dealing with property, dealing just as 
honestly with its owners as we should 
deal with the poorest subjects of the 
realm. I take the taxes on successions 
of everykind-probate-duty, legacy
duty, and the tax levied under the Act 
of 1853-to be strictly in their nature 
property taxes. They are taxes which 
are collected or intended to be collected 
as part of every man's possessions and 
property which change hands on the 

. death of their owner. Those who are 
poor-those whose means are nothing
of whom there are unfortunately many in 
this country-who make no wills, for 
whom no one takes out letters of ad
ministration, who have nothing to leave 
as a fortune or a little property to 
their children, are not directly interested 
in this matter; but all other classes 
of society are directly interested in it; 
and I say that, whether a man be 
employed in manufactures, or have pro
perty in land, in the Funds, or in Stocks 
and shares of :my kind, he has a fair 
right to appeal to this House that in 
the imposition· of taxes of this nature 
there should be the most just regard 
that is possible for the interests of all 
those whom the law is intended to affect. 

I shall tell the House in a few words 
of what I complain, and what I shall 
move next year before anything be done 
to re-impose the income-tax. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer in his 
budget speech of 1853, where he intro
duced that not very welcome guest to 
hon. Members opposite, the succession
tax, adverted to the probate-duty, which 
he said ought fairly to be levied lIpon 
all kinds of property, and not confined 
to one description alone. The hon: 
Member for Lambeth (Mr.W. Williams) 

has brought that duty repeatedly be
fore the House, and has shown that 
40,000,0001. or ~o,ooo,oool., if not m~>re, 
have been paid into the Exchequer by 
taxes upon probates and legacies, all of 
which has been collected by taxes on 
personal property, but from which real 
and freehold property has been entirely 
exempted. I do not believe that any 
hon. Gentleman on the opposite side of 
the House feels that there ought to be 
this gross inequality. The probate-duty 
in 1!l58 raised to the Exchequer a sum 
of 1,338,0001., and next .session I shall 
ask the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
why it is not extended, as it ought to 
be, to all property which passes by 
death from one owner to another. . 

It was curious to observe that the 
right hon. Gentleman in his speech 
the other night-it was not quite so 
long as one he made before, but it was 
none the worse for that-did not refer 
to what was said to be the greatest 
effort of his financial genius. In 185.~ 
everybody said there never was such a 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. He per
suaded the country gentlemen to pass 
a Bill which inflicted lIpon them, as 
they allege, the very same succession
duty as the law imposed upon personal 
property. What did the right hon. 
Gentleman say lIpon tllat occasion? 
He calculated that in the following 
year, 185'1-0 the succession-tax would 
produce 500,0001. to the Exchequer; in 
1855 an additional 700,0001.; in 18b6 
an additional 400,0001.; and in 1857 an 
additional 400,0001. It will thus be 
seen that he anticipated the annual 
produce of this tax to amount in 1857 
to 3,000,0001. If his. calculation had 
turned out to be correct, the succession
duty would have yielded lip to the 
present time no less a sum than 
9,300,0001. What has been the actual 
result? I cannot give the exact figures, 
becallse the Board of Inland Revenue 
say they cannot separate that which 
has been received from the succession- ., 
tax of 1853 from that which has been 
received from the old legacy-duty. But, ; I 
auopting the mode which was pursued f 
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by the Chancellor of the Exchequer the 
other night, I can infonn the House 
that the legacy-duty in 1853, before the 
succession-tax came into existence, pro
duced 1,380,0001., whereas the legacy 
and succession duties combined yielded 
in 1859 the sum of 2,211,000/., being all 
increase of 831,0001. From that sum, 
however, I must deduct the increase of 
the ancient legacy-duty in the interval 
between 1853 and 1859, and I ought 
also to deduct something, but unfor-' 
tunately I have no means of ascertaining 
what, for that description of property 
which the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
in 1853 called rateable property, and 
which he withdrew from the legacy
duty, and put under the succession-tax 
at a 'much smaller amount. Passing 
that by, however, and deducting only 
50,0001. for the increase of the old 
legacy·duty, I find that the succession
tax, from which the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer expected two years ago to 
receive 3,000,0001. a-year, brought in 
last year no more than 781,000/. 

How came the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, he that understands his 
business so well, to make so grievous 
a mistake as this? I shall tell the 
House how it was. It is an odd thing 
that he could make such a mistake, but 
it is still more odd how anyone could 
be taken in by such a mistake w h~n 
made. The tax was not what it pre
tended to be; it was not a succession_ 
tax upon the value of property passing 
from one person to another, but some
thing very different; and the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, while he undertook 
to adjust a great inequality, established 
another just as great and as offensive. 
I do not blame him for what he did; 
perhaps it was aU he could do at the 
time; but surely he was deficient in 

· acuteness when he supposed that his 
• new tax would in 1857 produce 

2,000.000/., whereas in 1859 it yielded 
· only 781,000/. How the tax has been 
; so unproductive is easily explained. If 
· a man dies and leaves 10,0001., which 
,is in the }'unds, or in the N orth
o ,Western Railway, or in ships, or: in 

machinery, or employed in trade-what 
is done in reference to that 10,000/. ? 
I will take the case of the 10 per cent. 
duty-that is where there is no kin
dred; 10,0001. left by one man to 
another, where there is no relationship, 
would have to pay a tax of 1000/. to: 
the Exchequer. But. supposing the 

. 10,000/. were invested in land, or in 
that rateable property which is' the new 
distinction that the right hon. Gentle
man establishes, what would be the 
result? Take two men, one twenty-two 
and the other eighty years of age. You 
would find that the Inland Revenue 
Board would tum to a table, which 
would say the man of eighty has 
a life worth three or foul' years only, 
and the man of twenty-two has a life 
worth twenty or twenty-five years; and 
they would then take the income from 
the 10,0001. and multiply. it by the 
number of years supposed to remain to 
the young man and to the old man, and 
thus come to the sum on which each 
would have to pay. 

I was fortunate enough to have a 
small property left to me by a person 
of whom I had no knowledge. I never 
saw him. He was an old gentleman, 
a great friend of peace, and opposed to 
the Russian war, and seeing that iny 
hon. Friend the Member for Rochdale 
and myself were very strenuous in our 
opposition to",hat war, he did what was 
in his power to mark his opinion of the 
course we had taken. I sold the pro
perty for 1400/. or 15001.; and when I 
came to pay my legacy-duty-that is, 
the succession-tax-I was greatlyaston
ished at the small sum I had to pay. 
My age was taken; an estimate of the 
annual value of the property waS made; 
and I was told that I had to pay some
thing like 401. or 501. If the property 
had been in the Funds, or invested in 
any other of the modes to which I have 
referred, I should have had to pay 1401.' 
at least. Take the case of an hon. 
Gentleman on this side of the House 
who has been more fortunate than my
self. A property worth 3 a,ocal. Was 
left to him by a perslln who was not 
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a blood relation. If it had been in the 
Funds. or in ships. or in railways, or 
employed in trade, the succession-duty 
would have amounted to 3.2001. What 
did he pay? He is not an old man
younger probably than the average of 
Members in this House-and yet. upon 
the property being valued and a calcu
lation made of the number of years he . 
might live, he found that he had to pay, 
not 3,300/., but 7001. Is it consistent 
with fairness-with our personal honour 
-for, after all, that is a quality which 
enters into these questions -with our 
duty to the public, that we. sitting here 
as a representative body, should take 
one class of property, the most solid 
and durable, attracting to it the largest 
social and political advantages, having 
in it the greatest certainty of accumu
lation and improvement from the general 
improvemeq,t in the condition of the 
people, and charge it to the extent of 
7001 .• while at the same time we impose 
3,3001. upon another class of property 
not more valuable and far more fleeting 
in its character? 

I think the reason why I should ob
ject to a permanent re-imposition of the 
income-tax will now be obvious to the 
House. I should object to it with all 
the force I am capable of until the taxes 
which now exist are put on a satisfac
tory and honest footing, so that every 
man and every descriptiQll of property 
may be called upon by the. State in its 
just proportion to support the burdens 
and the necessities of the State. I do 
not intend beyond this to refer to the 
proposition which the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer has made. I have only now 
referred to it that" I may lay the ground 
for the course which I shall take in 
another session of Parliament, if this 
question comes before the House again; 
and I believe that this course will be 
sanctioned by a large number of Mem
bers here. and will meet with almost 
unanimous approval from all the honest 
men who are taxpayers in the kingdom. 

But this question of the mode of levy
ing taxes is apart from a very seriolls 
question referred to by the right hon. 

G~tleman-that of our growing and 
frightful expenditure. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer said, and very justly, 
that up to 1853, in the great depart
ments of the expenditure, there had been 
no great increase for many years. I 
confess that, although I have been pro
testing session after session against this 
growing expenditure, I was not fully 
aware of the enormous increase which 
has taken place until I compared the 
present year with 1~53 and some pre
ceding years. I lind that in 1853, on the 
estimate of the right hon. Gentleman, 
the expenditure was only 50,782,000/., 
while the expenditure in the current year 
is 69,307,000/ •. The House must bear. 
in mind that this is somewhat of an 
unfair picture, because since 1853 there 
has been a sum of money charged 
to the expenditure which formerly went 
in the collection of the revenue. Mak
ing every allowance, however, for the 
4,74o,oool. which is disposed of in this 
way, the expenditure has positivdy in
creased in the interval by 13,685,000/. 
The right hon. Gentleman opposite 
(Mr. Disraeli) was not, I think, quite 
correct in his statement respecting the 
Miscellaneous Estimates; but there can 
be no doubt that the great and serious 
item in our outgoings is that of arma
ments, for I lind that the military and 
naval expenditure of the country has 
risen from 17,opo,oool. in 1853 to up
wards of 26,000,000/. in 1860. 

Now, I should like to ask the House 
two or three quiet, serious questions, on 
this matter. The hon. Member sitting 
here just now {Sir Charles Napier) who 
commanded the Baltic Beet, and who re
presents the borough of Southwark, has 
left his place. and I am very sorry for it, 
because I should have liked to ask him 
two <>r three questions. Does the House 
believe that we are now more or less 
safe from a foreign war, and particularly 
from an invasion of this country, than 
we were in 1853? We have men-the 
right hon. Gentleman has referred to 
them-who are af!Iicted with a periodical 
panic. Thelc is no complaint, I believe, 
so incurable as that. One fit begets an- 1 
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other, and every fit seems so to enfeeble 
the constitution of the patient that each 
sua:eeding attack becomes more alarm
ing than the last. We have two or, 
three newspapers in this city. which 
appear to suffer' in this way. One. 
which is supposed to represent a parti
cular trading interest, pours forth from 
day to day, from week to week, from 
month to month-I know not at whose 
instigation, I knownotif at the instigation 
of any man save the editor-the most 
foolish but the most bitter invectives 
against the French Government, and by 
that means against the French nation. 
I say against the French nation, because 
I hold that. no matter whether we 
approve the Government now existing 
in Franee or not, if we had such a 
Government, and some foreign nation 
through its press were constantly insult
ing that Government, we should take 
not a small portion of those insults 
to ourselves. and we should become pro
portionately irritated against that nation. 

Take another paper, the Times, which, 
unfortunately and untruly. is believed 
on the Continent to represent the opi
nions of the English people. Who is 
there on that paper-let him stand for
ward if there be such a man-who bas 
a bitter personal animosity against the 
Emperor of the French? Day after 
day, every form into which the English 
language can be pressed is made nse 
of for the purpose of stirring up the 
bitterest animosity between two of the 
greatest JI!ltions on the face of the earth. 
Have these men published letters from 
Italy in vain? Have they told us of 
acres of bloody and mangled human 
bodies over ,,·hich guns have been 
dragged and cavalry have galloped
have they told us of such scenes until 

. a shudder bas passed. I may almost 
, say, through universal human naturt>-

'. and yet have they learnt for one single 
, moment to restrain that animosity which, 
, if it continues many months longer, will 
. place it beyond the power of this or 

any Government to prevent our being 
embroiled in a war with F ranee ? 

And it is not only the Member for 

Southwark and such as he, it is not only 
the editors of newspapers, who suffer 
from and create these panics; but go 
into another and what is generally sup
posed to be a higher place. and what do 
you find there? Why, you hear some aged 
Peer turning back as it were to the eou
victions and the facts of his early youth. 
and delivering speeches which might 
have been somewhat in character with 
the barbarism of sixty years ago, but 
which are very unfit for our time and 
for our opinions. We find another 
Peer [' Order I 'J-another Gentleman, 
then, making a speech. I believe I am 
transgressing by the mention of certain I 
things which are too sacred for allusion 
here; but really I do not wish to go 
into detail and point to particular per
sons in connection with this matter. 
What I say is, that throughout Europe 
every intelligent man who reads speeches 
of that character, whether made in this 
Honse or in another place, can only 
arrive at one conclusion, thoroughly 
false as I believe in my conscience it 
would be-namely, that these persons 
represent a very large amount of public 
opinion in this country, and that we 
have forgotten the disasters and the 
ruin entailed by the great Revolutionary 
War of which the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer bas spoken, and are ready to 
engage in another conflict of equal du
ration and equal cost in blood and trea
sure. with a result as ntterly bootless to 
England and to Europe. 

Look at our position with regard to 
France at this moment. One of our 
wars is just over. I do not know that 
I nse the exact words of the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite, but I agree with 
him that there can be no peace in Italy 
between those two great Powers which 
can compare for evil with the war which 
that peace has terminated. When I 
read of peace being concluded, I felt as 
if I could breathe more freely since the 
species to which I belong is no longer 
eugaged in the fiend-like destruction of 
its fellow-aeatures. What do we now 
find in the Manifesto of the Emperor of 
the French just recei"ed in this country? 
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He said he discovered-I am not now 
using his exact words-that he was 
making war against the mind of Europe. 
That is a most importaut and valuable 
admission, and I only wish the Emperor 
had found this out three or six months 
ago. He says, further, that the war 
was assuming dimensions with which 
the interests which France had iu the 
struggle were not commensurate. I am 
surprised that a man reputed to be so 
acute did not perceive that he would be 
exposed to this great danger before he 
entered upon the war. But the two ad
missions made in this remarkable and 
memorable address prove to me that 
the suspicions which have been so 
studiously raised in this country as to 
the future objects of the Emperor of the 
French are altogether unfounded. I do 
not believe it possible for either the 
Emperor of the French or the Emperor 
9f Austria to have returned home with 
all those scenes of horror, such as we 
have read of, flitting before their eyes,· 
and I hope before their consciences, and 
to be now prepared to enter into another 
struggle.;..least of all a struggle with a 
nation like ours, containing 30,000,000 
of united people, the most powerful, the 
richest, and, all things considered, per
haps the best satisfied with thdr Govern
ment of any nation in Europe. 

Besides this, have they not learnt some
thing from the .improvements effected in 
weapons of warfare, and the increased 
destructiveness of life of which those 
weapons are· now capable? They see 
now how costly war is in money, how 
destructive in human life. Success in 
war no longer depends on those· cir
cumstances that ·formerly decided it. 
Soldiers used to look down on trade, 
and machine-making was, with them, 
a despised c;raft. No stars or garters, 
no ribbons or baubles bedecked the 
makers and workers of machinery. But 
what is war becoming now? It depends, 
not as heretofore, on individual bravery, 
on the power of a man's nerves, the 
keenness of his eye, the strength of his 
body, or the power of his soul, if one 
may so speak; but it is a mere mecha-

nical mode of slaughtering your fellow
men. This sort of thing cannot last. 
It will break down by its own weight. 
Its costliness, its destructiveness, its sa
vagery will break it down; and it re
mains but for some Government-I pray 
that it may be ours 1-to set the great 
example to Europe of proposing a mu
tual reduction of armaments. Our po
licy in past times-and the right hon. 
Gentleman did not go so far into this· 
question as I could have wished-has 
been one of perpetual meddling, with 
perpetually no result except that which is 
evil. .We have maintained great arma
ments, not, I sincerely believe, because 
we wanted to conquer or to annex any 
territory in Europe, but in order that 
whenever anything happens in Europe 
we may negotiate, intervene, advise, do 
something or other becoming wbat is 
called the dignity of this great country. 

Do not you suppose this is precisely 
the language of the French Emperor at 
this moment? The Emperor of the 
French builds great fleets because you 
build great fleets; and then you build 
greater fleets because he builds great 
fleets. What does France want with 
great fleets? Precisely that which you 
have always wanted with yours. If there 
be any disturbance between any countries 
in Europe, do you not think it would be 
beneath the dignity of France not to take 
a part in it, and, taking a part in it, not 
to take a part with that influence and suc
cess which becomes a great country like 
France? And, therefore, without wish
ing any more than England wishes to 
make conquests or to annex territory, 
France wishes to have great influence 
in Europe because it suits its dignity, 
and will add to the glory and historical 
renown of its Emperor. Well, now, 
that is exactly the position in which we 
are, and we have no more light to 
blame the Emperor of the French than 
he has a right to blame us. We are 
both very silly, and I hope, from what 
I. have heard to night, that at last we 
on our side the water are beginning to 
find this out. 

I shall not go into the question 
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whether we are really abollt to be in
vaded. I am told that so much has 
been said about it that the French 
really believe we are making this out· 
cry to cover our designs of invading 
them. I saw a letter in one of their 
newspapers this morning in which it is 
stated that from Dunkirk to some other 
town there are mounds and fortifications 
and guns all ready, though concealed 
from the eye by grassy banks, to repress 
and to frustrate our designs. Recollect 
that the French Government went. into 
the Russian war because they were 
anxious to associate themselves wtth 
the foreign policy of England. Subse
quently they went into another war with 
us with a more distant nation-they 
went into the war with China. They took 
part with the noble Viscount now at the 
head of the Government in the inter
ference which he promoted in Italy with 
regard to Naples some two or three 
years ago. It appears to me, that look
ing at it from every point of view, read
ing the newspapers, and hearing what 
everybody has to say, if there be one 
thing which is more distinctly marked 
in the policy of the Emperor of the 
}"rench since his accession to the throne 
of France than another, it is his per
petual anxiety, by every means con
sistent with his own safety, and with 
the interests as he believes of France, 
to ally himself with England and with 
the foreign policy of England. Well, if 
that be so, why should we perpetually 
create these suspicions, and generate 
in the minds of the people, nine-tenths 
of whom have small opportunity of as
certaining the facts, alarms which give 
colour and justification to this enormous 
increase of our .armaments. of which we 
have heard such loud complaints from 
both sides of that table to-night? 

. I shall not go into the question of 
this Conference. At the first view my 
opinion would go very much with the 
right hon. Gentleman (Mr. Disrneli). 
I doubt very much-indeed, 1 ought to 
say, I do not doubt, but I feel sure 
-that if England is to go into the 
Conference merely to put its name to 

documents which are of no aavantage 
to Italy, which do not engage the sym
pathies of this nation, England had 
much better have nothing to do with it. 
But there is another course which 1-
should like to recommend to the noble 
Lord who now holds the seals of the 
Foreign Office. I cannot believe that 
Frenchmen in matters of this nature are 
so very different from ourselves as some 
people wish to teach us. I do be
lieve that the 36,000,000 }<'renchmen 
engaged in all the honest occupations 
of their country, as our people are en
gaged here, are as anxious for perpetual 
peace with England as the most intel
ligent and Christian Englishmen can 
be for a perpetual peace with }"rance. 
I believe, too, because I am convinced 
that it is his wisest. course and his 
truest interest, that the Emperor of the 
French is also anxious to remain at 
peace with us, and the people in France 
are utterly amazed and lost in bewilder
ment when they see the course taken 
by the press, and by certain Statesmen 
in this country. . 

With that belief what would I do if 
I were in. that responsible position?
for which, however, I know that I am 
thought to be altogether unfit-but if 
I were sitting on that bench and were 
in the position of the noble' Lord, I 
would try to emancipate myself from 
those old, ragged, worthless, and bloody 
traditions which are found in every 
pigeon-hole and almost on every docu
ment in the Foreign Office. 1 would 
emancipate myself from all that, and 
I would approach the French nation 
and the French Government in what I 
would call a sensible, a moral, and a 
Christian spirit. I do not say that 
I would send a special envoy to Paris 
to sue for peace. I would not com
mission Lord Cowley to make a great 
demonstration of what he was about to 
do; but I would make this offer to the 
French Government, and I would make 
it with a frankness that could not be 
misunderstood if it were accepted on 
the other side it would be received with 
enthusiasm in England, and would be -
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marked as the commencement of a new 
era in Europe. I would say to the 
French Government, 'We are but twenty 
miles apart. the tl-ade between us is 
nothing like what it ought to be, con
sidering the population of the two 
countries, their vast increase of pro
ductive power, and their great wealth. 
We have certain things on this side, 
which now bar the intercourse between 
the two nations. We have some re
maining duties which are of no con
sequence either to the Revenue or to 
Protection, which everybody has given 
up here, but they still interrupt the 
tl-ade between you and us. We will 
reconsider these and remove them. We 
have also an extraordinarily heavy duty 
upon one of the greatest products of the 
soil of France-upon the light wines of 
your country.' The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, and perhaps the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite, may start at once, 
and say that involves a revenue of 
1,500,0001., or at least of 1,200,0001. 

The right hon. Gentleman talked of the 
national debt being a flea-bite. What 
is l,BOO,oool.-what is f,500.00ol., if it 
be so much as that-what is 2,000,0001. 

for the abolition of the wine duties or 
their reduction to a very low scale, if 
by such an offer as this we should en
able the ·Emperor of the French to do 
that which he is most anxious to do? 
The only persons whom the French 
Emperor cannot '\Icpe with are the }Dono
polists of his own country. H he could 
offer to his nation 30,000,000 of the 
English people as customers, would not 
that give him an irresistible power to 
make changes in the French tariff which 
would be as advantageous to us as they 
would be to his own country? I do 
believe that if that were honestly done, 
done without any diplomatic finesse, 
and without obstacles being attached 

• 

to it that would make its acceptance 
impossible, it would bring about a state 
of things which history would pronounce 
to be glorious. 

The tone taken to-night by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Buck· 
inghamshire and by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Chancellor of· the Ex
chequer will find a response in the 
country. I am not accustomed to com
pliment the noble Lord at the head of 
the Government. I have always con
demned the policy which I thought 
wrong, but which, I have no doubt, 
tht noble Lord thought was best calcu
lated to promote the interests of the 
country. I believe he was mistaken, 
and that he was importing into this 
century the politics of the last; but 
I do not think it would be possible to 
select a Minister who could better carry 
out a policy which would be just ~o 
France, and beneficial to ourselves, than 
the noble Lord. Blood shines more, 
and attracts the vision of man more 
than beneficent measures. But the glory 
of such measures is far more lasting, 
and that glory the noble Lord can 
achieve. I live among the people. I 
know their toils and their sorrows, and 
I see their pauperism-for little better 
than pauperism is the lot of vast num
bers of our countrymen from their 
cradles to their graves. It is for them 
I speak; for them I give my time in 
this assembly; and in heartfelt sorrow 
for their sufferings I Pl-a y that some 
statesman may take the steps which 
I have indicated. He who can establish 
such a state of things between France 
and England will do much to promote 
the future prosperity of two great 
nations, and will show that eighteen 
hundred years of Christian professions 
are at length to be followed by some
thing like Christian practice. 
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From Hansard. 
'1 
~! [Mr. Gladstone', Budget of 1860 provided for the repeal of the Paper-duty. This por .. 
. , tion of the Budget was rejected by the House of Lords. Subsequently, a Committee 

of the House of Commons was appointed to inqnire for precedents as to the power 
of the Lords to deal with Money Bins. Mr. Bright served on that Committee, 
and drew np a report. The following speech was spoken on the Resolutious which 
were submitted to the House in pursuance of the report ultimately adopted by the 
Committee.] 

I CANNOT help being struck with an 
inconsistency in the right hon. Gentle
man (Mr. Horsman) who has just re
sumed his seat. I am surprised that he 
has not concluded by moving that cer
tain words in the first Resolution should 
be omitted, and in point of fact that the 
declaration which the House is about 
to make should be reversed. Thot 
would be in accordance with the speech 
of the right hon. Gentleman, and with 
the sentiments which many Members 
opposite have most vociferously cheered. 
I confess I do not know what a number 
of hon. Gentlemen opposite thought of 
the statements of the right hon. Gentle
man about the headlong, precipitate, 
and reckless Budget of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, because I think there 
were some fifty of them \\'ho were more 
enthusiastic supporters of that Budget 
than a Ft number of the Members 
on this SIde of the House. 

I shall not follow the right hon. 
Gentleman in his endeavours to support 
his theories with regard to the extreme 

value of the House of Lords, nor shall 
I attempt to controvert ihem, because, 
in reality. that is not the question which 
is before the House. But, if the House 
will permit me, I will endeavour to 
keep as close to the question as I can, 
and I will state the grounds on which 
I am not satisfied with the course which 
this House is invited to take. I will 
not attack the Resolutions of the noble 
Lord, and I will not defend them, for 
I am not responsible Jor them. They 
appear to me unworthy of the occasion 
which is before us. I think they bear 
marks of baving been prepared by more 
than one hand, and if they pass, and 
constitute the sole expression of our 
mind on this occasion, posterity will 
hardly fail to pronounce tbem the Reso
lutions of a somewhat degenerate House 
of Commons. The first Resolution is 
a very good one, but it is very old. It 
is none the worse for tbat; and I am 
glad the noble Viscount did not think 
it necessary to endeavour to amend it. 
The other two Resolutions are, to my 

I 
I 
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mind, somewhat ambiguous and feeble, 
and are not in their expression of what 
I believe is constitutional usage, any 
more than as examples of composition 
in the English language, to be compared 
to the first and oldest. 

Last night we had two speeches 
from that side of the House after 
long silence-speeches which, I con
fess, I heard with some surprise and 
with some pain. They appeared to me 
marked-to use a favourite phrase of 
the right hon. Gentleman below me
by great recklessness, and, if I may so 
speak, with great levity. Whatever 
may be the opinion of hon. Members 
on this question, it is not one to be 
treated in that manner. It is a'serious 
question-whether the powers of this 
House have been infringed or not, and 
whether the other House of Parliament 
shall hereafter exercise powers which 
it has never heretofore exercised. I 
confess I was compelled to think of the 
truth we Lam from history, that there 
is no greater sign of the decadence of 
a people than when we find the leaders 
of parties and eminent statesmen treat
ing great questions as if they were not 
great, and solemn realities as if they 
were not real at all. I think I could 
observe in those speeches the triumph 
of men who had found an advocate in 
the Prime Minister, whom they expected 
to meet as an opponent, and who were 
dehghted that; acting with their con
federates in the other House of Parlia
ment, they were likely to obtain a signal 
party advantage. . . 

Is there anybody who has denied in 
point blank terms, except the right hon. 
Gentleman, that the House of Lurds, in 
the course it has taken, has violated-I 
will not say the privileges of this House, 
for privilege is a word not easily de
fined-but has broken in upon the 
usages of many centuries old-usages 
which our predecessors in this House 
have acknowledged to be of the utmost 
importance to our own powers and to 
the liberties of those whom we repre
sent? If there was nothing wrong, then 
why was there a committee? The right 

hon. Gentleman the. Member for Bucks 
neglected to answer that question. He 
made no opposition at the time; but 
three weeks afterwards he thInks that it 
would have been better if the committee 
had not been appointed. I will, how_ 
ever. undertake to affirm that, when the 

. noble Viscount proposed that committee, 
every Member of this House thought the 
proposition a reasonable one. Why did 
we ransack the journals" unless some· 
thing had happened which jarred upon 
every man's sense of the rights and privi
leges of this House and the usages of 
the House of Lords? And why. having 
this committee, and instituting these 
researches, have we these Resolutions. 
moved, -not by a young. inexperienced, 
and unknown Member-if any such 
there be in the House of Commons
but by one of the oldest Members of 
this House, one of the ablest statesmen 
of the day, and at this moment the chief 
Minister of the Crown? Surely every 
one will admit that the circumstances 
were such as to justify the course that 
was taken in appointing the committee. 

Then I have another reason to give 
to hon. Gentlemen opposite. notwith
standing their spasmodic cheering-I 
do not intend the word offensively
why we should have these very Reso
lutions which you are about to agree 
to, which the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Bucks, as far as I could 
understand, entirely approves, and which 
you all feel delighted should be proposed 
by the noble Viscount. because they re
lieve you from a considerable difficulty. 
I say that these Resolutions are a proof 
that the course which has been taken by 
the other House has been unusual, if not 
wrong; because the Resolutions by im
plication condemn what the Lords have 
done, and although they do not revoke 
the Act, or pledge this House to any 
particular course, yet, when those Reso
lutions come to be considered, it will 
never be denied that the House of Com
mons does by them express a unanimous 
opinion that the course which has been 
taken by the other House is contrary to 
usage, and is calculated to excite the 
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~ 
jealousy and alarm of the Members of 

,
.. this House. • 

I have been a member of that comI mittee, and the right hon. Gentleman 
I the Member for the University of Cam-

bridge knows my opinion of the com
mittee and its labours. I think that 
committee fell wonderfully below its 
duties-that the course which it pur
sued was poor and spiritless; and at a 
future time when the course it has taken 
is contrasted with the course taken by 
the House of Commons on previous 
occasions, it will be justly said that 
there has been a real and melancholy 
declension in the spirit of this House. 
That which' I complain of in the pro-

, ceedings of the committee, I also com
plain of in respect to the manner in 
which some hon. Members have dis
cussed this question. Half of the com
mittee appeared to me to go into that 
committee as much the advocates of 
the House of Lords as of the House of 
Commons, and I find that some Mem
bers of this House are of the same 
character. Speeches have been de
livered here that very few Members 
of the House of Lords would make 
on this question, and I will undertake 
to say that not one Member of that 
House. who is known to the public by 
his political influence. legal knowledge, 
high character, or extensive learning, 
would dare to make the speech that has 
been made to-night by the right hon. 
Gentlemall the Member for Stroud. I 
went into the committee with the ut
most frankness in order that I might 

.. ascertain, not altogether in what man
ner the Lords had asserted their privi
leges. but what our predecessors had 
done with regard to theirs. We have 
no right to let go one single particle 
of the privileges and powers which the 
House of Commons bave gained in past 
times; and I took it for granted that if 
l examined fot some centuries ,back the 
course which the House of Commons 
had pursued-if I read their Resolu
tions. if I read the reasons adduced at 

.. their conferences, if I observed the Acts 
, which they passed, and the result of the 

discussions between the two Houses~ 
we should be justified in concluding 
that ·we have rights to maintain for 
which our predecessors have contended. 

Now. several Members. following the 
example of the committee. have taken 
the House back for a long period of 
time. I will not go into those prece
dents with the view of contending 
whether they do or do not refer to 
this particular case; but the House 
will permit me to mention two or three 
facts which I brought out of the Jour
nals, and which convinced me that we 
should not take a sufficiently bold or 
decided course if we merely agree to 
the Resolutions of the noble Viscount. 
I will first refer to that very case which 
the right hon, Gentleman the Member for 
the University of Cambridge and myself 
fixed upon as the starting-point of our 
precedents-the precedents of the year 
1407; nnd I trust,every hon. Member 
has read it, either in the translation. or 
in the old Norman-French. It is worth 
reading, for it is a very curious case. 
and there is no other so like the recent 
action of the House of Lords as that 
which took place 453 years ago; for 
the House of Lords then proposed to 
continue a tax to which the Commons 
had not assented, and the House of 
Commons were greatly disturbed at the 
House of Lords prolonging a tax to 
which the House of Commons had not 
given its assent. We then made a great 
leap. and from the year 1407 came down 
to the year 1628. We then found the 
House of Commons insisting upon the 
initiation of Bills of Supply. They 
would not permit the name of the 
Lords to be inserted in the preamble 
of a Bill of Supply. neither would they 
agree to the compromise that neither the 
Lords 1I0r the Commons should be in
troduced. but that the High Court of 
Parliament should be mentioned. The 
House of Commons refused to pass the 
Bill in that shape, and submitted that 
the Commons should be named alone 
in the grant. This was done. and that 
has been the practice ever since in the 
preamble of Supply Bills. 
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Then we come to 1640, when the 
House of Lords were much more mo
dest than they ought to have been, 
according to the right hon. Gentleman; 
who maintains that they ought to check, 
alter, amend, improve, and if necessary 
overthrow, all the financial arrange
ments of the year that this House may 
agree to. The Declaration of 1640 set 
forth that the Lords stated at the Con
ference that--

• My Lords would not meddle with mat
ters of subsidy, which belong naturally and 
properly to you-no, not to give you advice 
therein, but have utterly declined it.' 

Then the House of Lords in 1640, we 
are asked to suppose, knew nothing of 
their constitutional rights, and the House 
of Commons of that day were less able 
than they are at present to' judge of what 
is necessary for the performance of their 
proper functions in the State, and for the 
libelties of those whom they represent. 
Mr. Pym told their Lordships that they 
had not only meddled with matters of 
Supply, but that they had 

• Both concluded the matter and order of 
proceeding, which the House of Commons 
takes to be a breach of their privilege, for 
which I was commanded to desire repara
tion from your Lordships.' 

The Lords made reparation by de
claring that they did not know they 
were breaking a right of the Commons 
in merely suggesting that Supply should 
have precedence over the consideration 
of grievances. 1 am not sure that even 
now, notwithstanding what has been 
said, the House' of Lords have ever 
admitted by any Resolution that they 
have not the P'lwer to originate Sup
plies. They have not the power, of 
course, to carry such a Bill, because if 
it came to this House it would fall down 
dead, unless that unhappy time should 
come when the theories of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Stroud are 
carried out. 

Then comes the question of Amend
ments. The Lords endeavoured to 
amend a Bill of Supply. I do not 

wonder that they did so, because the 
theories of the -right hon. Gentleman 
must have been palatable to a good 
many of them. In 1671 it was pro
posed not to continue a tax, but to 
reduce a tax--the duty on white sugar. I 

The Lords proposed to reduce the duty , j 
from one penny per pound to five
eighths of a penny, and the House of 
Commons came to a Resolution that 
• in all aids given to the King by the 
Commons the rate or tax ought not to 
be altered by the Lords.' A conference 
was held with the House of Lords, and 
the House of Commons then declared 
that the right which they claimed 'was 
a fundamental right, both as to lhe 
matter, the measure, and the time.' 
Then, what followed in the House of 
Lords? They replied by the very same 
Resolution which the ·House of Com- " 
mons had passed in its own favour. 
The Resolution they passed asserting 
their power to make Amendments was 
just as strong, and in the same words as 
tlte Resolution which had been passed 
in a con trary sense by this House. They I ' 
said, with reason, • for if lhey cannot 
amend, or abate, or revise a Bill in 
Parliament'-they said this, mind, in 
answer to the Commons, who declared 
that they could not amend, but might 
negative the whole-they said, 'if we 
cannot amend, or' abate, or alter in 
part, by what consequence of reason 
can we elljoy the liberty to reject the 
whole l' 

The right hon, Gentleman the Mem
ber for the University of Dublin last 
night showed himself a most unhappy 
critic. He called our attention to the 
condition of things in the United States. 
In fact, he proved himself-only he did 
not exactly understand what he was say
ing-he showed himself to be strongly 
in favour of Americanising our institu
tions in one respect. He said the Senate 
of the United States has the power not 
only of rejecting but of amending-
which is quite true. When the founders 
of the American Republic were binding 
together the thirteen sovereign States in 
one great-and to be still greater--
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r combination, they looked back natu- by a committee specially appointed for 
rally to the practice of the country from that purpose-a Resolution specially 
which they were separating, to deter- considered and solemnly entered in the 
mine, or at least to learn, something Journals of the House. It was in these 
from our Parliamentary practice. They words.-
found that in England the Lords could 
not begin Money Bills. could not alter 
or amend them; but that theoretically 
-because the matter had never been 
decided-theoretically they had power 
to reject. But, then, what was the con
clusion which they came to? They 
said the very same thing that the House 
of Lords had said ill the year 1671-
'It is perfectly childish to say that the 
House of Lords cannot alter, abate, or 
increase, but yet shall be able to' reject.' 
They knew well that. allhough there was 
that theoretical right in England, yet, 
practically, it had never been enforced, 
and they came to the conclusion that 
if they should give to their own Senate 
power to reject, it would be necessary 
also to give them the power to amend; 
and at this very moment the Senate of 
the United States might. not with that 
sort of responsibility of which the right 
hon. Gentleman is so fond, but with a 
real responsibility, every two members 
being the representatives of a particular 
sovereign State-that elected Senate does 
amend, and does reject, and does deal 
with finance in a manner which has 
never been permitted, nor even proposed 
in this country. except in the extra
ordinary speech to which we have just 
listened. 

Seven years after the last date to which 
I have referred there arose another 
contest. in the course of which a Reso
lution was passed. It is the strongest 
and most comprehensive Resolution that 
the House of Commons has ever passed 
in relation to this subject. I will not 
go into any elaborate argument upon it. 
but I will just read it. because it makes 
the argument I am about to bring 
before the House more continuous and 
clear. The House of Commons de
clared this; and it was not one of those 
sudden acts which the House of Com
mons is now alleged to continually com
mit; but it was a Resolution drawn up 

• All Aids and Supplies, and Aids to His 
Majesty from Parliament, are the sole 
gifts of the Commons, and all Bills for 
granting such Aids and Supplies are to 
begin with the Commons; and it is the 
undoubted and sole right of the Commons 
to direct, limit. and appoint in such Bills 
the end., purposes, considerations. condi
tions. limitations, and qualifications of 
such grants. which ought not to be changed 
or altered by the House of Lords.' 

At this time. when the Lords had 
never pretended to reject a Bill, it is 
probable that such a proposition was a 
thing that never entered into the head 
of any Member- of the House of Peers. 
I will undertake to say it would be 
difficult for any Member of this House 
to draw up a Resolution more compre
hensive and conclusive as to the abso
lute control of the House of Commons 
than that of the year 1678, which I have 
just now read. 

Shortly afterwards, in the year 1691, 
there is another Resolution which goes 
minutely to the case before the House. 
and I beg the right hon. Gentlemen's 
attention to it. In that year a Bill was 
passed for appointing Commissioners 
to Examine the Public Accounts of the 
Kingdom. The House of Lords 
amended. the House of Commons dis
sented; and among the reasons which 
the House of Commons gave was this
'That in aids, and supplies. and grants, 
the Commons only do judge of the ne
cessities of the Crown.' What are we 
asked now? We are asked to take into 
partner&hip another judge of the neces
sities of the Crown. The House of 
Commons which for five hundred years, 
which. since the Revolution at least. 
has never withheld adequate Supplies 
from the Crown, is now to be depre
ciated and defamed. as if it had been 
guilty of scantily supplying the wants 
of the Crown, and the House of Lords 
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is to be asked to do that which the 
House of Commons alone did in 1691, 
namely, to judge of the necessities of 
the Crown, and to make the Supply 
greater than that which the House of 
Commons have believed to be sufficient. 
And, referring to that famous record of 
Henry the Fourth, we find it stated 
there that' all grants and aids are made 
by the Commons, and are only assented 
to by the Lords.' 

A few years afterwards, our fore
fathers were concerned in a question 
about the paper duties, just as we are 
at this time; ouly they managed it 
better than we are doing now. In the 
year 1699 they declared :-

• It is an undoubted right and privilege 
of the Commons, that such aids are to be 
giveu by such methods, and with such 
provisions, as the Commons only shall 
think proper: 

But now we are told that aids and pro
visions for the Crown are to be raised 
by methods, not which the Commons 
think proper, but which the Lords 
think proper in- opposition to the 
Commons. 

The House will perceive that I am 
very hoarse, and I am sorry to trouble 
them with other cases. In the year 
1700 there was another question raised 
between the two Houses: and the Com
mons told the Lords that they could 
not agree with their Amendment, and 
they again affirmed that 

'All thp. Aids and Supplies granted to 
His Majesty in Parliament are the sole 
and entire gift of the Commons; and that 
it is the sole and undoubted right of the 
Commons to direct, limit, and appoint the 
ends, purposes, considerations, limitations, 
aud qualifications of such grants.' 

And in 1702 there was another state
ment that • the granting and disposing 
of all public moneys is the undoubted 
right of the Commons alone.' 

In the year 1719 they objected to a 
clause which the Lords had introduced ; 
on the ground that it levied a new sub-

sidy not granted by the Commons, 
• which is the undoubted and sole right 
of the Commons to grant, and from 
which they will never depart.' I want 
to ask the House, or any reasonable 
man, if we were discussing this question 
between the American Senate and the 
House of Representatives, or between 
the two Chambers of any foreign country, 
to what conclusion would each one of 
us necessarily come as to the purpose 
and object of all these declarations, to 
which I have referred, and which are 
only a portion of those which are to be 
found in the J oumals of this House for 
the last five hundred years? Would 
you say that they lead to the conclusion 
that the House of Lords could throw 
out a Bill repealing a tax of the value 
and magnitude of 1,300,0001. a-year? 
Would you say that if they could not 
abate a tax, or continue a tax, or limit 
a tax, or dispose of a tax, or control in 
any way a tax, or even give advice to 
the Commons in respect of a tax-could 
you say that notwithstanding all that 
which is clear and undeniable, they 
could, in the face of this House, reject 
a Bill which repealed a tax of 1.300,000/. 

a-year, without violating Parliamentary 
usage, and nmning contrary to all the 
declarations of this House for many 
centuries? I think-and I put it be
fore the Committee-and if any hon. 
Gentleman has done me the honour to 
read the draft Report which I prepared, 
he will see that I put before the Com
mittee this long string of Cases, and 
Resolutions, and Declarations, couched 
in language not ambiguous, not feeble, 
but in language- clear and forcible, 
which could not be mistaken; and then 
I wished to ask the Committe~as I 
now ask the Hou~what was the end 
and object which the House of Com
mons had in view in these repeated 
declarations of their rights and opinions 
touching the granting of Supplies, and 
the imposition of taxes upon the people? 
I should say that it was this- they con
firm and consecrate a practice of five 
hundred years, the plinciple which, till 
within the last hour, I thought every 
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man in England admitted-the funda- coming conscious of it-new principles 
mental and unchangeable principle of have become established in this country 
the Government and Constitution of with regard to taxation on industry. 
the English people, that taxation and New and wiser principles have been 
representation are inseparable in this adopted, and not only adopted but es
kingdom. tablished; and there are some. very 

Let us look and see how these De- powerful defenders of these new princi
cIarations and Resolutions apply to this pIes whom I have the pleasure to see 
case. We. are now in the year 1860, opposite me to-night. 
and for a long period we have had no , The right hon. Gentleman the Mem
question of importance of this nature; ber for Stroud has proceeded on the old 
and we begin to fancy that, after all, mode of discussion when arguments are 
there is no great importance in such a not plentiful' and facts are entirely 
question. We have long had our per-' wanting. He has raised his old friend, 
sonal liberties in this country-longer the hobgoblin argument, and has tried 
almost, in some classes of society, than to show us that some frightful calamity 
history can tell; but people perhaps must come upon us if this paper-duty be 
fancy that their personal liberty cannot repealed: it is but a million-and-a
be endangered by this matter. No; in quarter. Does any hon. Gentleman 
this case we were so confident of our believe that our prosperity or success
right and our power that we could nQt . ot that any vast interest of this country 
comprehend any infringement of our'. -can possibly depend on a million, 
rights. These' paper-duties, I believe, more or less, in the general revenue of 
were granted in the reign of Queen the empire? A million is a million. 
Anne; partly for revenue, and pattly for [' Hear.'] I am glad to' have said some
other purposes; which purposes, I pre- thing in which lhe hon. Gentleman the 
sume, had some effect in procuring the Member for Leicestershire can coincide. 
rejection of this Bill by the Lords. It There is no Member who has laid more 
was a tax to prevent the publication . stress on the importance of a million 
and spread of political information. I in the taxation of the people than I 
see an hon. Gentleman up there in the have done; it is the tax of many 
gallery who is very· much astonished at villages, of ma,ny towns; and it makes 
this; but he is not aware, probably, the difference sometimes between com
that all which I have stated is, if I am fort and desolation; and therefore I am 
not misinformed, in the Preamhle of the last person who would unden'alue 
the Bill. Public opinion in those days the amount of a million of the public 
allowed of very bad reasons being given. revenue. But still I should be only 
They can be acted on now even when making myself foolish, if I were to say 
they are not given. From the time of that a million sterling-whether our 
Queen Anne, to the present time, this taxation be 50,000,oeo/. as it was twenty 
paper-duty has crippled a very important years ago, or 7o,ooo,ocol. as it is now 
industry. It has taxed all the trades -was of the gigantic importance attri
which required large quantities of paper buted to it by the right hon. Gentleman; 
-such as those of Manchester, of Shef- for on this million, which we had pro
fiehl. of Nottingham, of Birmingham, vided a substitute for, before we relieved 
and elsewhere; but more than that, it the people of that million, he founds his 
has very successfully done what Queen argument as to our recklessness, pre
Anne's Ministers wanted; it has cipitancy. and madness, and drunken
threatened. and, to a large extent, it has ness-I think he added-at least it was 
strangled the press of this country. to be inferred from what he said; for 
Within the last thirty years-and hon. he made use of the converse, and spoke 
Members on the opposite side of the of sobriety. , 
House I presume by this time are b.... The noble Lord the Member for the 
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City of London in his speech last night 
reviewed the course of events, and told 
us what we all knew, that within the 

. recollection. I suppose, of almost the 
youngest Member of the House, there 
have been Excise duties on many other 
articles; I think, at one time, on 
candles; certainly at a later period on 
leather; I believe, since I came into 
this House, on glass; and, still more. 
recently, on soap. We!1, all these Ex
cise duties have been abolished. Can 
you find a man, from John O'Groat's 
to the Land's End, who will not tell 
you that these reckless principles, 
applied to the repeal of these Excise 
duties, were not of essential benefit, not 
only to the particular trades most inte-
rested, but to the great mass of the 
people, and to ,the indnstry by which 
your people live? . . 

Well, then. having followed for many 
years a course so beneficial, we come at 
length, in the year 1860, to the repeal 
of the paper-duty, which was promised 
by the House; which was recommended 
by the Government officers; which was 
ca!1ed for by innumerable petitions; 
which was hoped for, I believe, by 
every person in the country who took 
an intelligent view of what was essential 
to aid the efforts which Government 
are making, by liberal . grants every 
year. to promote the instruction of the 
people. This tax was 1,300,0001. It 
was a question whether sugar should be 
relieved to the extent of a million, tea 
of a million, or paper of a million: I 
am speaking ill round numbers. The 
hon. Gentleman, not caring in the least 
about this reckless deficit, would evi
dently have preferred sugar or tea; but 
surely, as regards the question of the 
Supplies of the year, it was equally a 
matter of indifference to the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer whether the duty were 
taken off tea, or sugar, or paper. But 
the conclusion to which he necessarily 
came was, that while in the cases of 
tea and sugar the relief was to the ex
tellt of a million of taxation, in the case 
of paper it was not only a relief to that 
amount in money, but it was a relief to 

a great industry, and to severa! other 
industries, whose prosperity must de
pend on an abundant and cheap supply 
of paper. I speak with some know
ledge of the SUbject, and I have not the 
least doubt that the abolition of the 
paper-duty was a positive relief to the 
whole people of the country equal to 
double the relief which would have 
been afforded by a reduction equal in 
amount to the duty on the articles of 
tea and sugar. 

But the question may be still more 
narrowed; and I beg the right hon. 
Gentleman's particular attention-for it 
appears now that his hostility to the 
Chance!1or of the Exchequer renders 
him unable to understand the multipli-. 
cation table, or anything else that is 
plain. If the paper.duty expired on the 
15th of August, the reduction of revenue 

. between that time and the end of the 
financial year would probably not be 
more than 600,000/., but certainly would 
not exceed 700,0001. I am sorry the 
House did not take more economical 
advice in past years.. But we are now 
come, according to the right hon. Gen
tleman, to thIS extremity of our rE>

sources, that you cannot take 700,0001. 

this year from an Excise which is stran
gling a great trade, and put an addi
tional halfpenny or penny on the in
come-tax, without bringing about such 
a frightful state of things, that the Con
stitution itself and the usage of Parlia
ment must be violated, and we must 
bring in a foreign power to check us in 
our precipitous, reckless, and headlong 
career. 

It may be very far from the modesty 
which becomes a Member of this House, 
but I confess I am of opinion that the 
House of Commons is the best judge in 
this country of what is necessary for the 
trade, and also what is required by the 
financial condition of the country. First 
of all, there are among us a good many 
sagacious men of all sorts. There are, 
as I know, some very sagacious land-

o owners; we found it very hard to beat 
them, even when they had a very 
bad case. We have a very sagacious 
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Gentleman down here who spoke ta
night, and who, whatever be the ques
tion which comes before us, always finds 
some very fitting object for his merei
less and unscrupulous vituperation. We 
know, many of us intimately, all the 
details connected with these questions; 
in fact. I suppose. there is not a trade 
'in this country of any importance or 
note that cannot find its representatives 
in this House. For many years past 
we have had the absolute control of 
questions of finance. and I undertake to 
declare. notwithstanding what the right 
hon. Gentleman has stated, that there 
is not a representative body in the world 
which during the last twenty years has 
done more in the way 'of financial and 
fiscal reforms with greater advantage 
to the ·people. And yet. at the end of 
that period, when the triumphs of thi~ 
House are to be found not in granite 
and bronze monuments, but in the added 
comforts of the population, and in the 
increased and undoubted loyalty of the 
people. you are now. forsooth, asked by 
the right hon. Gentleman to abdicate 
your functions, and to invite 400 gentle
men, who are not traders. who have 
never been financiers, who do not pos
sess means in any degree equalling your 
own of understanding the question-you 
are to ask them to join your councils. 
and not only to advise, but to check, 
and even to control. 

It is one of the points which gave me 
most grief in regard to this question, 
that I have seen the House of Lords 
taking, of all cases, perhaps the worst 
that could possibly come before them, 

. and inflicting suddenly. unexpectedly, 
and, in my opinion, groundlessly, most 
harsh and cruel treatment on all the 
persons who were interested directly in 
this question of the paper-excise. We 
are asked now. in terms not ambiguous, 
to overthrow the fabric which has grown 
·up in this country. which has existed, 
and existed without damage, for at least 
500 years. By the Report of the right 
hon. Gentleman we find that as far back 
as the year 1640 the House of Com
mons made this declaration, to which 

I ask the particular attention of Mem
bers of the present House. They said :-

• We have had uninterrupted possession 
of this privilege' [the privilege of the uu
disputed control over the taxation and· 
finances of the country] • ever since the 
year 1407, confirmed by a multitude of 
precedents both before and after, not 
shaken by one prec~dent for these 300 
years: 

If that be so, it carries us back for a 
period of 530 years; and yet we are 
asked to-night, in the most unblushing 
and audacious manner, to overthrow 
this magnificent and time-ho!loured 
fabric, and admit to powers, to which 
they have hitherto been' unaccustomed, 
the hereditary branch of the Legislature. 

Now, I say that the House of Lords 
in the course they have taken have com
mitted two offences, which I had much 
rather they had not committed, because 
I am not anxious that they should de
preciate themselves in the eyes of the 
people of this country. [A laugh.] If 
hon. Gentlemen opposite were as anxious 
that they should continue limited to 
their proper functions, doing all the 
good that it is possible for them to do, 
and as little harm as possible, they 
would not laugh with an apparent un
belief in what 1 have just stated. I say 
the House of Lords have not behaved 
even with fair honour towards the House 
of Commons in this matter. Every man 
of them who knew anything about what 
he was voting for knew that the House 
of Commons repealed the paper-excise, 
not merely because it wished to remit 
a million of taxes, but because it thought 
that to strangle a great industry was an 
injurious mode of raising revenue, and, 
therefore, it transferred that amount of 
taxation from the paper.exclse to the 
income-tax. Then, I say if that were 
known in the House of Lords, although 
they might have disapproved the change, 
and might have thought it bette\' if it 
had not been made, it wag not an 
honourable treatment of this House; 
and further, if they had the power which 
the American Senate has, and which the 
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right han. and learned Gentleman wishes 
them to have, still it would not have 
been fair to this House to enact the ad
ditional penny on income, and to refuse 
to repeal the tax on paper. That is a 
question which every man can under
stand; and I cannot believe that there is 
any Member of this House who does not 
comprehend it when put in that shape. 

But there is another thing in which 
the House of Lords have done wrong. 
They have trampled on the confidence 
and taken advantage of the faith of the 
House of Commons. The right han. 
Gentleman last night made a very curi
ous statement on this subject, which, if 
I were'a Member of the House of Lords, 
I should be disposed to find fault with. 
He said :-' Why, what can you expect? 
It was the laches of the House of Com
mons that gave the House of Lords the 
opportunity of doing what they have 
done.' But, surely, if for 500 years the 
House of Lords has never done this,
if since the Revolution, even with the 
search into precedents made by the 
Committee, ·not a single case which ap
proaches this can be discovered,-is the 
House of Commons blameable for think
ing that it was at least dealing with a 
House which would abide by the usages 
of the Constitution, and would not take 
advantage. of the change which the 
House of Commons made for the public 
interest in the mode of imposing taxa· 
tion ? Instead of certain taxes being 
imposed annually, or for short periods, 
by which the tI0use held a constant 
control over them, they were made per
manent. The West India interest said 
they. did not want their trade to be 
troubled and disturbed every year; and 
the sugar duties' were made perpetual. 
But then are we always to treat the 
Lords as political burglars, and invent 
bolts, bars,locks, everything which may 
keep them from a possible encroach
ment on our rights? Must we treat 
them as men who, if you give them the 
smallest opportunity, will come down 
upon you and do that which you wish· 
them not to do? If that be so, you 
must assuredly take certain precautions 

to prevent them from continuing such 
a course. 

It is said that the Paper Duty Abo
lition Bill was thrown out in the Upper 
House by a great majority. That is a 
fact with which we are all well ac
quainted. I was talking recently to a 
Peer who gave an explanation of this, 
which I will venture to repeat. 'If: he 
said, 'the regular House of Lords, that 
is to say, the hundred Members who 
during the session Teally do transact the 
business, if they only had been in the 
House, the Paper Duties Repeal Bill 
would certainly have passed.' That, 
however, happened which we all under
stand, and I have no objection to repeat 
the exact words used to me. ' About 
two hundred Members, who hardly ever 
come there, were let loose for the occa
sion.' Most of them are unknown to 
the country as politicians, and they 
voted out this Bill by a large majority" 
with a chuckle, thinking that by doing 
so they were making a violent attack 
on the Ministry, and especially on the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. That is 
a House, recollect, in which three Mem
bers form a quorum. I sometimes hear· 
complaints in this House that Ministers 
pass measures very late at night, when, 
perhaps, only fifty Members are present, 
of whom thirty are connected with the 
Government; but in the House of Lords 
three form a quorum. Proxies may be 
used too; and these three Peers forming 
a quorum, with proxies in their pockets, 
are to dispose of great questions involv
ing 70,000.0001. of taxes raised from the 
industry of the people of this country. 
At all events, if the two hundred Peers 
who voted that night choose to come 
down on other occasions, there is no 
single measure of finance, however libe
ral or however much for the advantage 
of the people, that they would not re
ject. and thus frustrate the beneficial 
intentions of this House. 

But after all I have said I am going 
to make this admission. that the Lords ~ 
of course can reject a Bill, and can also 
initiate a Bill if they like. If it were 
not so late (and the Lords like to get 
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away about seven)-if it were not 
so late, the Lords might to-night 
bring in a Bill levying a tax or voting 
money for the service of the year, and 
they can also reject any Bill you may 
send up to them. They are omnipotent 
within the four walls of their House, 
just as we are within the four walls of 
this House. But if they take their 
course, one contrary to the general 
practice of that House and of Parlia
ment, it becomes us to consider what 
course we will take. We cannot com
pel them to make any change; but we 
may ourselves take any course that we 
please, and we may at least offer them 
the opportunity of altering the course 
they have taken. 

My opinion is that it would have 
been consonant with the dignity of this 
House, wholly apart from the ques
tion of 1,300,oool. a-year, or of joo,oool. 
the sum for this year, to have passed 
another Bill to repeal the paper-duty. 
If that had been a duty which I con
sidered not the best to repeal. I still 
should have laid aside all partiality for 
a particular tax. The question before 
us is of far more importance than the 
maintenance or abolition of any parti
cular tax. There can be nothing more 
perilous to the country, or more fatal 

• to the future character of this House, 
,than that we should do anything to 
i impair and lessen the powel's we have 
t; received from our predecessors. I un
I derstand there are other sums amount
! ing to about 1.500,oool. or 'J,ooo,oool. 
: which have yet to go up to the House 
/ of Lords. Now, if the noble Lord at 

the head of the Government, acting up 
to his position, which I think he has 
failed to do in this matter, had asked 
us, not on the ground (for that is a low 
ground) that the .paper-duty was the 
best. duty to repeal, but on the ground 
that as the House of Commons have 
come to that decision they should abide 
by it; but if he had asked us to pass an
other Bill, with an altered date, per
haps, and sent it up again to the House 
·of Lords, he would have given them the 
opportunity of reconsidering their deci-

sion; and my full belief is that a course 
like this, taken without passion and 
without collision, would have been met 
in a proper temper by that House; this 
difficulty would have been got over, and 
in all probability both Houses for tht! 
future would have proceeded more regu
larly and easily than they are likely to 
do under the plan proposed by the 
noble Lord. 

Having stated that I shall leave the 
questions of these Resolutions, I say 
there is no reason whatever in the argu
ments which have been used why this 
duty should have been maintained, or 
why. it was perilous to remit it. Its 
repeal was consistent with the policy of 
the V,'higs before Sir Robert Peel came 
into power, with the policy of Sir Robert 
Peel's Government, of Lord Derby's 
Government, of Lord John Russell's 
Government, of Lord Aberdeen's Go
vernment, of Lord Palmerston's Govern. 
ment, of Lord Derby's last Government, 
and of the existing Government. The 
policy of the repeal of the paper-duty 
is the recognized policy of this House, 
and it is the admitted interest of this 
country. Then, why, unless it be for a 
party triumph, unless it be to attack a 
particular Minister, why is this question 
of 700,0001. this year, and less than 
double that sum in future years, raised 
to an importance which does not belong 
to it? and why, for the sake of a party 
triumph, are the great interests con
nected with it to be damaged and tor
tured, as they now are, by the action of 
one House of Parliament i I am told 
there are Members of this House who. 
would not support the Government in 
this course, and I should certainly 
hardly expect that all the Gentlemen 
on the benches opposite wonld lend it 
their sanction. Yet I doubt whether if 
the noble Lord at the head of the Go
vernment were to act in the manner I 
have indicated, the great majority of 
them would be induced, upon reflection, 
to adopt the policy which they have! 
pursued with respect to these Resolu
tions, and whether the House of Com
mons would not have passed a secon4 
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Bill even by a larger majority' than that 
by which we passed the last. 

There is a rumour that some Gentle
men on this side of the House object to 
such a course of proceeding. and hon. 
tentlemen opposite. h;Lve. perhaps. on 
that account been led to take up a line 
of action upon this question in which 
they 91herwis!, c~lUld n!>t hope to suc
ceed. An hon. Gentleman behind me, 
from whom I Should have expected 
'something better. said only last night. 
in speaking of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. that he was a reckless and 
unsafe Finance Minister. That obser
vation he no doubt confined to the 
question of the repeal of the paper-duty; 
but I cannot forget that in 1853 we had 
the same Chancellor of the Exchequer 
as to-<iay. and that it was asserted then 
also that he had committed great errors. 
(Cheers from the Opposition.] Yes: 
but your Chancellor of the Exchequer 
was not in office long enough to per
petrate any great mistakes. Not long 

. after·that right hon. Gentleman acceded . 
to offiee. he b.ought in a Budget which 
the House of Commons rejected; and 
upon the next occasion on which he 
proposed one. he found it necessary to 
shift the burden of responsibility to the 
shoulders of his successor. But in 1853. 
when the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for the University of Oxford 
was Chancellor of the Exchequer. I put 
it to those among us who were then 
Members of this House. whether it is 
not the fact .that the strength of the 
. Government of Lord Aberdeen. of wbich 
he was a Member. was not mainly to 
be attributed to his dealing with the 
taxation of the country in a manner 
which met with· universal approbation 
out of-doors ? 

'We come now to the present year, 
and while I do not wish to depreciate 
the popularity. or the character. or the 
ability of the noble Lord at the head 
of the Gov.ernment. or any of his col
leagues. still I undertake to say that the 
power and authority whick his Ad
ministration has acquired during the 
present session. jt has gained mainly as 

the consequence of the beneficial pro
positions which the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer has made. I heard some
body last night-I am not quite sure it 
was not the right hon. Gentleman below 
me to-night - talk of the House of 
Commons having been partly charmed I 

and partly coerced into the acceptance 
of these propositions. But if that be so. 
and if we have proved ourselves to be 
soft-headed children who could be so 
swayed. I must say it appears to me 
very strange that such should be the 
case; for I think the House of Com
mons has upon the contrary shown 
wonderful independence, and has proved 
itself to be extremely free from all those 
ties. the acting in accordance with which 
usually enables a Government to con
duct the business of a session with 
success. Be that. however. as it may. 
I repeat that the Budget of the righ t 
hon. Gentleman the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. when it was laid before the 
country, was received throughout all 
the great seats of industry. and among 
the farmers too-for it tended to benefit I 
them as well as the inhabitants of 
towns-with universal approbation. 

The right hon. Gentleman below me 
has been indulging himself to-night, in 
accordance with his custom, in con
demning the French Treaty. and I J;Ilust 
say we have heard a great deal upon 
that subject since it was first mooted in 
this House. 'Ve have had it com
mented upon by a great journal in this 
country, whose motives I will not at
tempt to divine. but whose motto must. 
I think. be that which Pascal sa.id ought 
to have been adopted by one of the 
ancients -' Omnia pro tempore. sed 
nihil pro veritate,'-which being trans
lated, may be rendered-' Everything 
for the Times, but nothing for truth.' 
We have had. in short. every description 
of falsehood propounded with respect 

to-night to give currency to representa- . 
tleman below me has not hesitated (' ...... . 

tions with respect to it which are wholly 
inaceurate, and to which, if I were not 
here, I would apply a still stronger 

to this Treaty. The right hon. Gen_,' 

~----------~~--~~~------~If 



186:>. TAX BILLS. 501 

term. Did not the right hon. Gentle
man say our manufacturers were-I 
forget the word_plaintiffs-no, sup
pliants in the antechamber of the Em
peror of the French? The statement 
is one, I can tell him, which is wholly 
untrue; nay, more,-and I may say 
that with the exception of some right 
hon. Gentlemen sitting on the Treasury 
bench, there is no one more competent 
to give an opinion on the subject than 
myself, for reasons with which the 
House is of course acquainted,-I tell 
the right hon. Gentleman that nothing 
can exceed the good faith and the 
liberality with which that whole ques
tion is being treated by the Commis
sioners of the French Government. 
I would have him know that they are 
as anxious as our Commissioners that 
a great trade between England and 
France should spring up; and I will 
add that in the case of nations and Go-

, vernments in amity one with the other, 
whose representatives are endeavouring 
in all fairness and frankness to extend 

, the commerce between both, he is neither 
jo a statesman nor a patriot who seeks to 
~ depreciate in the eyes of his countrymen t the instrument by which it is hoped 

these results will be accomplished, and 
: who thus does his utmost to prevent its 

success. 
" I come now to a,sk the House what 
r is this reform in the tariff introduced by 

I the right hon. Gentleman the Chan
. cellor of the Exchequer, by which you 
,'are so frightened? Is it something 

novel? The right hon. Gentleman 
., below me says it is a scheme both new 

, and gigantic in its proportions, and 
fatal in its principle. I was speaking 

i last week to an lIOn. Member for a 
I' ' south-western county who sits on the 
: benches opposite, and he spoke in terms 
I' of exultation to me of the success of 

late years of that branch of industry in 
t which you are peculiarly interested. 
i Is it hOliest, then, that you should make 
I such acknowledgments and not consent 
, (0 extend further the principles which 

the whole country has pronounced to 
be sound and beneficial? We boast of 

the freedom of our commerce; That 
commerce has more than doubled since 
I had first the honour of a seat in this 
House. When, therefore,' you now 
attack, through the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, principles, the adoption of 
which has wrought this great good, 
you are not, in my opinion, pursuing II; 

course which will enhance your I'eputa
tion with the country which you pro
fess to represent. There is not, I con
tend, a man who labours and sweats 
for his dai.1y bread; there is not a 
woman living in a cottage, who strives 
to make her humble home happy and 
comfortable for her husband and her 
children, to whom the words of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer have not 
brought hope, and to whom his mea
sures, which have been defended with 
an eloquence few can equal, and wiili a 
logic none can contest, have not ad
ministered consolation. I appeal to the 
past and present condition of the 
country, and I ask you, solemnly, to 
oppose no obstacle to the realization of 
those great and good principles of legis
lation. 

I will not enter further into this ques
tion., i am unable from physical causes 
to speak with clearness, and I am afraid 
I mllst have somewhat pained those 
who have heard me. I must, however, 
repeat my regret that the noble Vis
count at the head of the Government 
has not shown more courage in this 
matter than he appears to me to have 
exhibited, and that the House of Com
mons has not evinced more self-respect. 
I fear this session may as a consequence 
become memorable as that in which, 
for the first time, the Commons of 
England has surrendered a right which 
for 500 years ~hey had maintained un
impaired. I, at least, and those who 
act with me.' will be clear from any 
participation in this; we shall be free 
from the shame which must indelibly 
attach to the chief actors in these pro
ceedings. I protested against the order 
of reference which the noble Lord pro
posea, though I sat and laboured on 
the Committee with earnest fidelity on 
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behalf of the House of Commons. 1 
have felt it 1m honour to sit in this 
House up to this time. and I hope that 
hereafter the character of this House 
will not be impaired by the course 
which is about to be taken. 1 have 
endeavoured to show to my country
men what ,1 consider to be almost the 
treason which is about to be committed 

against them. I have refused to dis
honour the memory of such Members 
as Coke and Selden. and Glanville and 
Pym; and. if defeated in this struggle. 
I shall have this consolation. that I have 
done all I can to maintain the honour 
of this House, and that I have not 
sacrificed the interests which my con
stituents committed to my care. 

[ 



PUNISHMENT OF DEATH. 

HOUSE OF COMMONS, MAY 3, 1864. 

From Hansard. 

[Spoken on Mr. Ewart's Motion for the Abolition of the Punishment of Death.] 

I IRALI. not, after the discussion which 
hILS taken place, and which has been, 
I think, almost all on one side, take up 
the time of the House by making a 
speech. But the right hon. Gentleman 
tSir George Grey) has said something 
which I am obliged to contest to some 
extent. He has quoted the opinions of 
Judges upon this question, and he has 
laid. I think, more stress upon those 
opinions than they generally deserve. 
I think, if there is one thing more 
certain than another, it is this - that 
every amelioration of the crimjnal code 
of this country has been carried against 
the opinion of the majority of the Judges. 
1nd I may on this point quote the 
opinion of an eminent Irish Judge. who. 
I believe. is still living, and with whom 
I had some conversation in Ireland 
about fifteen years ago. The con
versation turned on this very question. 
He said, • Beware of the Judges. If 

r Parliament had acted on the opinion 
of the Judges, we should have been 

, hanging now for forgery, for horse-' 
stealing, and for I know not how many 
other offence!' for which capital punish
ment has long been abolished.' 

Now the right hon. Gentleman pro
poses to have a Commission, as I under
stand, instead of a Committee. There 
was an inconsistency in his speech, I 
thought. on that point; for at first he 

seemed to say that the question, whether 
capital punishment should be continued 
or be abolished, was 110t one which a 
Committee of this House was fitted to 
consider; but towards the close of his 
speech he moderated that by admitting 
that some of the points referred to in 
the Amendment, which is, I suppose, to 
be agreed to, might be considered by a 
Commission. 'I will undertake to say 
that if he were to inquire in every civi
lized country in the world where there 
is a representative legislative assembly, 
he would find that the changes which 
had been made in their laws have been 
made invariably in consequence of in
quiries instituted by those Chambers and 
carried on by means of Committees 
formed amongst their members. 

I admit that the bulk of the Com
mittees of this House are not fairly con
stituted. I served very assiduously on 
Committees for the first ten or fifteen 
years after I became a Member of this 
House, and I did not find out till about 
the year 1850 or 1853 that a Committee 
was generally of no use; and from that 
time to this I have avoided, in nine 
cases out of ten, when I have been 
applied to, sitting upon a Committee. 
Hut that observation refer9 principally 
to questions where political interests are 
concerned. When, however, you come 
to a question of this nature, where we 
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should necessarily take the opinion of 
Judges, to whom the right hon. Gentle
man pays so much attention, and of 
those men of whose great authority he 
has spoken, and of a great many other 
men who are not wedded to existing 
systems, and of men who could give 
us the facts with regard to other coun
tries, I say that -a' Committee of this' 
House, so ·far at any rate as obtaining 
evidence is concerned, I think would be 
equal to any tribunal, or any court of 
inquiry, which the right hon. Gentleman 
could establish .. 

The right hon. Gentleman has led 
the House away a little from the Inain 
question. The main question proposed 
by my hon. Friend the Member for 
Dumfries is whether capital punishment 
should be retained or abolished. The 
right hon. Gentleman has-led the House 
into a discussion of a question some
what personal to himself-in connection 
with recent cases. I know the right 
hon. Gentleman was justified in what 
he said in reference to the position 
which he holds in the performance of 
his painful duties with regard to the 
execution of the criminal law. But 
that is not exactly what is wanted-this 
Motion was not brought forward for 
that purpose. 

I think the House would agree with 
great unanimity if the right hon. Gentle
man would introduce a Bill proposing 
certain changes at which he has liinted. 
This country has always been the most 
barbarous of all civilized nations in its 
punishments; and at this moment is the 
most barbarous still, notwithstanding 
what the right hon. Gentleman said 
about the punishment of death being 
inflicted only for the crime of mur
der.. But did he not afterwards tell 
the House that this crime of murder is 
a net which includes cases as different 
in their quality as in their guilt and in 
their consequences to society, as the 
difference between the lowest class of 
murder which the law now includes and 
the pettiest larceny which is punishable 
before a single magistrate. Yet all these 
are part of the same list of crimes, and 

if a jury does its duty- that is what is 
always said, as if a jury had no other 
duty but inexorably to send a man to 
the scaffold - if a jury will find a ver
dict of guilty, the punishment is death, 
unless the right hon. Gentleman, impor
tuned by a number of persons, or having 
examined into the case himself, will 
interfere to save the unfortunate wretch 
from the gallows. -

There can be no doubt whatever that 
if capital punishment be retained, and 
if it be -absolutely neCessary that there 
should be a crime called murder to 
which capital punishment attaches, it is 
no less necessary that there should be, 
as there are in some other countries, 
three or four degrees of manslaughter. 
and that for the highest degree of mau
slaughter there should be the highest 
kind of secondary punishment, and that 
the power should be placed in the hands 
of the jury of determining what should 
be the particular class in which the 
criminal should be placed. There is 
no doubt that this is necessary to be 
done. I think Voltaire-who said a 
good many things that were worth re
membering-remarked that the English 
were the only people who murdered 
by law. And Mirabeau, when in this 
country, hearing of a number of persons 
who had been hanged on a certain 
morning, said, • The English nation is 
the most merciless of any that I haye 
heard or read of.' And at this very 
moment, when we have struck off 
within the last fifty years at least a 
hundred offences which' were then 
capital, we remain still in this matter 
the most merciless of Christian countries. 

If anybody wishes to satisfy himself 
upon this point let him take those late 
cases in which the right hon. Gentleman 
has had so much trouble. Take the 
case of Townley; take the case of 
Wright; take the case of Hall at War
wick; and I will take the liberty of 
repeating-what I said to the right hon. 
Gentleman when I was permitted to see 
him on the case of the convict Hall
that there is not a country in Europe, 
nor a State among the Free States of 
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should be no capital punishments i: II 

Russia. The Empress Catherine, in 
giving her instructions for the new 
Grand Code,· stated her opinion upon 

America, in which either of those 
criminals would have been punished 
with death. Vet we have gone on 
leaving the law as it is; and the right 
hon. Gentleman, to my utter astonish
ment, every time this question has been 
discussed, has given us very much the 
same speech as he has addressed to us 
to-night: he has repeated the same 
arguments for continuing a law which 
drives him to distraction almost every 
time he has to administer it. 

I am surprised that the right hon. 
Gentleman. who has had to face the 
suffering which has been brought on 
him by this law, has never had the 
courage to come to this House and ask 
it fairly to consider, in the light of the 
evidence which all other Governments 
and the laws of all other countries afford. 
whether the time has not conle when 
this fearful punishment may be abolished. 
The right hon. Gentleman says the 
punishment is so terrible that it will 
deter offenders from the commission of 
crime. Of course it is tenible to one 
just standing upon the verge of the 
grave; but months before, when the 
crime is committed, when the passion 
is upon the criminal, the funishment is 
of no avail whatsoever. do not think 
it is possible to say too much against 
the argument that because this is a 
dreadful punishment, it is very efficient 
to deter a criminal from the commission 
of crime. 

As the right hon. Gentleman proposes 
to give a Commission, I shall not trouble 
the House with some observations that 
I had intended to make. There are, 
however, two or three cases which have 
not been mentioned, and which I should 
like to bring under the notice of the 
House. My hon. Friend the Member 
for Dumfries referred to Russia. Russia 
is a country in which capital punish
ments have for almost a hundred years 
been unknown. I was reading yesterday 
a very remarkable Report of a Com
mittee of the Legislature of the State 
of New Vork, written in the year 1841. 
It states that the Empress Elizabeth 
determined that for twenty years there 

the subject in these words:- I 
-Experience shows that the frequent re

petition of capital punishment has never I 
yet made men better. If, therefore, I can 
show that in the ordinary state of society 
the death of a citizen is neither useful nor 
necessary, I shall have pleaded the cause 
of humanity with . success: 

She then says what I think is worthy 
of hearing :-

-When the laws 1>ea. quiet and peaceful 
sway, and under a form of government 
approved by the united voices of the 
nation, in such a state there can be no 
necessity for taking away the life of a 
citizen: 
The exception is in the case of some 
great political offender whose incarcera
tion might not destroy his power of 
doing mischief; and I believe that since 
the enactment of this law there have 
been only two cases of persons who have 
been put to death by law in Russia, and 
that these have been cases arising out 
of circumstances of a political and in
surrectionary character. Count Segur. 
the French Ambassador at St. Peters
burgh. states that the Empress Catherine 
said to him-

-We must punish crime without imitating 
it. The punishment of death is rarely any
thing but a useless barbarity.' 

In reporting this to the French Govern
ment. Count Segur stated that under the 
mildness of the law murders were very 
rare in Russia. 

My hon. Friend the Member for 
Dumfries referred to the case of Tus
cany. where it is well known that for a 
lifetime capital punishment has never 
been inflicted. In the case of Belgium, 
to which reference was made by the 
learned Member for Tiverton. as one 
of the most remarkable, I think the 
right hon. Gentleman was not successful 
in getting rid of his figures. It happens, 
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as I understand, that the law in Belgium 
does not prohibit capital punishments; 
but the result of omitting to inflict 
capital punishment has been so satis
factory that now the law is literally 
obsolete, and that capital punishment 
is never inflicted. Take then the case 
of Bombay, which is of a very striking 
character. VI' e have the evidence from 
the pen of Sir James Mackintosh, who 
says,-

• It will appear that the capital crimes 
committed during the last seven years 
(1804 to 18n) with no capital executions, 
have in proportion to the population not 
been much more than a third of those 
committed in the first seven years (1756 
to 1763) when forty-seven persons suffered 
death.' 

Headds._ 

• The intermediate periods lead to the 
same results.' 

The House ought to bear in mind, 
that to us who have examined this ques
tion for many years, no fact is more 
clearly demonstrated than this - there 
is no country in the world, be it a great 
empire or be it a small state, where the 
Jaw has been made milder and capital 
punishment has been abolished. in which 
there is any proof that murders have 
been more frequent, and the security of 
life in the slightest degree endangered. 
If that be so -if I could convince every 
Member o{ this House that the abolition 
of capital punishment would not cause 
more murders than the average of the 
last ten years-if all that would be 
left would be that those ten or twelve 
wretches who are publicly strangled 
every year would- be living in some 
prison, or engaged in some labour with 
a chance of penitence, and with life not 
suddenly cut off by law-is there a man 
in this House-I speak not of party, or 
to one side or the other-who would 
dare to demand that we should still 
continue these terrible punishments? 

There was, not long ago, in this 
House, a venerable old Gentleman 
who represented the University of 

Oxford, who constantly quoted in the 
discussion on this subject a certain 
verse of a certain chapter in the Book 
of Genesis. I am very glad that in the 
seven or eight years that have elapsed 
since this question was last discussed. 
we have advanced so far that nobody 
has now brought forward that argu
ment. We have discussed it to-night 
by the light of proved experiments, of 

_ facts, and of reason. Seeing what has 
been done in this country by the ameli
oration of the Criminal Code, and what 
has been done in all other countries, is 
there any man with one particle of 
sense or the power of reason who 
believes that human life in this country 
is made more secure because ten or 
twelve men are publicly put to death 
every year? 

The 'security of human life does not 
depend upon any such miserable and 
barbarous provision as that. The secu
rity for human life depends upon the 
reverence for human life; and unless 
yon can inculcate in the minds of your 
people a veneration for that which God 
only has given, you do little by the 
most severe and barbarous penalties to 
preserve the safety of your ci tizens. If 
you could put down what it is that 
secures human life in figures and esti
mate it at 100, how much of it is to 
be attribnted to your savage law, and 
how much of it to the reverence for 
human life implanted or existing in the 
human soul? No doubt 5 or 10 out 
of the 100 may be owing. for aught I 
know, to the influence of the law; but 
90 or 95 per cent. is owing to that 
feeling of reverence for human life. 
Whenever you hang a man in the face 
of the public under the circumstances 
to which we are so accustomed in this 
country, if you do in the slightest degree 
deter from crime by the shocking nature 
of the punishment, I will undertake to 
say that you by so much-nay, by much 
more-weaken that other and greater 
security which arises from the reverence 
with which human life is regarded. 

Since the notice of this Motion was 
given by my hon. Friend I took the 
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liberty of writing to the Governors of 
three of the States of America in which 
capital punishment has for several years 
been abolished; and, with the permis
sion of the House, I will read extracts 
from the answers which I have re
ceived. I think they are important in 
a discussion of this nature when we are 
attempting to persuade doubtful and 
timid people that we are not proposing 
a rash or dangerous change. In the 
State of Rhode Island, one of the small 
States of America, with a population of 
not more than aoo,ooo, capital punish
ment has been abolished. The Go
vernor, the Hon. J. Pye Smith, writing 
from the Executive Department, March 
21,1864, says:-

, I. ,The death penalty was abolished 
in this State in the year 1852. 2. I do 
not' think its abolition has had any effect 
upon the security' of life. 3. Is the law 
against the death penalty sustained by the 
public opinion of the State? Very de
cidedly. 4. Are convictions and punish
ments more certain than before the change 
was made? I think they are. 5. What 
is the punishment now inflicted on such 
criminals as were formerly punished with 
death? Imprisonment for life at hard 
labour. I have conversed with our Supreme 
Judge, State attorney, and warden of the 
State prison, and they support my own 
established views upon the subject.' 

In a second letter, dated April 4, and 
which I received a few days ago, he 
says:-

• Our present able Chief Justice says:
.. Although opposed to the present law 
when passed, I am equally opposed to a 
change in it until the experiment has been 
tried long enough to satisfy us that it has 
failed. I am clearly of opinion that the 
present state of the law is sustained by 

!. public opinion, and I believe it will con
" tinue'to be until it is satisfactorily shown 
.. that crimes against life have been consider-

ably increased in consequence of it. My 
, observation fully justi6es me in saying that 
, conviction for murder is far more certain 

now in proper cases than when death was 
, the punishment of it." • 

Here is the answer which I received 
from the Hon. Austin Blair, the Go
vernor of the State of Michigan :-

• Executive Office, Lancing, 
• March 23, 1864. 

• I. The death penalty for murder was 
abolished March I, 1847, when the re
vised statutes of 1846 went into effect. 
a. Life is not considered less secure than 
before; murders are probably less frequent 
in proportion to population. Twenty years 
ago the population of the State was 
300,000, and we have now a population 
of about 900,000. Then it was chiefly 
agricultural, and now we have mines of 
copper, iron, coal, &c., bringing into 
proximity dissimilar 'Classes, and increasing 
the probabilities of frequent crime, Before 
the abolition of the death penalty, murders 
were not unfrequent, but convictions were 
rarely or never obtained. It became the 
common belief that no jury could be found 
(the prisoner availing himself of the com
mon law right of challenge) which would 
convict. Since the abolition there have 
been in seventeen years thirty-seven con
victions. 3. There can be no doubt that 
public opinion sustains the present law and 
is against the restoration of the death 
penalty. 4. Conviction and punishment 
are now much more certain than before 
the change was made. Murder requires 
a greater, amount ,of proof than any other 
crime, and it is found practically that a 
trial for murder excites no very unusual 
interest.' 

It( therefore, does not make a hero of 
the criminal. The letter proceeds :-

• 5. The punishment now is solitary 
confinement at hard labour for life. Since 
1861 this class of prisoners have been em
ployed as other prisoners, as it was found 
difficult to keep them at work in cells with
out giving them tools, and there was danger 
of their becoming insane. The reform has 
been successfully tried. and is no longer an 
experiment.' 
The last letter is from the Hon. J. S. 
Lewis, the Gov<!rnor of Wisconsin, and 
is dated Madison, March 29. 1864:-

• The evil tendency of public executions, 



~---------------------------------------------------

508 SPEECHES OF JOHN BRIGHT. 

the great aversion of many to the taking 
of life rendering it almost impossible to 
obtain jurors from the more intelligent 
portion of the community, the liability of 
the innocent to suffer so extreme a penalty 
and be placed beyond the reach of the 
pardoning power, and the disposition of 
courts and juries not to convict, fearing 
the innocent might suffer, convinced me 
that this relic of barbarism sbould be 
abolished. The death penalty was re
pealed in 1853. No legislation has since 
re-established it, and the people find them-" 
selves equally secure, and the public more 
certain than before. The population in 
1850 was 305,000; in 1860 it was 
775,000. With this large increase of 
population we might expect a large in
crease of criminal cases, but this does not 
appear to be the case.' 

If you take these two States of \Yis
consin and Michigan, which have been 
settled at a comparatively recent date, 
you will see that it was highly probable, 
as they are on the outskirts of advanc
ing civilization, that crimes of violence 
would not be uncommon. But here, 
with the abolition of this punishment, 
crimes and violence are not more com
mon than before; people are just as 
secure, the law is upheld by public 
opinion, and the elected Governors of 
three States, after the experience of 
these years, are enabled to write me 
letters like these, so satisfactory and so 
conclusive with regard to the effect of 
the experiment as it has been tried with 
them. 

The special cases that have been men
tioned to-night with regard to execu
tions have not been by any means the 
most fearful that have occurred. There 
was a case last year at Chester of so 
revolting a nature that I should be 
afraid to state the details to the House. 
I think it is hardly conceivable that a 
Christian" gentleman, a governor of a 
gaol, and a clergyman. anotller Chris
tian gentleman, should be concerned in 
such a dreadful catastrophe as then took 
place. Sir, if there be fiends below, 
how it must rejoice them to discover 

that, after the law of gentleness and 
love has been preached on earth for 
eighteen hundred years, such a scene 
as that could be enacted in our day in 
one of the most civilized and renowned 
cities of this country. And these are 
cases which will happen again if this 
law remains; and all the difficulties 
which the right hon. Gentleman has 
alluded to to-night and on previous oc
casions are difficulties inseparable from 
the continuance of this punishment. 

The right hon. Gentleman has re
ferred to one or two cases; the noble 
Lord opposite (Lord Henry Lennox) 
has likewise referred toone or two. 
The case at Glasgow, the case at Derby, 
the recent case in London, and the 
recent case at Warwick, are cases which 
move whole populations; and, if that 
be so, how can any man argue that this 
law is in a satisfactory state, or that 
this punishment can be wisely and bene
ficiallyadministered and executed in this 
country? Parliament, unfortunately
we need not disguise it, and I will not 
at any rate conceal it-Parliament has 
been very heedless upon this question. 
Secretaries of State have gone on from 
year to year in the performance of their 
duties with great pain to themselves, 
and yet they have never had the courage 
to ask Parliament to consider whether the 
system might not be entirely abolished. 
Does not every man now feel that it is 
In opposition to the sentiment of what 
I will caB-and I think I may say it I 

without disparaging anybody-the most 
moral and religious population of this 
country, the men who have led the ad
vance during the past century in every 
contest that we have had with ignorance, 
and crime, and cruelty, in whatsoever 
shape it has shown itself? And every 
day they are becoming more and more" 
estranged from the spirit and operation 
of this law. . 

Whenever there are paragraphs float
ing about in the newspapers tlmt on the 
1"5th or the 25th of such a month such 
an one is to meet his doom for some 
crime, however foul, there is in every 
city, in every parish, and ill almost 
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every house in this country where there 
is any regard to humanity and to Chris
tianity, a.feeling of doubt as to whether 
this law is right, and a feeling of disgust 
and horror amongst hundreds of thou
sands of the best portion of our people. 
Now, merciful Jaws are, in my opinion, 
the very highest testimony to any Go
vernment. as I likewise think that they 
are the highest blessing a people can 
enjoy. I believe they give security to 
a Government, and they soften and 
humanise the people. All the steps 
that have been taken in this direction 
have been sa successful, that I wonder 
that even the hon. gentleman the late 
Lord Mayor of London should not him
self have come to the conclusion that 
after all we could still sleep comfort
ably in .our beds if men were not 
hanged; and that, if the law were 
gentle and merciful whilst it was just, 
we should find gradually growing up 
in the minds of all classes a greater dis
like to crime and violence, and a greater 
reverence for human life. 

Benjamin }o"ranklin, a great authority 
on matters of this nature, said that the 
virtues are all parts of a circle; that 
whatever is humane is wise; whatever 
is wise is just; and whatever is wise, 
just, and humane, will be found to be 
the true interests of States, whether 
criminals or foreign enemies are the 
objects of their legislation. Would any 
one of us like to go back to the bar
barism of that time when Charles 
Wesley wrote a note to the celebrated 
and excellent John Fletcher, the Vicar 
of Madeley, in 1776? We were then 
trying to keep the empire together, and 
neglecting this great work at home. 
He says:-

• A fortnight ago I 'preached a con
demned sermon to about twentv criminals, 
and everyone of them,l had good grounds 
to believe, died penitent. Twenty more 
must die next week.' 

And there were then occasions on which 
twenty were hanged, not one of whom 
had been convicted of the crime of 
murder. Have we not from that time 

made great and salutary and satisfactOlY 
advances in this question? Is there any 
man who wants to tum back to the 
barbarism of that day? But if you 
tum back to the Secretaries of State of 
that day, or to the Judges of that day, 
or even to the Bishops of that day, you 
will find that they had just the same 
sort of arguments in favour of the bar
barism in which they were then con
cerned that the right han. Gentleman, 
I suppose forced by the necessities of his 
office, has offered to the House to-night. 

I confess I wonder that all the right 
han. Gentleman has gone through in 
these painful cases haS Dot almost 
driven him stark mad many times. I 
wonder that it has not driven him to 
the table of this House to propose, 
under the solemn feelings with which 
he must often have been impressed, 
that the House should take into con
sideration whether this vast evil-as I 
believe it to be-might not be put an 
end to. Is the Englishman worse than 
every other man? Is this nation worse 
than other nations? Cannot the lenient 
laws practised with perfect safety in 
every other-not every other, but in 
many other of the nations of the world 
-be practised in this nation, and at 
the same time leave us peliectly secure 
-at least as much so as we are at pre
sent? I say we may wash vengeance 
and blood from our code without diffi. 
culty and without danger. 

The right hon. Gentleman is willing 
to appoint a Commission-he prefers it 
to a Committee, and I will not contest 
the point with him if the Commission 
be a fair Commission; but I should not 
like to see it a Commission of Judges. 
I do not wish to speak disrespectfully 
of Judges. I agree with what the right 
hon. Gentleman has said, that with the 
exception of a case or two, perhaps, in 
one's lifetime, we notice nothing on the 
bench but that which is honourable to 
the Judges of this country; and I would 
say thai the Judges of this country may 
be compared with advantage probably 
with the Judges of any other country. 
But Judges are but men. Several of 
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them, as a proof of that, have been 
Members of this House. And I am 
free to confess that the feelings I had 
when I 'was a schoolboy at York, and 
first went to an Assize trial, and saw a 
venerable old gentleman on the bench. 
and in his wig. were those of utter awe 
and astonishment; but those feelings 
have been considerably modified by my 
experience of many ,Df the present 
Judges when they were Members of this 
House. But we know that Judges are 
like other men in this-they have trod
den a certain path which has led them 
to the honourable position which they 
hold. They are there. not to make 
law. but to administer it; and they are 
disposed to adhere to ~he law. as they 
have studied it and administered it. 
Some of them are not desirous. perhaps. 
to express an opinion. like the noble 
Lord the father of the hon. and learned 
Member for Tiverton (Mr. Denman). 
They are strongly attached to that 
system which they have been adminis
tering; and. as I said at the beginning 
of the observations I have offered to the 
House. they have been in all past times 
-not all of them. but a majority of 
them-generally opposed to the amelio
ration of our Criminal Code. 

Although. therefore. I believe that at 
this moment there are more Judges on 
the bench who are in favour of the 
abolition of capital punishment. yet I 
should not like the right han. Gentle
man to leave the inquiry into this ques
tion entirely or even to a majority of 
the members of tlle bench. There is no 
reason to believe that a Judge is more 
competent to give an" opinion on this 
question than any other intelligent. edu
cated, and observing man; nor would I 
admit that the right han. Gentleman 
himself. who is in his person the whole 
bench of Judges. is more capable of 
giving an opinion than any other Mem-, 
ber of this House who has paid long 
and careful attention to this subject. 
Therefore. I hope that if the right han. 

Gentleman does appoint a Commission 
he will put upon it-I do not say men 
who have not an opinion on one side or 
the other. for men who have no opinion 
at all are not likely to give" an y worth 
hearing-but men in whom the House 
and the country. and those in the House 
who are against capital punishment, mny 
have confidence. feeling" that they will 
take evidence from every source whence 
it could be fairly offered to them, and 
that they will give to the House and 
the Government a fair opinion on that 
evidence in their report. 

If that be done. I am quite certain 
that the result will be a great inlprove
ment of the law. although it may not 
carry it to the point which my hon. 
}o'riend the Member for Dumfries has 
so long desired to carry it. But I 
should be very thankful if so much is 
accomplished; and if ever we come to 
that point. I have confidence too that 
even you Gentlemen opposite. who are 
so very timid. always fancying that the 
ice is going to break under you. will be 
induced to go further than you seem 
inclined to do now; and perhaps the 
ten or twelve wretched men who are 
now hanged annually may be brought 
down to three or four. and at last we 
may come unanimously to the opinion. 
that the security of public or private 
life in England does not depend upon 
the public strangling of three or four 

" poor wretches every year. This Parlia-
ment is about to expire. I suppose. 
before very long-though some say it is 
to endure during another session; I 
should be glad indeed if it migh t be 
said of this Parliament at some future 
time. that it had dared to act upon the 
true lessons. and not upon the supersti
tions of the pasn and that it might be 
declared to be the Parliament which 
destroyed the scaffold and the gallows. 
in order that it might teach the people 
that human life is sacred. and that on 
that principle alone can human life be 
secured. " 



THE PERMISSIVE BILL. 

HOlJSE OF COMMONS, JUNE 8, 1864. 

From Hansard. 

(The' Permissive Bill' was a measure introduced by some of the friends of Temperance, 
to enable a certain proportion of the population of a parish, by vote, to shut up Public-
houses, and to prohibit the sale oi intoxicating liquors within the parish.] , 

I THINIt my hon. Friend the Member 
for Carlisle (Mr. Lawson) has at least 
no reason to complain of,the manner in 
which the House has listened to the 
statement which he has made on behalf 
of his clients throughout the country. 
The House has listened to his speech 
in a manner which proves that this is a 
question which is getting more hold of 
the mind of the country than it had 
some time ago, and that it cannot be 

- treated as the vision of a few wild en
thusiasts. Everybody will agree that 
the evil which the hon. Member bas to 

- some extent eXplained is a very grievous 
, one in almost every part of the country : 

and more--l believe every Member will 
" say that if any measures could be taken 
, that did not violate any of tbe recog

nised principles on which this House 
acts, to help those who are making 

" great exertions to change the people of 
this country from their past and, 1 fear, 

• their present condition into a happier 
" state. such measures ought to be sanc

tioned. 
I believe there are only two modes of 

, remedy: the first of which is the im
provement and instruction of the people, 
and the second, the special legislation 

of this House. I am one of those who 
look rather to the improvement and 
education of the people for a permanent 
remedy-and I think that it is quite 
conclusive that this must be the sheet
anchor, as it were. of this question. 
There are hon. Members of this House 
older than I am, but I am old enough 
to remember when among those classes 
with which we are more familiar than 
with the working-people, drunkenness 
was ten or twenty times more colllmon 
than it is at present. I have been in 
this House twenty years, and during 
that time I haye often partaken of the 
hospitality of various Members of the 
House. and I may assert that during 
the whole of those twenty years I have 
no recollection of having seen one 
single person at any gentleman's table 
who has been in the condition which 
would be at all fairly described by 
saying that he was drunk. And I may 
say more-that I do 110t recollect more 
than two or three occasions during that 
time in which I have observed, by the 
thickness of utterance, rapidity of talk
ing, or perhaps a somewhat recklessness 
of conversation, that any gentleman had 
taken so much as to impair his judg-
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ment. That is not the state of things 
which prevailed in this country fifty or 
sixty years ago. We know, therefore, 
as respects this class of persons, who 
can always obtain as much of these 
pernicious articles as they desire to have, 
because price to them is no object, that 
temperance has made great way, and if 
it were possible now to make all classes 
in this country as temperate as those of 
whom I have just spoken, we should be 
amongst the very soberest nations of 
the earth. 

But it may be said after all this, that 
there is something still to be done by 
special legislation-and I am not dis
posed to contradict that; and if any 
Member were to contradict it, it would 
be going in the face of experience, and 

, certainly in the face of the opinion which 
has been universally held .by this House. 
All our legislation on this question has 
been special. My hon. Friend says he 

: thinks no one would dare to propose to 
, make the sale of intoxicating drinks free 

-as free for example as the sale of 
bread, potatoes, or any of the articles 
of ordinary consumption. If we re
quired no taxes, I do not know how we 
should treat this question; but, requiring 

, taxes as we do, it has been thought in 'I this country, and I suspect in most 
other countries to~ertainly in many 

I ~that there is nothing upon which 
taxes can be levied with greater advan
tage (if I may use the term' advantage' 
in connection with the levying of any , 
taxes) as upon articles of an intoxicating 
quality. But having levied these taxes, 
and finding the consumption is large, 
the Government finds it also necessary 

, to provide certain superintendence by 
, the police; because, unfortunately, 
I wherever the sale of these articles is 

considerable, there is found to be a 
state of things which is not favourable 
to obedience to the' law, and which 
magistrates, policemen, and the law are 

, called in to avert and prevent. 
We have this special legislation now, 

and my hon. Friend says that not less 
i than four hundred Acts of Parliament 

dealing with this question have been 

before the House: not all of them ~th 
a view of preventing the consumption of 
intoxicating liquors, but all showing 
what a constant and incessant attention 
Parliament has been obliged to pay to 
,this subject. Now we come to the 
system as we find it, and ask ourselves, I' 

Can anything more be done? Under 
the present system, if a man wishes to 
sell beer i>nl y, he gets six of, his neigh
bours to sign a recommendation that he 
is a suitable and respectable man. I 
believe also the rent of his house 
has something to do with it, as indi
cating that he is a man not absolutely 
without means and character. But if 
he wishes to sell wine and spirits he 
must ask the magistrates for a licence, 
and the licence is renewable from year 
to year. I think it may be generally 
said that this system is not satisfactory 
to people throughout the country. There 
are many magistrates who condemn the 
system of which they are a part; and in 
many towns it is said-and I think upon 
inquiry we should find it to be true-
that the magistrates give licences too 
freely; and men who live in quiet streets 
of a town are angry with the magis
trates for giving licences to houses 
which are not needed. We also find 
that there is a great diversity of action, 
for in some villages, towns, and districts, 
public houses are much more numerous 
than in others; and at the same time 
there is a complaint that in giving 
licences for the sale of beer the recom
mendation of six benevolent neighbours 
is given more through kindness to the 
applicant than kindness to the great 
bulk of the neighbourhood. In some 
cases the number of beer-houses has 
been unnecessarily and mischievously 
increased. 

And now what does my hon. Friend 
propose? He proposes something that 
is entirely distinct, and to some extent 
a revolutionary measure, with regard to 
this system. He proposes that two, 
thirds of the rate-payers of any district, 
parish, or town shall have the power to 
decide the whole of this question; and 
I think when the hen. Gentleman stated II 
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that proposal. an hon. Gentleman on 
the other side of the House. and an hon. 
Gentleman sitting near me. made ges
tures as if they thought the rate-payers 
did not represent the working-classes. 
But the working-classes are rate-payers 
in a larger number than any other class, 
for they are generally married and have 
families. and live in houses that pay 
taxes: and therefore if you take the 
opinion of the rate-payers of this country 
on any question. you take in as clear a 
manner as possible the opinion of the 
people of the country. Well, my hon. 
Friend proposes that two-thirds shall 
decide:-but decide what? By this 

, llill, they are to decide first of all 
whether any new licences shall be 
granted in the district to which the yote 
applies-that is, whether this Act shall 

: be in force in the district-and they are 
to decide further whether any of the 
persons now licensed shall have those 
licences renewed at the expiration of the 
present year. [. No, no I' • Hear. hear 1'] 

; That is what I understand by the 
I Bill. I believe all licences are merely 
~ gran ted for selling drink from year to 

year. I think it was one of the state-
, ments of the licensed victuallers that 

the magistrates had the absolute control 
over them. and that there was no appeal 
from their decision. and every year they 
could refuse to renew any licences if 

, they thought 6t. It will thus be seen 
that my hon. Friend proposes a Bill 

, which affects some scores of thousands 
of persons and some million! of pro
perty. the measure which he proposes 
being entirely different. I think. from 
anything which has ever been proposed 
or sanctioned by the House with regard 
to any other description of property or 
any other interest. Therefore. however 
sanguine I may be as to what I must 
call the violent success of his measure. 
and however desirous I may be to carry 
out his object. I do not think it likely 
that the House of Commons will con
sent to such a proposition as that. . 

What is meant by the representative 
syslt!lll is not that you should ha\"e the 
"ote of thousands of persons taken upon 

a particular question of legislation. but 
that you should have men selected from 
those thousands having the confidence 
of the majority of the thousands. and that 
they should meet and should discuss ques
tions for legislation. and should decide 
what measures should be enacted: and 
therefore in this particular question I 
should object altogether to disposing of 
the interest of a great many men. and of 
a great many families. and of a great 
amount of property-I should object 
altogether to allow such a matter to 
be decided by the yote of two-thirds of 
the rate-payers of any parish or town. 
By this Bill they would have the power 
to shut up at once, or rather at the end 
of the current year. as far as the sale 
of these articles is concerned. every 
hotel. inn. public-house, and beer-shop 
throughout the country. I say through
out the country. but of course I allude 
to such subdivisions of the country as 
the Bill may indicate. There would of 
course be a difference. for some parishes 
would shut them up. and some would 
not: but that is not very much an argu
ment against the Bill. But there might 
be. and I think there would be, in all 
probability. sudden. capricious. and un
just action under this Bill. which would 
have a very unfortunate effect upon the 
interests of those ilDmediatelyconcerned: 
and I think it might also create through
out the country violent discussions on 
the question. and I am afraid might 
even produce a great and pernicious re
action against the very honest and good 
objects which my hon. Friend desires 
to carry out. For that reason. as a 
Member of this House, representing a 
very large constituency. and having my 
sympathies entirely with those who are 
endeavoUJing to promote temperance 
amongst the people. and after much 
consideration on this subject. I have 
never yet seen my way at all to give a 
yote which would tend to pass a mea
sure such as that now proposed to the 
House. 

But then if there be persons who think 
that the sale of these articles is in itself 
absolutely evil and immoral-and I did 
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not understand my hon. Friend to h01d 
that opinion, or to have stated it to the 
House-but if there be persons of that 
opinion, they, of course, will not be 
influenced by any arguments of mine. 
I do not hold that opinion - and I 
think the friends of temperance through
out this country make a great mistake 
when they argue their cause on that 
ground. There is abundant ground on 
which to argue this question on which 
no man can assail or controvert them, 
and it is unfortunate for a great and 
good cause that any of its enthusiastic 
but illogical advocates should select 
arguments which cannot fairly be sus
tained. 

Now, the question comes, if this Bill 
were disposed of,-is there nothing 
which the House could do to meet the 
growing opinion in mDllY parts of the 
country that public-houses and beer
shops are often established with per
nicious influence upon the district, and 
in far greater numbers than the fair 
wants of the people demand'? I bring 
no charge against the magistrates. So 
far as I have seen, with some few ex
ceptions of which we have heard, they 
perform their duty, and a disagreeable 
duty it is, as well as any body of men 
to whom you could intrust it. With 
regard to the householders, they are 
'very likely to give recommendations 
,with more regard to the persons them
,selves than to the wants of the public. 
Judging from the evidence brought be
fore the committees of this House, it 
must be admitted that public opinion 
does not entirely agree with the mode 
which is at present in existence for the 
granting of licences, whether they be 
for public-houses or beer-houses; and 
looking at the course which the Govern
ment has taken-I do not mean this 
,Government in particular, but the course 
Parliament has taken in past times-I 
do not see any reason why the public 
'opinion of every city, town, and district 
should ,not have something to say with 
regard to this matter. 

Some time ago, when I was down at 
Birmingham" a large number of persons 

connected wi th this question had an 
interview with me and my hon. Col
league. We had a long discussion on 
the question, and I explained to them 
what I now wish to explain to the 
House-that although objecting to the 
Hill on the grounds which I have stated, 
yet it does appear to me that the House 
might proceed a step further "than it has 
already done, and intrust to the ordinary 
local governing bodies of the cities, 
towns, and boroughs throughout the 
kingdom the decision of this question, 
with regard to the opening of public
houses and beer-shops, and the granting 
of licences within the limits of their 
jurisdiction. You cannot put this power 
into the hands of the Secretary of State 
or the Lord Chancellor, as you do the I 

appointment of magistrates; and you I 

cannot remove it from twenty magis
trates and put it into the hands of some I 

half-dozen men in the same neighbour
hood. You can make no change from 
where you are,.unless you intrust to the 
municipal council, or some committee 
of the municipal council, in the various 
boroughs, the power of determining the 
number of licences for the sale of wine 
and spirits or beer. 

H you were to intrust it to the Coun
cil. instead of to the full vote of the 
rate-payers. as proposed by the Bill, I 
think you would avoid everything like 
a sudden and violent interference with 
property, and you would also avoid the 
capricious action which might take 
place if"two-thirds of the rate-payers 
were to judge this question. and you 
would give to the whole body of the 
rate-payers through their representa- , 
tives in their municipal councils, the 
determination of a question which every 
day is becoming more important with i 
the great masses of the people of this 
country. I know no proposal which i 
could be made from the point where we 
now stand to the point of the Bill of 
my hon. Friend except the one which I 
have suggested. Generally, the muni
cipal councils in this country perform 
their duties with admirable success, and 
there is no Bill passed in this century 
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which has been more successful than 
the one which the House passed to 
reform the corporations. H they had 
this further power, I think it would add 
to their influence and dignity; and, in 
all probability, the opinions of the 
people would be fairly carried out in 
reference to this question. But there 
is another question. Hon. Gentlemen 
opposite may say that this could not 1>& 
~one in the rural districts, where there 
are no corporations, and therefore my 
suggestion could not apply. But I 

l 
think if it were attempted in the towns, 
and it was found more advantageous 
and successful than the present system, 

I something could be found before long 
to extend the new system to the agri-
cultural districts as well: but if that 
should be found impracticable, it is no 
reason for debarring the towns from 
the benefit. 

I should not have brought such a 
question as this before the House, and 
I am not so sanguine of 'the result of 
these changes as what I may call the 
Temperance party in this House. I 
have not that faith in any act of the 

Legislature on this subject which my 
hon. Friend has. I believe in the effects 
of the instruction of the people, and of 
the improvement which is gradually 
taking place amongst them. I think 
that drunkenness is not on the increase, 
but rather is declining; l!Dd I hope, 
whether the law be altered or not, we 
shall find our working-cIasses becoming 
more and more sober than in past 
times. But as I, have on many occa
sions been before the public favouring 
the efforts of the advocates of temper
ance, I have, felt bound to state the 
reasons why I cannot give my vote in 
favour of this Bill, and to suggest what 
the House might do by way of giving 
to the people through their municipal 
councils control over thi~ question. By 
doing this you might promote temper
ance among the people, and at the same 
time avoid a great and manifest injus
tice to thousands of persons now en
gaged in this trade, whose property 
would be rendered uncertain if not alto
gether destroyed if the Bill of the hon. 
Gentleman should receive the sanction 
of the House." , ' 

-~-
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I AM exceedingly glad .that the dis· 
cussion has taken the tum which it has 
now assumed; for as the proposition 
before the House is that the Speaker 
should leave the Chair, this appears to 
me a very fitting time to discuss the 
principle of the Hill, and the propriety 
of taking any further steps with regard 
to it. I was much struck with an ob
servation of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Ripon in a former de
bate, that it is an. extremely dangerous 
thing for a Government to be legislating 
upon the idea that it is forced to do some
thing with regard to a particular ques
tion, without knowing either exactly 
what it has to do, or how it ought to 
do it. There is great practical wisdom 
in that observation. 

I will tum back to some of the pro
ceedings c<lnnected with this question. 
The noble Lord at the head of the Go
vernment commenced' the fray by his 
celebrated letter; and any stranger to 
the country who read that letter must 
have come to the conclusion that some 

great outrage had been committed. 
Within a week after the publication of 
that letter, the noble Lord, the chief 
officers of the Crown. and some of the 
principal Judges, including the Lord 
High Chancellor and the Lord Chief 
Justice of the Court of Queen's Bench, 
assembled round the festive board of 
the chief magistrate of the City of 
London; and there language was used 
which, to say the least, should not have 
been employed by sedate and learned 
men accustomed to administer justice, 
whether it was used in seriousness or 
in joke. 

I must here remark. however, that I 
am not at all astonished at anything 
which takes place in connection witb 
such a question at the Mansion House 
of the City of London, for, if I am not 
misinformed, the Mansion House was. 
built out of fines extorted from NOQ·t 
jurors, from Protestant Dissenters. and •. 
to a large extent, from the society o~. 
which I am a member. between th 
passing of the Act of Uniformity and 
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the passing of the Act of Toleration. 
There is another curiolls fact connected 

: with that building. One hundred and 
ten years ago, when a proposition was 
made to build it, the Earl of Burlington 
of that day presented to the Common 
Council an admirable design by an 
Italian architect; but the architect be
ing an Italian, and his name, • Palladio,' 
possibly suggesting Rome, his design, 
which was the best offered, was rejected 
by the Corporation, though he had been 
dead J 50 years. 

I have observed almost all that has 
appeared in the papers during the agi
tation of this question, and I have no 
hesitation in saying that as yet there 
has been no logical definition of the 
injury that has been inflicted on this 

fcountry, and no agreement as to any 
roremedy which Parliament could provide. 
I may say the same for the leading 

/n-,"ticles in the newspapers, from the 
,Times down to the humblest country 
:paper. Not one has proposed an in
telligible remedy for the grievance. 
Certain specifics, indeed, have been pro
jposed out of doors; but the noble Lord 
!has not been so imprudent as to accept 
!them. The celebrated Dr. Cunnning, 
iflmong the rest. proposed that Cardinal 

, /Wiseman should be packed off to Italy 
In a man-of-war, with Admiral Har
'.ourt as commander. The choice was 

~ ~erhaps happy, because Admiral Har
: .ourt is the son of a man who,'while a 
, pishop in the dominant Church, received 
: 1»0 less than three quarters of a million 
, ~f money; and therefore it is no wonder 
; 'hat his son should be hostile to any 
; (ivai in so profitable a calling. 
, _ I will not allude particularly to the 
': ,peeches made by certain distinguished 
, i,ndividuals, to the buruings in effigy or 
I 0 the threats of serving Cardinal Wise
! ~an as a certain Austrian general has 
, leen served. I give the noble Lord 
: \"edit for being too wise to follow such 
I ounsel. But after the noble Lord 
, ~rote his celebrated letter, he has had 

llree months for quiet deliberation, 
I ,Jhether in Downing-street or Windsor; 
i nd at the end of that three months we 

have the noble Lord's speech, which is 
not about the Papal rescript, the real 
matter in hand, but about various mat
ters that have occurred on the other 
side of the ChanneL The noble Lord 
is now conscious of the difficulty, and 
cannot withdraw Ireland without over
throwing the whole speech upon which 
his legislation is fowlded. 

The noble Lord objects to the synod 
of Thurles. I do not wish to see such 
synods, or anything else which inter
feres with education; but if the two 
Churches are compared, we must be 
driven to the conclusion that the Pro
testant bishops and clergy are quite as 
meddlesome in politics as the Catholics, 
and more especially ·upon this very 
question of national education. I have, 
while in the south of Ireland, spoken to 
a gentleman who is a county magistrate 
and a chairman of a board of guardians, 
and that gentleman has said that the 
Established clergy have committed a 
great mistake in so universally rejecting 
the national schools, as they have by 
such conduct thrown them wholly into 
the hands of the priests. We should 
not then judge too harshly of the synod 
of Thurles for taking a different view 
of education from them, more especially 
as at that synod the vote; were equally 
divided, which is more than could be 
said of the Established clergy either in 
Ireland or in England. But the noble 
Lord will have no bishops but his own 
bishops, of whom he is by turns the 
tyrant and the vassal; while the bishops 
of Ireland, in whom the people have 
confidence, are not to have any opinion 
on this question of education, or, if they 
have, they are not to express it. But 
the noble Lord has not been able clearly 
to define the matter upon which he is 
going to legislate. He has had to cite 
a great number of Acts, to garnish with 
references to history and menaces froni 
other countries, and to make up what 
lawyers call a cumulative case, in order 
to establish even the slightest reason for 
legislation. 

The noble Lord admits that the law 
has not been broken:, he cannot cite 
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I AM exceedingly glad ,that the dis
cussion has taken the tum which it has 
now assumed; for as the proposition 
before the House is that the Speaker 
should leave the Chair, this appears to 
me a very fitting time to discuss the 
principle of the Hill, and the propriety 
of taking any further steps with regard 
to it. I was much struck with an ob
servation of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Ripon in a fOimer de
bate, that it is an extremely dangerous 
thing for a Government to be legislating 
upon the idea that it is forced to do some
thing with regard to a particular ques
tion, without knowing either exactly 
what it has to do, or how it ought to 
do it. There is great practical wisdom 
in that observation. 

I will tum back to some of the pro
ceedings connected with this question. 
The nohle Lord at the head of the Go
vernment commenced'the fray by his 
celebrated letter; and any stranger to 
the country who read that letter must 
have come to the conclusion that some 

great outrage had been committed. 
Within a week after the publication of 
that letter, the noble Lord, the chief 
officers of the Crown, and some of the 
principal Judges, including the Lord 
High Chancellor and the Lord Chie 
Justice of the Court of Queen's Bench, 
assembled round the festive board of 
the chief magistrate of the City 0 

London; and there language was used 
which, to say the least, should not have 
been employed by sedate and learned 
men accustomed to administer justice, 
whether it was used in seriousness or 
in joke. 

I must here remark, however, that I 
am not at all astonished at anything 
which takes place in connection with 
such a question at the Mansion House 
of the City of London, for, if I am not 
misinformed, the Mansion House was 
built out of fines extorted from Nol).' 
jurors, from Protestant Dissenters, and 
to a large extent, from the society 0: 

which I am a member. between th, 
passing of the Act of Uniformity ane 



f' 

MAY n, 1851. ECCLESIASTICAL TITLES BILL. 

the passing of the Act of Toleration. 
There is another curious fact connected 
with that building. One hundred and 
ten years ago, when a proposition was 
made to build it, the Earl of Burlington 
of that day presented to the Common 
Council an admirable design by an 
Italian architect; but the architect be
ing an Italian, and his name, 'Palladio,' 
possibly suggesting Rome, his design, 
which was the best offered, was rejected 
by the Corporation, though he had been 
dead 150 years. 

I have observed almost all that has 
appeared in the papers during the agi
tation of this question, and I have no 
hesitation in saying that as yet there 
has been no logical definition of the 
injury that has been inflicted on this 
country, and no agreement as to any 
remedy which Parliament could provide. 
I may say the same for the leading 
articles in the new spa pers, from the 
Times down to the humblest country 
paper. Not one has proposed an in
telligible remedy for the grievance. 
Certain specifics, indeed, have been pro
posed out of doors; but the noble Lord 
has not been so imprudent as to accept 
them. The celebrated Dl·. Cumming, 

, among the rest. proposed that Cardinal 
Wiseman should be packed off to Italy 
in a man-of-war, with Admiral ,Har
court as commander. The choice was 
perhaps happy, because Admiral Har
court is the son of a man who;while a 
bishop in the dominant Church, received 
no less than three quarters of a million 
of money; and therefore it is no wonder 
that his son should be hostile to any 
rival in so profitable a calling. 

I will not allude particularly to the 
speeches made by certain distinguished 
individuals, to the burnings in effigy or 
to the threats of serving Cardinal Wise
man as a certain Austrian general has 
been served. I give the noble Lord 
credit for being too wise to follow such 
counsel. But after the noble Lord 
WI'ote his celebrated letter, he has had 
three months for quiet deliberation, 
whether in Downing-street or Windsor; 
and at the end of that three months we 

have the noble Lord's speech, which is 
not about the Papal rescript, the real 
matter in hand, but about various mat
ters that have occurred on the other 
side of the Channel. The noble Lord 
is now conscious of the difficulty, and 
cannot withdraw Ireland without over
throwing the whole speech upon which 
his legislation is founded. 

The noble Lord objects to the synod 
of Thurles. I do not wish to see such 
synods, or anything else which inter
feres with education; but if the two 
Churches are compared, we must be 
driven to the conclusion that the Pro
testant bishops and clergy are quite as 
meddlesome in politics as the Catholics, 
and more especially -upon this very 
question of national education. I have, 
while in the south of Ireland, spoken to 
a gentleman who is a county magistrate 
and a chairman of a board of guardians, 
and that gentleman has said that the 
Established clergy have committed a 
great mistake in so universally rejecting 
the national schools, as they have by 
such conduct thrown them wholly into 
the hands of the priests. We shoulcj. 
not then judge too harshly of the synod 
of Thurles for taking a different view 
of education from them, more especially 
as at that synod the vote; were equally 
divided, which is more than could be 
said of the Established clergy either in 
Ireland or in England. But the noble 
Lord will have no bishops but his own 
bishops, of whom he is by turns the 
tyrant and the vassal; while the bishops 
of Ireland, in whom the people have 
confidence, are not to have any opinion 
on this question of education, or, if they 
have, they are not to express it. But 
the noble Lord has not been able clearly 
to define the matter upon which he is 
going to legislate. He has had to cite 
a great number of Acts, to garnish with 
references to history and menaces froni 
other countries, and to make up what 
lawyers call a cumulative case, in order 
to establish even the slightest reason for 
legislation. 

The noble Lord admits that the law 
has not been broken; he cannot cite 
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any instance in which the Catholic 
bishops of Ireland have broken the law. 
I thought that the noble Lord was 
going to admit that as the law has not 
been broken, no offence has been com
mitted, instead of which he is about to 
ask for a stringent law to put down an 
offence which has never been committed. 
There is one point on which the law 
has been broken, and that is in the im
portation of the Bull; but with that 
offence the noble Lord will not inter
fere. The language of the Pope is 
complained of as offensive; but have 
priests in power ever used any other? 
The language is offensive-such lan
guage as might have been used by 
Hildebrand, and' very like what is used 
in our own legal documents. I recollect 
It charge of libel being brought against 
an unfortunate newspaper editor, in 
which he was charged with every ima
ginable offence; but that was the mere 
formal wording of the legal document. 
So it is with the language of the Pope. 
Offensive, aggressive it is-such as I 
despise and loathe; it is rather a form 
than a substance-but it is not a justifi
cation for the present attempt at legis
lation. But the noble Lord says that 
there is an attack by a foreign Power 
on the supremacy of the Crown. The 
hon. Member for Oldham has truly ob
served that the Pope's being a temporal 
power is merely an accident. The 
Pope is a priest, and it happens llnfortu
nately that he is also a temporal prince; 
but if he were at Avignon, or Naples, 
or Brazil, or even in the town of Gal
way, still he would be Pope and priest, 
and would have precisely the same 
power over· the Catholic world as he 
has at present. 

The supremacy of the Queen is, in 
the sense used by the noble Lord, no 
better than a fiction. There might 
have been such a supremacy down to 
the times of James II, but now there 
is no supremacy but that of the three 
estates of the realm, and the supre
macy of the law. The Queen is the 
chief of the Established Church; but 
that Church has not been assailed either 

in its wealth or power. The Queen has 
not the power of making Roman Ca
tholic bishops, and therefore the making 
of them by the only Power on earth 
that has authority to make them, is no 
invasion of the prerogative of the Crown. 
The noble Lord says that the Pope has 
ignored the Established Church of this 
country, and has abolished the see of 
Canterbury. But the Pope has always 
done so; he looks upon the Church of 
England as an usurping Church, pretty 
much as the Church of England looks 
upon congregatiolls of Dissen ters. Does 
not that Church, when appealing to the 
House on the plea of religious destitution, 
reckon up the population in a district, 
and the number of Church sittings, 
without taking into account the number 
of dissenting teachers, or of dissenting 
places of worship? It is thus that 
one Church always treats another; and 
it is one of the unfortunate proofs that,. 
so much as we have of Churches and of 
religions, the true spirit of Christianity 
has made very little way amongst the 
Churches of the world. I am not one 
of those who think there is any strength 
in the argument which is used so often, 
that bishops in ordinary are not neces
sary for the effectual working of the 
Roman Catholic Church. I am no 
niend to the bishops of any Church. 
But my individual opinion has nothing 
whatever to do with legislation on this 
question. I am not so presumptuous as 
to say to another Church that bishops 
are not necessary for that Church; and 
if bishops are necessary for the Anglican 
Church, who can say they are not neces
sary for the Church of Rome? We 
have heard much of the changing of 
vicars-apostolic to bishops in ordinary, 
and I wish on this subject to read an 
extract from a letter which 1 have re
ceived from a constituent who is a 
learned ecclesiastic of the Romish 
Church. I believe that in that letter 
it is conclusively urged that the change 
from vicars-apostolic to bishops in ordi
nary went far to free the bishops from 
the arbitrary supremacy of the Pope, 
and to place them under the control of 
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a regularly· organised code of laws. l\I y 
correspondent says that the principal 
argument against the bishoprics was 
founded on the assumption that the 
bishops would be more under the con
trol of the Pope than the vicars-apo
stolic. That is wholly erroneous. The 
bishop exercises his authority in virtue 
of his office, while the vicar-apostolic 
acts as the mere delegate of the Pope, 
who is the immediate bishop of the 
district. In both cases the territory is 
marked out. In one case it is called a 
diocese, and in the other a district, and 
in both cases the Pope confers the 
jurisdiction. In both cases the juris
diction extends to all who belong to 
the Church. which includes, in the esti
mation of the Church. all baptized per
sons; but it is not to be exercised 
except over those who choose to submit 
to it. In the case of the bishops. they 
are governed by laws regularly enacted; 
while the vicars-apostolic are controlled 
solely by the will of the Pope. who 
exercises as much power as he thinks 
proper. The difference is this. a vicar
apostolic is alone responsible to the 
Pope and to his will, whatever it might 
determine; but when a bishop in ordi
nary is appointed. he is relieved from 
the caprice - if I may say so - of the 
Pope, and is subject alone to those por
tions of the canon law that can be 
exercised in any country in accordance 
with the permission of the civil law of 
that country. It is asserted that the 
Roman Catholics of this country have 
suffered no grievance in being driven 
back again to the rule of vicars-apo
stolic. I beg to ask the people of this 
country, whether they would prefer to 
live under the ordinary constitution of 
the country, administered by its recog

. nised tribunals. or under some special 
commission, with some exceptional state 
of the law. where liberty may be less 
secure than under the ordinary and re
cognised law of the State? I do not 
intend quoting further from the docu
ment I hold in my hand; but I think it 
only fairness to the gentleman who sent 
it that I should make use of it to this 

extent. I maintain that the course that 
has been taken in making these bishops 
in ordinary of vicars-apostolic is calcu
lated to relieve the Roman Catholics in 
England from much of that ultramon
tane influence of which the House has 
heard so much: for if the bishops are 
natives here. and appointed with the 
consent of those over whom they will 
subsequently exercise control, it is rea
sonable to suppose that tlle Roman 
Catholic Church will become more 
national in character. than when ruled 
over by the Pope and the statutes of 
his council. 

The noble Lord has designated the 
proceeding as an insult to the Crown, 
and an attack on the indepeudence of 
the nation. I wish he could get rid of the 
silly and groundless fears he entertains 
.on these points. To talk of this nation, 
its Crown and independen.ce, being 
menaced by a pelt y sovereigu or prince 
at Rome, is really too ludicrous. If 
England had not concurred in the in
vasion of Rome by the French. that 
temporal prince, the Pope, would pro
bably be now no prince, there would be 
a republic established at Rome, and, 
perhaps, the' religious separated from 
the political power for ever. But the 
country is misled by these phrases, 
which are so misused by the noble Lord 
the First Minister of the. Crown. • A 
foreign power has endangered the supre
macy of the Crown. and attacked the 
independence of the country.' The 
whole matter is one of idea, of senti
ment, of such fine material that it is 
impossible for an Act of Parliament to 
grapple with the case before us. I admit 
the insult and offensiveness of the lan
guage-it is repulsive to our feelings 
that such language should be employed . 
But, admitting all that. I am at a loss 
to discover how legislation can affect 
the question beneficially at all. The 
noble Lord (Lord John Russell) has 
told us that this Bill will meet the emer
gency, and no more. I think the noble 
Lord is wise and prudent in not making 
it more stringent than it is. Of course 
the noble Lord consulted the law officers 
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of the Crown. It is well known that 
he consulted the bishops; and I doubt 
not he consulted the noble Earl who 
fills the office of Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland. 

The noble LOM informs the House 
that the Bill will meet the emergency, 
and that he has proposed nothing that 
is not required for the precise evil com
plained of; and yet, within a few days 
after its first appearance, three-fourths 
of the Bill are given up. After three 
months of discussion and consultation 
with all these able and learned and 
pious men, with whom the noble Lord 
has been conferring, he admits that he 
knows nothing of the nature of his own 
Bill ; and upon the occasion of the 
second reading. conseque~tly withdraws 
three-fourths of it. I then argned that 
the noble Lord did not know where he. 
was hit. o~ the remedy for the wound of 
which he complained; and the fact of 
the withdrawal of three-fourths of the 
measure supports my argnment. The 
noble Lord has retained the clause for
bidding the assumption of titles. Well, 
assuming titles will be illegal by the 
Bill. what is the result? At present the 
assumption is not legal, imd titles as
sumed by Roman Catholic ecclesiastics 
are looked upon as mere matters of 
courtesy, which give no status. or rank, 

, or precedence over any other subject of 
the realm. But in any case the Roman 
Catholics only will submit to the autho
rities of these dignitaries-no matter 
whether bishops, cardinals, or arch
bishops. 

But is there no effect produced by the 
Bill? Already the noble LOrd has 
thrown over the Protestant feeling of 
the country. the sentiments of the Cum
mings. the M'Neiles, and the Stowells. 
It is not a question of Protestantism at 
present; it is a question of politics. I 
beg to ltsk the noble Lord, then, as a 
question of politics. who is injured by 
the Bill? The noble Lord does not 
touch the Pope. I believe the Pope 
acted very foolishly. and that Cardinal 
Wiseman also acted foolishly; but both 
will go unscathed. The true sufferers 

----------------------
will be the wearer of the Crown, and 
the millions of subjects professing the 
Roman Catholic religion. Look at the 
speeches, the writings. and the denun
ciations of the last six months. Is it 
possible that all these could have oc
curred in the United Kingdom without 
producing a permanent evil as regards 
the harmony and the well-being and 
strength of the nation? Then take Ire
land alone. There has been a great 
gnlf .heretofore existing between Eng
land and Ireland, a gnlf created by past 
legislation. The noble Lord has helped 
to widen and deepen that gnlf, and 
there is now a more marked separation 
between the countries than has existed 
at any period in the last twenty years. 
We nave by our legislation taught 
8,000,000 of our fellow-subjects that 
their priests are hated by the British 
Legislature, and that they themselves 
are treated with disrespect, and their 
loyalty denied by this House and the 
leading Minister of the country. That 
is an evil of great magnitude. and one 
which we are bound to take into con
sideration. 

We were informed not long since that 
at the Thurles synod. half the prelates 
assembled were in favour of the col. 
leges, and the other half against them. I 
doubt not. if a second synod were to 
take place. there will be an unanimous 
feeling against them. The noble Lord 
heretofore had a party amongst the 
ecclesiastics of the Church of Rome: 
but he has destroyed that party by his 
policy. and rendered them unanimous 
against the Protestant Government of 
that country. I ask any Gentleman here, 
not a Roman Catholic, what would be 
the effect of the recent proceedings on 
him if he were a member of that 
Church? Does the House suppose 
there is a Roman Catholic family in 
the empire. when assembled round the 
hearth. that does not entertain a greater 
reverence for the Pope now. than be
fore these mischievous proceedings com
menced? And do~s it not stand to 
reason that the missionary agencies of 
that Church. scattered over the kingdom 
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for the conversion of Protestants, will 
take fresh hope from the paroxysm of 
terror and alarm into which the Pro
testants of England have thrown them
selves? The apostles overthrew the 
Pagan worship of Rome; Luther. single
handed, wrested whole empires from the 
Pope; whilst here is a Church, endowed 
with millions, and having 15,000 learned 
clergymen for its guidance and control, 
thrown into a paroxysm of terror, and 
all that by a Church which, in these 
realms, has not the thousandth part ef 
the advantages possessed by its oppo· 
nents .. 

I wish the neble Lord had teld the 
House where the gain lies. Is it in the 
Preamble ef the Bill, which refers to. the 
inviolal>le character ef the Established 
Church in Ireland? Every ene is aware 
tbat the Established Church in Ireland 
is net worth one geed man raising his 
voice in its support; and the noble Lord 
well knows that it enly waits the lifting 
ef his ewn finger to. ensure such a ma
jority in that House as would suppress 
by Act ef Parliament that Church for 
ever, notwithstanding its inviolable cha
racter. Is it as a matter of gratifica
tion to the ministers ef the Established 
Church that the noble Lord introduced 
the measure-a matter 'of strife and ri
valry between the Bishop ef St. James's
square and the Archbishop ef Golden
square? Is one to be suppressed for 
the satisfaction of the other? In such 
a case, there will be no great gain to 
the people, to political freedom, er to 
the Christianity of this country in sup
pressing one ecclesiastic, and conferring 
domination and power on the other. 

In my opinion the noble Lord has 
made a great mistake. In the first 
place, he wrote a letter to the Bishop ef 
Durham, and then consulted with the 
Bishop of London. A more unsafe man 
than the Bishop ef London he could not 
have selected. Look at his character. 
He is an amphibious creature, reported 
by one to. be a Puseyite, whilst anether 
says he is on the high road to Rome. 
I am sorry to hear the amount ef abuse 
that is Invished upon him; and yet the 

noble Lord • rejoiced that he had the 
consent ef that prelate.' That eccle
siastic, with twenty thousand excellent 
consolations, shed tears in presence of 
a deputatien that waited on him. But 
doubtless they resembled the tears shed 
by the Syrian monk, who. declared, ac
cording to the historian, that • tears were 
as natural to him as perspiration: How
ever, it would appear that the said monk 
was less wise than the Bishop of Lon
don in one respect, for another historian 
relates ef him that he feigned insanity 
that he might escape being made a 
bishop. 

It is evident that the noble Lord at 
the head of Her Majesty's Government 
is in a quagmire, and he knows it well. 
It would be far better for the interests 
ef the Crown, of the Kingdom, of this 
House, and of Christianity, if the Bill 
were .withdrawn, instead ef being pro
ceeded with. There is no ene in favour 
of the Bill except the neble Lord him
self, fer net one ef his colleagues has 
really made a good fight for it. The 
Government supporters disagree; and 
even the law officers ef the Crown give 
different accounts of the measure. The 
hon. Member for Midhurst made an 
excellent speech, net in favour of the. 
Bill, but against Papal aggression; and 
concluded his speech with a request, 
tllat he should be permitted to. substi
tute a new preamble and new clauses, 
which he was perfectly ready and williug 
to do. I' doubt not when we go into 
Committee the hon. Gentleman will sub
mit those clauses. But the Bill of the 
noble Lord is repudiated by all classes; 
and the press also repudiates it. It is 
well understood that the noble Lord is 
practising a cheat, a delusion on the 
people of England. The people have 
been clamouring for a resistance to the 
aggression ef the Pope, but not for 
such resistance as this measure affords. 
They expect something that will be felt; 
but not the pretence of a measure, which, 
whilst it in~-ults Roman Catholics, offers 
no. defence to Protestants. 

There is another remarkable point in 
this matter. I do not find any ef fhe 
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holy men of this House in favour of the 
Bill-men who are really attached to 
the Church of England. The hon. 
Members for Oxford University, for 
Kent, for Midhurst, not overlooking 
the Solicitor-Geneml,-not one of them 
is to be found struggling in favour of 
the Bill. It has been said' Multre terri
colis Iingure, crelestibus una.' But it 
does not appear that the celestials in 
this House are more agreed about the 
matter than any of those who feel little 
regard for Protestantism or Catholicism. 
If the noble Lord cannot show a united 
Cabinet or party-if out of doors no-. 
body is in favour of the Bill, and the 
press is almost unanimously against it 
-it is a fair ground for asking the House 
to proceed no further with the measure. 
If legislation be necessary at all. let it 
be substantial and to the purpose; if we 
are to obey the clamour out of doors, 
let us satisfy it by some substantial 
measure of legislation. It is said that 
there is a cry out of doors for a disso
lution of Parliament, and I rather think 
some hon. Members are afraid of that. 
The hon. Member for Salford (Mr. 
Brotherton) has said that I and my 
Colleague do not speak the senti
ments of our constituents: but, at least, 
we speak our sincere conviction. A 
reverend gentleman (the. Rev. Hugh 
Stowell), one of the conslltuents of the 
hon. Member for Salford, whose Pro
testantism seems to be vituperation, and 
whose Christian charity clamour, has 
thanked God that he is represented by 
the hon. Member for Salford. I am 
sure my hon. Friend must feel it humili
ating to be patronised in such a manner. 

But I will admit that many Members 
act in a manner opposed to the senti
ments of a large number of their con
stituents. What of !hat ? If there be 
any truth in the representative system, 
the 656 ·men returned to this House 
may be considered as of the foremost 
men of the country. It is not their duty 
to be .the victims, subjects, and tools of 
a cry, but manfully and boldly to with
stnnd it, if they believe it to be a hollow 
one. Of course, this language will not 

apply to hon. Members who conscien
tiously differ from me on this question; 
but they must be very blind who do not 
know that the force of this cry, for which 
the noble Lord is largely responsible. 
is one not a few Members are disposed 
to yield to. We ought to resist the cry, 
to stem the torrent; and it will be in
finitely more honourable to go home to 
our avocations, if we have any, and 
abandon public life for ever, in defence 
of principles we have always held to be 
true, rather than be instruments of a cry 
to create discord between the Irish and 
English nations, and to perpetuate ani
mosities which the last twenty-five 
years have done much to lessen. We" 
are here to legislate calmly and de
liberately, without reference to the pas
sions and contending factions that may 
rage out of doors; we are in a position 
to see that the course in which the 
noble Lord has been so recklessly drag
ging us is fruitful in discord, hatred, 
religious animosities-that it has sepa
rated Ireland from this country, has 
withdrawn her national sympathies from 
us, and has done an amount of mischief 
which the legislation of the next ten 
years cannot entirely, if at all, abate. 

No one would have touched this Bill 
-certainly not the noble Lord-could 
he have foreseen all the difficulties that 
have arisen out of it. First of all, the 
Government has been broken up, though 
probably the noble Lord is patriotic 
enough to believe that that is not a 
national calamity. But the business 
of Parliament has been stopped for half 
a session; and we are not at the end of ' 
it yet; the Speaker has not left the 
chair; we are only on the brink, and 
about to plunge in. An hon. Gentle
man has a proposition, to be supported 
by a large number, for a measure infi
nitely more stringent. The noble Lord 
will not carry his own measure but by 
the support of those who want one 
"much more stringent. But they who 
want persecution will rather take a little 
than be entirely baflled. The noble 
Lord will not withdraw the Bill. because 
it will be humiliating to do so. But is 
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it not very humiliating to go on with it; 
to be legislating for no practica1 good 
result; to pass a measure which the 
noble Lord knows will not satisfy those 
to appease whose clamour it is pro
posed, and which must produce the 
worst effects between England and Ire· 
land? In 1829 a measure was passed
long delayed-which professed "to give 
Roman Catholics all the liberty we our· 
selves enjoy. I will stand upon that 
Act. It is far better to have faith in 
the population of this country, to bind 
them to the Legislature and the Crown 
by a generous and confiding treatment, 
than to proceed" in such a course as the 
House is now invited to enter on. 

The noble Lord, I repeat, thinks 
there is great danger in this aggression 
of the Pope. How is there any danger? 
The Pope can have no authority, except 
over the Catholics. It is said there are 
8,000,000 in England and Ireland; and 
should the number In England and Ire
land increase to 20,000,000, there will 
be great danger of the Roman Catholic" 
religion becoming the established reli. 
gion of the country- should an Esta· 
blished Church exist so long. There· 
fore, the argument of danger supposes 
the conversion of the people; for it is 
only by this means that the country can, 
to any considerable degree, come under 
the rule of the Pope. The noble Lord 
has drawn up an indictment against 
8,000,000 of his countrymen; he has 
in(:reased the power of the Pope over 
the Roman Catholics, for he has drawn 
closer the bonds between them and their 
Church and the head of their Church. 
The noble Lord has quoted Queen Eliza· 
beth and the great men of the Cpmmon-

wealth, as though it were necessary now 
to adopt the principles which prevailed 
almost universally two hundred years 
ago. Does the noble Lord forget thal 
we are the true ancients, that we stand 
on the shoulders of our forefathers, and 
can see farther? We have seen the 
working of these principles, and their 
result, and have concluded to abandon 
them. 

I have not touched on any matter 
purely religious; this House is not 
the place for religious questions. But 
reflecting on the deep mysteries of 
religion, on my own doubts and frail
ties, on the shortness of the present 
time, and on the awful and unknown 
future-I ask what am I that I should 
judge another in religious things, and 
condemn him to exclusion and perse. 
cution? I fear not for the country on 
questions like this. England, with a 
united populatien-theugh ~he neble 
Lerd has dene much to. disunite them
cares nething fer fereign petentates, 
be their combinatiens what they may. 
England, with her free press, her ad
vancing civilisatien, her daily and hourly 
progress in the arts, sciences, industry, 
and merals, will withstand any priestly 
attempts to subjugate the mind, and 
successfully resist any menaces. whether 
ceming frem Lambeth or from Rome. 
I am one ef a sect which has invariably 
held the principles I new advecate, 
which has in past years suffered greatly 
from these principles which the neble 
Lerd new wishes to. intreduce into. eur 
Legislature. I cannet de etherwise than 
raise my voice against such an attempt, 
and ask the npble Lerd to. preceed no 
further. 

--:.-.... ~ . ..;,~-.-.. :--
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ALTHOUGH this question has been dis
cussed almost every session since I have 
had a seat in Parliament, I have never 
ventured to trouble the House with any 
observations upon it. and hoping. as I 
do most unfeignedly, that this may be 
the very last occasion on which it may 
be necessary to discuss it. I will ask the 
attention of the House for a very few 
moments while I state the opinions 
which I entertain upon it. I was once 
asked by an hon. Member on that (the 
Opposition) side of the House why I 
had not spoken upon the Jew Bill, and 
I gave him a candid answer. I told 
him that I had never heard anything in 
the .shape of a fact or argnment from 
the opponents of this measure, which. 
like facts and argnments on a great 
many questions which come before us. 
could be fairly grappled with. and which 
a man could undertake to lay hold of 
in the hope of answering it. I told him 
further. that it appeared to me that the 
opponents oflhis measure were actuated, 
I believed very honestly. by what was 
rather a sentiment than anything else ; 
and the hon. Gentleman to whom I 
have alluded. not by any means one of 
the least distingnished amongst you, 
admitted that I was perfectly right. and 
that it was more a sentiment than any
thing else. A sentiment is. of course, 

difficult to argue against. This sen- II 

timent has gradually sunk down into a 
phrase, and we understand now that 
what is meant by that phrase is that we. I 
on this side, are abont to unchristianise I 
the House of Commons. 

Now I have endeavoured, in the 
course of these discussions, to trace 
whence this notion or feeling of un
christianising springs, and I think I 
can trace it backwards through the 
changes of the law, by which successive 
parties and sects, and sections of the 
people of this country. have, during the 
last 160 years, been admitted to full par
ticipation in the rights of citizenship. 
The very same feeling, though it was 
called something else, was in operation 
when you excluded the Roman Catholics 
from Parliament. The very same feel
ing under a somewhat different title was 
in operation when the Unitarians were 
subjected t() oppressive statutes; and it 
was the very same spirit, however much 
you may attempt to disguise it. under 
which, previous to the repeal of the 
Test and Corporation Acts, the Dis
senters of this country were excluded 
from municipal and other offices. It 
always seems to me to come from that 
appetite for supremacy which springs 
from the fact that we have had in 
this country a powerful and dominant 
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Church, connected chiefly with a power-' 
ful ruling class, and that step by step 
the people of this country, one section 
after another, have wrested from that 
Church, and from that class, the rights 
of citizenship which we have claimed, 
and which we now enjoy. 

Now what can be more marvellous 
than that any sane· man should propose 
that doctrinal differences in religion 
should be made the test of citizenship 
and political lights? Doctrinal differ
ences in religion, in all human proba
bility, will last for many generations to 
come, and may possibly last so long as 
man shall inhabit this globe; but if 
you permit these differences to be the 
tests of citizenship, what is it but to 
admit into your system this fatal con
clusion, that social and political differ
ences in all nations can never be era.
dicated, but must be eternal? The 
hon. Baronet the Member for the Uni
versity of Oxford (Sir R. H. Inglis) may 
be taken probably for as honest and 
consistent a representative of the oppo
nents of this Bill as can be found ion 
this House. I should like to ask whe
ther there is any difference between the 
hon. Baronet the Member for the Uni
versity of Oxford and Baron Rothschild 
in any matter which can affect citizen
ship or the duties of citizens, or in any
thing whatsoever of which the laws of 
this country can justly take cognizance 
as relating to the actions of the subjects 
of the Crown. I have watched the 
hon. Baronet for many years with great 
admiration-not with admiration for the 
principles which he holds, but with ad
miration for the manner in which he 
always maintains them. If all men who 
hold what I regard as sound principles 
in this House were to take the hon. 
Baronet for their model, sound prin
ciples would march on much faster 
than they do. 

Take, for instance. what may be called 
the morality of politics, and you will 
find that the hon. Baronet draws nearly 
all his opinions from the very same 
source that Baron Rothschild draws 
his. We have discussed in this House 

the question of capital punishment. I 
find the hon. Baronet, with his accus
tomed bland dignity, quoting against 
me with perfect confidence the ninth 
chapter of the book of Genesis; and I 
have a strong suspicion that he takes 
his notions of the priesthood from the 
times of the book of Exodus. I think 
I have a distinct recollection that when 
the question of marliage with a deceased 
wife's sister was under discussion, the 
hon. Baronet referred the House with 
perfect confidence to the book of Levi
ticus. The hon. Baronet too, I think, 
will not dispute that his law of tithes 
comes from the very same book. If it 
be a question of oaths, although it has 
been said by the highest authority, • Ye 
have heard that it hath been said in old 
times, Thou shalt not forswear thyself, 
but shall perform unto the Lord thy 
vows,' the • swear not at aU' is disre
garded, and the practice of the hon. 
Baronet-a practice approved by his 
Church, and approved, I presume, by a 
majority of this House-is precisely 
that which existed in the time of the 
Old Testament Scriptures. If the hon. 
Baronet does not defend the practice of 
war, yet I know writer~ who profess the 
same faith as the hon. Baronet who have 
defended the practice of war, because 
they say it was, if not inculcated, at 
least pelmitted, in. the Old Testament. 
I cannot see, if the hon. Baronet takes 
his public morality from these writings, 
and if Baron Rothschild takes his from 
the same source, and if the question of 
citizenship be not a malter of doctrinal 
religion, but of the due performance of 
our duties to each other and to the State 
-I cannot see why the hon. Baronet 
should, for thirty or forty years, have 
sat in this House, and Baron Rothschild, 
elected by the first constituency of the 
kingdom, be shut out. 

It would be as reasonable for a man 
to quarrel with his own shadow, as for 
the hon. Baronet to quarrel with Baron 
Rothschild ou these grounds. But what 
a ridiculous position the House is placed 
in I You have had not only Baron Roths
child, but another Member of his per-
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suasion at that bar, and, assuming he . more than one hundred at the highest. I 
was a Christian, you allowed him to I want to ask hon. Gentlemen opposite 
begin to take the oath upon the Old whether they think, after the House of 
Testament. You made no objection to Commons in two, if not three Parlia
him until he came to the words • on the ments, within very recent years, has 
true faith of a Christian.' If the oath decided fourteen times in favour of. the 
had been taken with the words • on the candidate elected by the City of Lon-
faith of a Christian.' as you interpret don, that it is constitutional, after these 
them, on the Old Testament, it could incessant and oft-repeated expressions of 
not possibly be a legal oath. If it was opinion on the part of the constituencies 
necessary for a man who took an oath of this country, that this qu~tion should I 

in a court of law to be a Christian, no longer remain unsettled ? 
Judge would allow an oath to be taken 1 am told there is an awful power in 
on the Old Testament; but would re- another place. I do not mean Lords 
quire it to be taken on the New Testa- Temporal so much as Lords Spiritual. 
ment, because the book must he the I have no great opinion of Bishops in 
symbol of the faith by which he affirmed. any case. Hut of all subjects, this is 
Well, you passed a Resolution that the about the very last on which I should 
seat for the City of London was full, like to take the opinion of the Bishops 
and you put yourselves out-of court with of the Church of England. High titles, 
·regard to the issuing of a new writ. If vast revenues, great power, conferred 
a man was an alien, and had been elected upon Christian ministers, are as without 
by a constituency, I presume that it warrant to my mind in Scripture as in 
would be competent for the House to reason. I dO.not expect that they should 
appoint a Committee to examine into be able to give an unbiassed, impartial 
the petition charging him with being an judgment on a question like this. I 
alien, and upon the Report of the Com- understand that the noble Lord at the 
mittee that he was such, he would be head of the Government-coming from 
excluded from the House, and a new the north may possibly account for it-
writ would iss,\e. But here you have is alarmed at the power of the Bishops. 
no means of appointing a Committee I would not suggest how it is to be over
for the purpose of interrogating Baron come; but probably there are means by 
Rothschild as to whether he is a Jew or which the Government can procure the 
a Christian. He took one oath, and passing of this Bill through the other 
part of another. This House declared House of Parliament. Now, that ap-
that the seat was full, and that a new pears to he a question of some impor-
writ for the City of London could not tance. Though hon. Gentlemen oppo
he issued; and then this House ex- site have insisted on discussing this 
cluded the Member who was elected question. night after night, every ses
from his seat. sion, for years past, let us have the 

These facts lead me to the consider- subject thoroughly probed, if this is to 
ation of a second question, of as great be the last night. 
importance as the original question The House of Commons has decided 
which we are now discussing. This in favour of this Bill. Does any hon. 
question has been discussed and decided Gentleman deny it? If the House of 
upon within a very recent period in Commons represents the country, the 
a great many divisions in this House, country is in favour of this Bill. There 
not less, I believe, than fourteen times. is another estate of this realm, the most 
Whether it was before or after dinner- dignified of all, represented in this House 
whatever the circumstances under which by the Gentlemen who sit on that (the 
we were assembled-there was always Ministerial) bench; that estate of the 
a very large majority in favour of this realm unites cordially with the House 
Bill, from twenty-six, at the lowest, to of Commons and with the people in 
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this Bill. Fourteen times has this mea
sure been carried by large majorities; 
repeatedly has it been sent to thl; other 
House, and each time has it been re
jected, and on some occasions rejected 
in a manner which seemed to indicate 
contempt. Now, I ask the noble Lord 
the Member for the City of London if 
there is any remedy in the Constitution 
for this state of things? The noble 
Lord had the opportunity of admitting 
the Jews by a Resolution of this House· 
-he had a preCedent of the most con
clusive kind in the case of Mr. Pease
and although the law officers were not 
clear upon the law on that occasion, 
still the House of Commons, having 
once established a precedent of that 
nature, any person wishing to sustain 
the power of this House, and of one 
great branch of the Legislature, would 
have done wisely to have maintained the 
precedent, and to have relied on it in 
this case. 

The noble Lord preferred what he 
thought a more constitutional course, 
and he asks this House to pass Bills 
for the purpose. Year after year this 
House has passed this measure, and I 
ask the ·noble Lord whether he thinks 
we are to go on year' after year bom
barding the Lords with this Jew Bill, 
with no other result than that it should 
be sent down again? If the British 
Constitution affords no remedy for this 
state of things, it is not worth all the 
boasting which the noble Lord and 
others have heaped upon it. There are 
two remedies for this evil. The one is 
the creation of new Peers. [' Hear I'] 
Do not for a moment imagine that I 
should recommend it. I think the 
remedy might be worse than the dis
ease; hut that is one of the remedies, 
as I understand it, which the Con
stitution offers to the Crown in cases 
of this nature, provided the case be 
of sufficient magnitude. We know 
that this remedy has been threatened 
in our day, and threatened with some 
success. 

There is another remedy. Some Gen
tlemen say, 'How can you expect the 

House of Lords to pass this Bill, when 
there is no ferment in the country?' I 
thought noblemen in that assembly 
were in an atmosphere so serene, that 
though disturbed occasionally by the 
contentions of prelates and the dispu
tations of rival lawyers, they might be , 
judged to be in that one place on the 
earth' where the wicked cease from 
troubling, and the weary are at rest.' 
But we are told there is no ferment in 
the country. .I have seen ferments in 
this coimtry, and many others have. I 
do not much admire them. I would 
rather see the Houses of Legislature, 
whether the one or the other, taking these 
questions up in a broad, philosophic, 
generous spit it, and discussing and set
tling them in that spirit, than that they 
should wait until there is a felment in 
the country approaching to confusion, 
and then surrender, upon terms that 
shall be humiliating to them, prejudices 
which, if given up in time, might have 
been forgotten in the gratitude and the 
applause of their countrymen. It is 
assumed, and properly and wisely, that 
you will get no ferment up about the 
Jew Bill. I have no objection to admit 
that the. Jews, not being great in num
bers, and not free from some disadvan
tage, consequent upon that prejudice so 
prevalent on the benches opposite, will 
give occasion to no ferment before which 
those benches will quail. [' Oh, oh I'] 
They will quail soon enough when 
there is a ferment. [' Oh, oh I'] If 
that is doubted, I refer you to the 
history of the last twenty-five years in 
proof of what I say. But I want no 
ferment. I want argument and sound 
principles of legislation to prevail within 
the Houses of Parliament, and not the 
fear of anything that may take place 
outside. 

But now comes the case of the noble 
Lord who leads the Government in this 
House. The noble Lord has worked 
at this Bill for many years; he has in
duced this House to abdicate the power 
which it possessed, by precedent, of 
admitting the Jews to this House by a 
Resolution of this House. He has re-
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commended the constitutional course-
a good course if it should succeed-but 
I think he is bound to take all the mea
sures which are open to his Government 
for the purpose of ensuring the success 

I of this Bill; and I claim it as one of 
those who have voted with him. I be
lieve. on every occasion. and done all 
that I could for the purpose of securing 
the success of this measure. Now. if 
the Government would make up 'their 
minds that unless this Bill passes during 
this session they would treat a defeat in 
the House of Lords precisely as they 
would treat an important defeat in this 
House; then no person could say here
after that the noble Lord and his Col
leagues did not make every effort they 
could be called on to make for the pur
pose of passing this Bill.' I cannot 'say 
whether there is any other remedy than 
the creation of Peers. and agitation out 
of doors; but let it be a resolution on 
the part of the Government that this 
Bill shall pass-that they will make it 
a matter on which their existence. as a 
Government, shall be staked-and if it 
should not be passed, upon those per
sons be the responsibility of forming a 
Government who shall prevent this mea-

sure of justice to the Jewish population 
of this country. 

I should have been glad if the noble 
Lord, with the great influence which he 
exercises in this Honse, had endeavoured 
to prevail on the House to abolish the 
whole system of oaths at the bar, and 
to have substituted some declaration 
which every honest man could take in an 
honest and conscientious spirit. These 
oaths are of no use-we know they are 
of no use; you make us affirm some
thing that does not exist-and every 
man who takes an oath at the table, 
which I am happy to say I have never 
done. knows he is performing a farce 
which is ludicrous. [. Oh, oh I'] The 
fact is, that you are called on to affirm 
that you will not do something which 
it is impossible for you to do. Let us, 
then, get rid of this question, which has 
been discussed and decided year after 
year; and, above all, let us see that the 
Commons House of England is open 
to the Commons of England. and that 
every man, be his creed what it may, if 
elected by a constituency of his country
men, may sit in this House, and vote on 
all matters which affect the legislation 
of this kingdom. 
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IN rising to offer a fc!w observations 
on this most interesting question, I am 
sensible that I have to defend men and 
principles which are not popular in this 
assembly. Nevertheless. being myself 
one of the Nonconformist body of this 
country. and being by birth, education, 
observation, and conviction, fully es
tablished in the opinions I hold, I am 
bound. though it may be in opposition 
to a Government sitting on the same 
side of the House as myself, to protest 
against the policy and principles now 
offered for the adoption of the House. 

I listened with pleased attention to 
the speech of the right hon. Member 
for Edinburgh; and I read with due 
respect that of the noble Lord at the 
head of the Government. I admit the 
ability of those speeches; but there is 
nothing in which that ability is more 
displayed than in the skill with which 
they have evaded the question really in 
dispute between the Dissenting bodies 
and the Government by which this 
scheme of education is proposed. It is 
not the question before the House, in 
the scheme proposed, or in the Amend
ment moved by the hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Finsbury, whether the 

State has any right or power to interfere 
with education in this country; it is not 
the question whether it is with secular 
education only that they have a right to 
interfere. The question is this :"':"'what 
Minutes of Council are before us, what 
is their object, their tendency, and the 
effect they will produce upon the posi
tion of the Established Church and 
the Dissenting bodies in the United 
Kingdom? . 

The right hon. Gentleman the Mem
ber for Edinburgh spent three-fourths 
of the time he was on his legs in prov
ing that the State has the power and 
the right, and that it is the duty of the 
State, to see to the education of its sub
jects. Judging from his speech, it was 
one of the simplest things imaginable; 
the proposition appeared to be so clear 
that he was astonished anyone should 
doubt it; and with the right hon. 
Gentleman's opinions I was astonished 
he should take so much pains to enforce 
it. But if it be so clear a proposition 
that Government has the plain right to 
educate its SUbjects, it is somewhat ex
traordinary that with all the eminent 
statesmen in this country for some 
generations past, there has never been 
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any bold and determined attempt to 
interfere with the education of the 
common people of England and Wales. 

The right hon. Gentleman appeared 
to me to prove too much. He tried to 
prove that it was the duty of the 
Government to educate the people; but 
if it be the duty of Government to 
educate them. it must be the duty of 
the Government to enforce education. 
I do not know where the line can be 
drawn. If it be its solemn duty to 
afford opportunity for education. and to 
see that all the people are educated. it 
appears to me we must come inevitably 
to the conclusion. that Government has 
the power. and that it is also its right 
and its duty. to enforce education on 
all the people subject to its rule. 

The noble Lord at the head of the 
Government objected to the Dissenters 
that they had supported the Committee 
of Privy Council in 1839. whilst they 
oppose it in 1847; that they were then 
in favour of this interference. and are 
now against it. I admit that many. or 
at least. that some of the Dissenters 
were in favour of it eight years ago. 
But we have had some experience from 
1839 to 1847. At that time the Dis
senters regarded the institution of the 
Committee of Privy Council as a step 
leading away from that power which 
the Church of England wished to usurp. 
of educating the whole people; and the 
Dissenters hoped we were on the road 
at last to overcome the pretensions 
which the Church of England had so 
long asserted. that she was called upon 
and bound to undertake the business of 
education. and that she ought to be en
trusted with the education of the people. 
But from 1839 to this year we have 
found no step taken by the Government 
which has flot had a tendency to ag
grandize the Established Church. In 
1839 the noble Lord proposed a scheme 
which. from the opposition of the Es
tablished Church and the Wesleyans. 
was withdrawn. In 1843. the right 
hon. Baronet the late Secretary for the 
Home Department (Sir James Graham) 
proposed a scheme of education in 

connection with the Factories BiIl-a 
~cheme which was thought by everybody 
to give undue power to the Established 
Church. and which. in consequence of 
the opposition of the Dissenters. was 
withdrawn. In 1847. the noble Lord 
comes forward with another scheme. 
It has the same defect; its object. ten
dency. and result will be to give increased 
and enormous power to the clergy of 
the Established Church. It is a scheme 
of which the Dissenters cannot avail 
themselves. in accordance with the 
principles by which they are Dissenters; 
and. therefore. they are bound now to 
step forward and protest against this 
as against the former schemes. And 1 
wonder not they have come to the con
clusion that it is dangerous to them 
as members of Dissenting bodies. and 
dangerous also to the civillibe\ty of the 
people. that the State should interfere 
with education. since the Government. 
it appears. is nllt able to interfere with
out giving increased power to the clergy 
of an already dominant Church. 

The right hon. Gentleman the Mem
ber for Edinburgh. and the noble Lord 
who has just sat down. have both failed 
to convey to the House any intimation 
that there is much doing in the cause of 
education by voluntary effort throughout 
the kingdom. If a man came to this 
House from any other country. and 
knew nothing of what was going on in 
England. he would have come to the 
conclusion that voluntary eftorts had 
not only not succeeded, but had never 
even been attempted-so little would 
appear to have been done from the 
statements they made to the House. If 
these efforts have succeeded, few Mem
bers will say that any interference by 
the Government is desirable. If there 
be one principle more certain than 
another. I suppose it is this. that what 
a people is able to do for itself, that 
the Government should not attempt to 
do for it. I'or nothing tends so much 
to strengthen a people-to make them 
great and good-as the constant exercise 
of all their faculties for fubliC objects. 
and the carrying on of al public works 
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and objects by voluntary contributions 
among themselves. 

I will just ask the attention of the 
House for a moment to what has been 
done during the last few yeap;. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Edinburgh said, we had been trying the 
voluntary principle ever since the Hep
tarchy: that the voluntary principle had 
been, in fact, for generations and ages 
on its trial: and the result was, that 
we had an enormous amount of intel
lectual destitution in the country. But 
it is not a fair statement to say, that we 
have been trying the voluntary system 
since the Heptarchy. We have not 
been trying the voluntary system to 
make railroads since the Heptarchy, 
but since the year 1830; and it would 
be as fair a statement to say that the 
voluntary system would never make 
railroads for this country, because it 
had not made railroads in fifteen or six
teen years, as to say that the voluntary 
system will not educate the people be
cause it has not provided full means of 
etlucation since 1790: many archbishops, 
bishops, and other distinguished mem
bers of the Established Church having 
opposed themselves to the effective 
education of the common people. 

The House is not very fond, and I 
admire its jutlgment in this respect, of 
hearing statistics on a question of this 
kind: but it is a matter of figures as to 
what has been done. Looking to the 
statistics given by the friends and oppo
nents of this measure, by Dr. Hook and 
Mr. Baines, and others who have made 
calculations on the subject, it appears 
that from the year 18I!! to this time the 
progress has been something extraordi
nary. In 1818 there were 674.000 day
scholars in England and Wales: in 
1833, there were 1,276.000: in 1847, 
there were '1,147,000. Thus, in 181::1, 
the proportion was I in 17 to the popu
lation: in 1833, it was I in I J: in 
11147, it ,,'as I in 8. The popUlation 
has increased only 49 per cent. since 
·that time, whilst the scholars in our 
day-schools have increased at least 210 

. per cenL: that is, leaving out of view 

the numbers who are Sunday scholars. 
I agree with the noble Lord who spoke 
last, that Sunday-school education is not 
all the children should have: but when 
'you are complaining of the want, the des
titution of education, it is fair that should 
pe taken into account. In 1818, the 
Sunday scholars numbered 477,000: in 
1833, they were more than 1,000,000; 
and from that time to this there has 
b~en a very rapid increase. 

Now, look at Scotland. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary at War, 
I think, is not in his place, or he could 
tell us something about the Church 
with which he is so honourably COll

nected, I mean the Free Church of 
Scotland. If within three or four years 
they have raised more than 1,000,0001. 
sterling, if they have built or offered 
to build schools in some' 600 or 700 
parishes, what will the right hon. Mem
ber for Edinburgh say to this? I have 
been in their churches and chapels: and 
if there be one thing more honourable 
to the Scotchmen of this generation 
than another, it is the magnanimous 
and wonderful efforts which the mem
bers of that communion have made 
to constitute themselves a Church free 
from the trammels and embarrassments 
attendant on a connection with the 
State. 

We will take Wales, and see what 
has been done there. In the Carnarvon 
a"d Dellbigb Herald ofthe 21st of March, 
1846, I find it stated, that 

• About ,even or eight years ~go, in the 
seventy-three parishes of Anglesea, in 
which there were churches, there was I\ot 
one Sunday-school connected with the 
Estab1ished Church, whilst there were in 
the county no fewer than J 56 Sunday
schools kept by the various denomiuations 
of Dissenters.' 

And the statement went on-

• There are new in the six counties of 
North Wales alone 1,022 places of public 
worship, in which Sunday-schools are 
regularly kept by Dissenters, and well 
attended, viz.-
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Calvinistic Methodists 479 schools. 
Independents. •• 260 " 
Baptisti 81 
Wesleyans. • •. 202 .. 

which were attended by upwards of 
140,000 children altogether.' 

With respect to Wales, there is this re
markable fact, that the education of the 
commOn people-of the labouring classes 
-has been altogether the work of the 
Dissenting communities in that part of 
the kingdom. There is not a Member 
of this House from Wales, on whatever 
side of the House he sits, who will 
deny that something like nine out of ten 
of the labouring classes in Wales who 
have received education within the last 
fifty years~ have received that education 
at the hands of the Dissenting bodies. 
There is, I believe, a Commission of 
educational inquiry now at work in 
Wales. We have not their report yet; 
but I venture to foretell that when that 
report is printed it will establish the 
fact I have stated-that of late years. 
where the Church has educated one 
child in this part of the country, the 
Dissenting Churches have educated from 
eight to ten. 

The noble Lord at the head of the Go
vernment appears to differ from his right 
han. Colleagne the Member for Edin
burgh. From what he states. I under
stand he is of opinion that the voluntary 
principle has done a good deal-namely, 
it has provided schools sufficient for the 
wants of the population. The noble 
Lord said, speaking of his coming back 
to office-

• When, however, we came, being newly. 
appointed members of the Committee, to 
consider the state of education, it ap
peared to us, that a "ery great number of 
schools had fleen built, and that there was 
no longer such a demand as there had 
been for money to build schoOls; and that 
as various deficienCies in the management 
and conduct of the schools had been ob
served, it would be advisable to make 
Minutes. proposing a different distribution 
of the slim which might be voted by 
Parliament, and laying down in those 

Minutes what the application of that sum 
should be.' 

So that we have the authority of the 
noble Lord for this fact. that the system 
hitherto "Pursued, the voluntary system, , 
has provided schools in about sufficient 
abundance; and it is because the Go
vernment actually did not find that they 
had the means of distributing their 
grants for the building of schools. that 
they now come before the House and 
ask for powers to be allowed to spend 
the grants in improving the quality of 
the education. Is it likely, I ask. that 
the system which has built their schools 
for many of the population of this coun
try. will be very long in improving the 
quality of the education given in them? 
is it likely that we shan have to wait 
long before it will be no more neces
sary to pay and pension the school
masters out of the public funds, than it I 

is now to build schools for the accom
modation of the children taught? 

The noble Lord says-

• I do not nnderstand. then. why any
Dissenter should refuse to partake of this 
grant on the ground that part of this 
money is given to Church of England 
schools. these Church schools being sup
ported by the subscriptions of individuals 
who are members of that Church: 

I think it was not very ingenuous of the 
noble Lord to make such a statement as 
this in his speech. He must know it is 
not because the Church of England re
ceives money from this grant that N on
conformists object to the grant; but it 
is because Nonconformists themselves, 
in accordance with the principles by 
which they are so, cannot receive public 
money for the teaching of religion in 
their schools; and. therefore. they ob
ject to the State giving money as an 
advantage to the Church schools-an 
advantage by which they must profit, 
and which will certainly be most damag- ~ 
jng to the Dissenting- schools. . . 

The right han. Member for Edin
burgh does not generally speak with 
great courtesy of Dissenters and N on-
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conformists. I have heard him speak 
in this House, I think, of the braying 
of Exeter Hall; and last night he spoke 
frequently of the clamour made out of 
doors. It is a very old story for Gentle
men in office-and there must be many 
comforts, conveniences, and pleasures, 
no doubt, connected with office, or men 
would not seek it so much-it is a com
mOD thing for men in office to say that 
any oppositioD to their plans made out 
of doors is clamour. But I ask whether 
it is likely that five hundred men, from 
all parts of the COUDtry, would come up 
to London, and take the trouble they 
have done, meeting all the hostility and 
obloquy heaped UPOD them, if they did 
not believe that there was something 
important in the Minutes to the in
terests of the different religious com
munities with which they are connected? 
And I think that the right hOD. GeDtle
man is one of the last men in this 
House who should treat this movement 
as clamour, and condemn it as if it came 
from an unreasonable class of persons. 

The right hOD. Gentleman tells us 
that they are abandoning all the prin
ciples which the Nonconformists of past 
times ever taught; he telIs us what re
publican statesmen and leaders in the 
United States have said, what has been 
done or held by WashingtoD, Jefferson, 
and the commonwealth of Massa
chusetts. But is there any comparison 
between the. United States and the 
United Kingdom? Is there any Esta
blished Church in the United States? 
Has the commonwealth of Massachu
setts, in every one of its parishes, a 
gentleman highly educated, well paid, 
connected by birth or standing with the 
aristocratic and privileged class, not in
fluenced by the popular sentiment and 
the popular mind, but acting always in 
unisoD and coDformity with the privi
leged class to which he is attached? 
Give us, if you please, the state of things 
which exists in the United States. and 
particularly in that State of Massa
chusetts. Free us from the trammels of 
your Church-set religion apart from 
the iDterference of the State-if you will 

make public provision for education, let 
it not depend UPOD the doctrines of a 
particular creed-and theD you will find 
the various sects in this country will be 
as harmonious on the question of educa
tion as are the people of the United 
States of America. 

Just recollect, wheD the whole of the 
Nonconformists are charged with cla
mour, what they mean by being Non
conformists. They object, as I under
stand. at least I object, te the principle 
lly which the Government seizes public 
funds in order to give salaries and sup
port to the teachers of all sects of 
religion, or of one sect of religion, for I 
think the one plan nearly as unjust as 
the other. Either the Nonconformists 
hold this opinioD, or they are a great 
imposture. They object to any portion 
of the public money going to teachers 
of religion belonging either to the 
Established Church or to Dissenting 
bodies; they object to the receiving it 
for themselves. They find certain Min
utes infringing on this principle. You 
wish to establish a system by which the 
young persons of this country shall be 
trained to certain religious tenets. In 
your Church schools, we are to have 
the Catechism taught, and the Liturgy 
taught, as well as the Scriptures read. 
All this is to be done under the cog
nizance and supervision of the clergy- , 
man of the parish. The children are to 
be examined by the clergymen and by 
inspectors appointed by the Govern
ment, who are also to be clergymen of 
the Church of England. The Minutes 
do not say so; but under the compact 
entered into by the Government with 
the Church, they can appoint no in
spector who is not palatable to the 
Archbishop of Canterbury. The in
spector must be discharged if the Arch
bishop expresses an ,opinion unfavour
able to him. Of course this is in Church 
of England schools only. . 

I admit that the noble Lord will not 
carry it the length of proposing this for 
Dissenting schools; he will not venture 
to do so. We' are not yet sufficiently 
humiliated for that. No. Government 
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in this country durst attempt to carry 
that into effect. But if you had the 
power to carry out the spirit expressed 
in the Minutes, 1 say the Dissenting 
schools would not be free from inter
ference by the clergymen of the State 
Church. I am prepared to contend 
that the powers given by these Minutes to 
the clergymen examiners are calculated 
to give a great increase of power to all 
the clergymen of the Established Church. 
They are made public officers with 
respect to schools. Now. the vicar of 
the parish enters the schnols. and in
quires about the children; but he has 
no more power than any other gentle
man who may choose to visit it and. do 
the same. But by your Minutes you 
empower him to enter under the au
thority of an inspector. ·who. by your 
compact with the Church. can only be 
a clergyman of the Established Church. 
I say these clergymen and inspectors 
are prone to meddle with everything. 
They will go there and examine the 
children in their books; they will inter
rogate the teachers as to their methods 
nnd their learning. Do you think. 
if they find a child whose brother or 
sister goes to a Dissenting chapel. the 
clergyman will not be zealous enough 
to use his influence to induce him to 
attend the church? 

It is notorious that. in all parts of 
England. charities. never intended to be 
used for the promotion of particular 
religious opinions. but which are in the 
hands of the Established Church. are 
distributed with a view to the effect they 
may have in bringing an increase of 
attendance to the National schools or 
the churches elf the Establishment. I 
know numbers of these cases myself; 
and I know that a child who did not 
bow down toAhe Church. or who refused 
to go to a Natio'1al school. would find 
himself placed under the ban of the 
clergyman. All the inducements to 
him. which you boast of. to rise in the 
world and gain an honourable station 
in society. would be merely as the idle 
wind that blows. and would be of no 
avail whatever to obtain for him an 

honourable place in life. H anything 
were wanted to show the effect of these 
Minutes, look at the triumph your pro- , 
positions have excited among the mem
bers of the Established Church. and 
the clergy especially. Was there ever 
a good measure for Nonconformists 
proposed that was received with an 
exulting shout of gratulation by the hon. 
Baronet below me (Sir R. H. Inglis). by _ 
the Bishops. and by all the clergy of 
the kingdom? 1 am wrong. perhaps. 
as regards the hon. Baronet; he did not 
loudly exult, but he took the measure 
meekly, he took it very thankfully. 

1 acknowledge that the Church is 
thankful for everything it can get. and 
it never loses anything for want of ask
ing for it. 1 confess 1 am astonished 
that Churchmen throughout the country 
-1 do not speak of the clergy, but the 
laity-have supported this measure, be
cause I think they are as much interested 
as the Dissenters in opposing any ex
tension of power on the part of the 
clergy. Nothing tends more to impede 
the progress of liberty, nothing is more 
fatal to independence of spirit in the 
public. than to add to the powers of the 
priesthood in matters of education. If 
you give them such increased powers by 
legislative enactment, you do more than 
you could effect by any other means to 
enslave and degrade a people subject 
to their influence. 

There is yet another point to ..... hich I 
must advert. In the speech of the right 
hon. Member for Edinburgh. who dwelt 
with great emphasis on the impartiality 
which he attributed to this proposed 
system. the right hon. Gentleman said:_ 

'I do wish that. instead of using phrases 
of disparagement against the scheme pro
posed. hon. Gentlemen would just answer 
me this plain question :-Supposing in any 
one city there should be a school con
nected with the Church. another connected 
with the Wesleyans, and another with the 
Presbyterians-will any Gentleman dis- ):1 
tinctly point out to me what share of the ! 

public money or what patronage is that j' 

which the school connected wi th the 
L-------~------------~~ ____________________ ~f 
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Church will get, and which the other 
scbools will not get l' 

That is the question to which the right 
hon. Gentleman asked for an answer. 
If the right hou. Gentleman had looked 
over the grants that have already been 
made. he would have found that out of 
the sum of 149.oool •• which during the 
last three years has been disbibuted by 
the Committee of the Privy Council, the 
Church has received 141,0001. There 
never was anything so impartial. 
['Hear. hearl'] No doubt hon. Gen
tlemen opposite. who cheer. will say 
that the Dissenters might have had it if 
they had asked for it. True. but the 
Dissenters were of a different temper 
from that. They did not separate flOm 
the Established Church that they should 
afterwards come whining and asking 
the Government to support their educa
tional system. Their very principle is 
that the Government has no right to 
appropriate public funds for the pur
pose of religious instruction. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Edin
burgh knows right well that in times 
past they have refused the public money 
for such a purpose, and that in times to 
come they are likely to come still less 
forward than hitherto to avail them
selves of such support. 

The right hon. Gentleman took us to 
the United States last night, and I will 
ask him to accompany me there now 
for a moment. The impartiality. of 
your plan is like this. Suppose at the 
present time in the United States
there being no Established Church there 
-the Government were to offer an en
dowment to the religious sects. and 
nine-tenths having refused to accept it, 
the Government were to persist in en
dowing the remaining one-tenth. while 
the others protested against the prin
ciple of endowment altogether; in that 
condition of things the plea of impar
tiality would be as just and fair as that 
put forward in the present case by the 
right hon. Gentleman. The Dissenters 
have not taken. and they will not take, 
this money; and it must be clear to 

those who know the history and under
stand anything of the principles of Non
conformity. that any Nonconformist who 
takes one sixpence of this grant for the 
purpose of teaching the tcnets of his 
porticular sect, can never afterwards. 
with any show of consistency and good 
faith. say one syllable against the domi
nation and usurpation of the Esta
blished Church. 

I think that in this year J847 the 
time may be said to have come. when. 
although the members of the Established 
Church may not consider such scruples 
wise and prudent. the scruples which do 
exist and are conscientiously entertained 
by thousands and millions of our coun
trymen should be respected. and when 
the Government should pause before it 
holds out a great temptation to mel! 
to abandon their principles; and. in 
the event of their refusing to abandon 
them, offers an enormous advantage to 
the members of tbe Established Church. 
With respect to the Roman Catholics. 
the right hon. Gentleman did not give 
a direct reply to the statement of the 
hon. Member for Finsbury on that part 
of the subject. when he read an extract 
from a speech of the noble I..ord in 1839; 
and. as there has been some talk of the 
negotiations which have been going on 
with the Wesleyans during the last fort
night. I should be glad. if the right 
hon. Baronet the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department should think it 
worth while to notice anything I say. 
to receive an answer to this question
Have the Privy Council communicated 
with the authorities and dignitaries of 
the Roman Catholic Church with re
spect to the appointment of inspectors 
of Roman Catholic schools. or have they 
not? If they have, then it follows of 
course that they must have had the 
intention. when these Minutes were 
laid upon the tables of both Houses of 
Parliament, to make grants to Roman 
Catholic schools. That would be some
thing noble, something great, something 
to be admired. in coming forward to 
offer this great boon to all classes of 
the people without favour or distinction. 
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In this House I have often heard 
men taunt the Dissenters with bigotry 
in their conduct towards the Roman 
Catholic population; but let it be said 
that those Dissenters have ever ac
corded and been willing to accord to 
their Roman Catholic brethren all and 
everything they sought and couM con
scientiously accept for themselves. Civil 
rights and privileges the Dissenters have 
been willing to grant to Catholics. 
Many of them who have had seats in 
this House since 18~9 would np-ver have 
found admittance here had it not been 
for the assistance they received in their 
struggle for civil liberty at the hands 
of the Dissenting body. My honest 
opinion is this, that when these Minutes 
were laid upon the table, the Government 
intended, and most wisely; to open these 
grants to all persons of all religious 
persuasions whatsoever. 

The Government had no idea that 
there would be a disturbance about 
these Minutes. They were dra ~ n up 
by a very c\e\'er secretary, who, like 
other secretaries, is disposed to magnify 
the importance of his office, and when 
drawn up they were, no doubt, submitted 
to the oversight of the bishops in the 
other House. The whole thing was 
comfortably concocted, and it was 
supposed the Dissenters would take it 
without asking any questions. But the 
moment the Wesleyans evinced a dis
position to join other Dissenters in 
)'esisting the measure, it was feared that 
the opposition might grow too formid
able, and negotiations were entered into. 
Possibly the Government did not make 
the /irst overture in this negotiation; but 
it often happens in these cases, as every
body knows, that there is some con
venient friend to make the primary 
advance, and Iput the negotiation in 
train. At th Is time the Wesleyans are 
supposed to be under the delusion that 

. the RomanCatholics are to be excluded; 
and if they are, I am reminded of what 
has been said by a well·known writer, 
that it is sometimes as pleasant to be 
cheated as to cheat. 

I am not now going to detain the 

House with any observations as to the 
construction of the Committee of the 
Privy Council, nor will I enter into 
particulars of the expenditure to be 
incurred, or of the bribes to be offered. 
This only I will remark, that I believe 
the last thing any reasonable man would 
do to elevate his fellow-man, is to make 
him a pensioner or recipient of the 
bounty of the Government. But the 
question is, whether the Nonconformists, 
forming so large a part of the population 
of this country, are to have their feelings 
and principles disregarded in the course 
of legislation you adopt-whether a new 
system of education is to be introduced 
bywhich you teach everybody's religion 
at everybody's expense? The N oncon
formists deny your right to do this: 
they will not receive your money. You 
offer them that which is of no value to I 

them; and the Church, less scrupulous, 
receives the gift. The consequence is 
that the schools of the Dissenters will 
stand at a great disadvantage as com· 
pared with the Church schools-the one 
class depending solely upon voluntary 
contributions, the other having certain 
bribes attached to it of provision for 
life, and for the maintenance of which 
the House is .asked to vote at the ex
pense of all. 

I will say nothing now of the wonder
ful statesmanship which has chosen this 
particular season to open an arena of 
stlife, and throw down an apple of dis
cord amongst us when there was an 
appearance of concord and unanimity. 
I am sorry it has come to this; I am 
sorry, not because of the particular 
effect it may have upon this Government 
or that Government, but because I must 
ever regret to see discord and bitterness 
introduced upon religious subjects, and 
because I know that when once this strife 
begins, real interests, useful mntters, are 
neglected; and men sepnrate and stray 
aside from paths which they might tread 
together to the advantage of their com· 
mon country. 

I will now conclude; and if I have 
been betrayed into some warmth of ex
pression,let it be remembered that I am 
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a member of the Nonconformist body. 
My forefathers languished in prison by 
the acts of that Church which you now 
ask me to aggrandise. Within two years 
places of worship of the sect to which 
I belong have been despoiled of their 
furniture to pay the salary of a minister 
of the Established Church; and when I 
look back and see how that Church has 

been uniformly hostile to the progress 
of public liberty. it is impossible for me 
to withhold my protest against the out
rage committed by the Government on 
the Nonconformist body for the sake of 
increasing the power of a political insti
tution. which I believe is destined to fall 
before the growing Christianity and the 
extending freedom of the people. 

--------------------------------------------------------J 
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I FEEL somewhat indebted to the 
right hon. and learned Gentleman (Mr. 
Whiteside) for having come forward as 
a new advocate upon this question, for he 
has thrown, by that physical force ora
tory of which he is so great a master, 
some new light upon a question which 
has been worn almost threadbare. But 
I do not think that when his speech 
is read to-morrow it will persuade that 
great portion of the people who object 
to Church·rates that the system now 
existing should be permanently con
tinued. I was not present at the open
ing of the learned Gentleman's speech, 
but when I entered the House he was 
telling us that the Nonconformists of 
the olden time were a much better class 
of men than the Dissenters of the present 
day; that they made no objections to 
the equity of Church-rates. That was 
a sentiment which was received with 
great enthusiasm by hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, who for the first time have 
appeared as decided admirers of the 
Nonconformists of the past. In answer 
to that it maYI be said that from the 
time of Queen Elizabeth down to the 
Act of Toleration the principles of reli
gious freedom were little understood in 
this country. We know that not the 
Church only when it had the power, 
but many of the Nonconformists them
selves, admitted that it was right not 
only to raise taxes for the support of a 

particular Church-their own Church 
-but that it was positively right to 
coerce those persons who held religious 
opinions differing from their own. They 
had not advanced as far as the great 
body of the English people, including 
hon. Gentlemen opposite, and the party 
they represent, have now advanced, and 
therefore the learned Gentleman's argu
ment goes for very little. But he has 
treated the House to a public reading 
of a large portion of the evidence of, 
I think, two gentlemen who were 
witnesses before the Committee of the 
House of Lords. I shall refer only to 
the evidence of one of these gentlemen 
- Mr. Bunting. I suspect that when 
the name of Bunting was mentioned 
there was a general impression that this 
was the evidence of a very distinguished 
man who, although not nominally, yet 
actually, was Bishop or Archbishop, 
and almost Pope, in the sect of which 
he was so distinguished a Member. But 
that is not the case. The learned Gen
tleman, not for the first time in his 
life as a counsel learned in the law, 
has been beholden for his brief to an 
attorney practising in Manchester. Mr. 
Bunting is not a minister of the Metho
dist Church, as I understand, but is in 
the profession of the law, and therefore 
I must strip him of nny authority he 
has upon this matter in connection with 
the Methodist Church in consequence 
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of his bearing the name of Bunting. I 
must say, further, that this Gentleman, 
although in some sort a Nonconformist, 
inasmuch as I presume he attends a 
Methodist Chapel, is a politician of a 
peculiar kind, such as is not found very 
frequently among the Dissenting body. 
I dare say he agrees with the most 01J. 
structive, if I may use the term, Con
servative or Tory among hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, and if we had taken his opinion 
upon all those questions of policy which 
this House has decided in favour of 
popular rights and justice to the people 
of this country during the last twenty 
years, I have not the least doubt that 
Mr. Bunting would have been as con
clusive.in his evidence against all those 
concessions as he appears to have been 
upon the question of Church-rates. But 
the learned Gentleman did not treat the 
House quite fairly in stating the evidence 
of this Gentleman, because even he did 
not feel himself courageous enough to 
say that the Wesleyan body was in 
favour of Church-rates. I find he says, 
in answer to a question whether there 
was any likelihood of petitions· being 
sent by them:-

• No: from a fear on the part of those 
who sympathize with the Church of Eng
land of eliciting an opinion to the contrary. 
There is among us a general agreement 
not to disturb questions which we do not 
consider essential. The opposition would, 
1 believe, be from a minority in our own 
body.' 

, A distinct minority 1-1 think I should 
call it so.' 
The House will see from this, that 
although Mr. Bunting is not remarkable 
for great hesitation generally in his 
opinions upon this matter, yet he does 
hesitate to say that the Wesleyan body 
was with any sort of unanimity in favour 
of Church-rates. And I can give my 
testimony, living as I do in a neighbour
hood where they are very numerous, 
and where their services have been very 
great. to the fact that when the question 
of Church-rates is mooted and contests 
take place, although a few leading men 

are anxious to keep the question quiet, 
because it is one which might disturb 
their body, as, far as my observation 
goes, a very large number-I think a 
majority-who attend their chapels 
have generally acted with the party by 
which Church-rates were opposed. 

But it must be borne in mind that 
the Wesleyan body is of a peculiar 
character, that its government is more 
strictly priestly than anything that exists 
in the Church of England, and almost 
beyond anything outside the Church of 
Rome. The Conference, composed of 
one hundred ministers, dominates to a 
large extent not only over the private 
opinions and individual action of the 
members, but also over what I may 
call the corporate or sect action, and 
throughout their numerous chapels in 
this country, unless the Conference were 
to give the order or its permission, we 
should probably not find from any of 
these congregations petitions presented 
to this House. But from this fact may 
be traced an important series of circum
stances-that there have been from that 
body numerous secessions of very note
worthy character, secessions which have 
not arisen from any difference as to the 
doctrine, b&t simply as to the absolute 
government of the Conference. Not
withstanding all this, as I have said, 
great numbers of them-I believe a very 
great majority-vote in opposition to 
Church-rates whenever a contest takes 
place, and do unite in sympathy upon 
this question with the great body of 
Dissenters belonging to other sects. 

I should 1I0t have said so much about 
this particular body had it not been for 
the extraordinary importance which the 
learned Gentleman has given to this 
part of the subject. I find, however, 
that even from the Conference Metho
dists there have been 13S petitions pre
sented, from the Methodist New Con
nection 97, from the Methodist Free 
Church 1~4. from the Primitive Metho
dists 2~5,from the Calvinistic Methodists 
108, from the United Methodists, the 
Methodist Reformers. and the Wesleyan 
Association 47; making a total of more 
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than 800 petitions which have been 
presented from the whole body of 
Methodists in favour of this Bill. Now, 
as to the other sects of Dissenters, I 
believe the learned Gentleman has not 
been able to make out any kind of case, 
or show any difference of opinion among 
them upon this question. I think he 
will admit that they are, with as much 
unanimity as can ever be expected upon 
public questions, in favour of a repeal 
of Church-rates. But if it be, as he 
says. that this movement is merely the 
movement of a few busy, meddling agi
tators belonging to those sects-whose 
numbers, by the way, he has not given 
very accurately-if that be so, how 
comes it that throughout the country 
and in this House they have obtained 
so large a share of support? That fact 
is a very ugly one, and the right hon. 
and learned Gentleman passed it over. 
Even the Church, on whose behalf the 
learned Gentleman professes to speak, 
is itself not unanimous upon this ques
tion, and in all the parishes in towns 
and cities where Church-rates have been 
abolished, every Member who has been 
engaged in tllis question will admit that 
no inconsiderable number of those who 
regularly attend the services of the 
Church have joined those agitating, 
meddling Dissenters in their attempt to 
put an end to the system of Church
rates. I should say in those districts a 
large minority-I will not say a ma
joritY_l:>f Churchmen have been as 
willing to get Church-rates abolished 
as Dissenters themselves. 

I live in a town in which contests 
about Church-rates have been' carried 
on in past years with a vigour and 
determination, and, if you like it, with 
an animosity which has not been sur
passed in any otter part of the kingdom. 
Hon. Gentlemen opposite, who profess 
to be in favour of whnt is called a stand
up fight, will be glad to hear that 
nothing could exceed the activity of 
their friends in that parish. nothing 
could exceed the profuseness with which 
they were willing to pay for a contest, 
in order that all might have to contri-

bute to a. Churl=h which at that time 
they themselves were not willing ade
quately to support. The very last 
contest of this kind cost the Church 
party in the parish as much money as, 
if invested at the common rate of in
terest, would have supported the fabric 
of the Church for ever. [A cry of 
• How much? '] I can tell the hon. Gen
tleman what was the estimate formed, 
which I believe was never disputed, 
and which, judging from the expenditure 
on the other side, was not, I should say, 
very inaccurate. I believe that the 
expenditure would not be less than from 
30001. to 40001. It is a large parish, 
probably ten miles square, and contains 
nearly 100,000 inhabitants; and I need 
not tell hon. Members that there is no 
class of people in England more deter
mined and more unconquerable, which
ever side they take, than are the people I 

of the county from which I come. 
What was the result of that struggle? 

The result was that the Church-rate 
was for ever entirely abolished in that 
parish. I have since seen several lists 
of candidates for the churchwardenship 
put forth by Churchmen, each of which 
claimed support upon the ground that 
they would never consent to the re
imposition of a Church-rate; and the 
parish has been for many years upon 
tltis question a model of tranquillity. 
It would not be enough that it should 
be a model of tranquillity if the result 
had followed which the learned Gentle
man foretold in such dolorous language, 
that religion would be uncared for, and 
that tlte Gospel would no longer be 
preached to the poor; but I will unaer
take to say tltat since that contest that 
venerable old parish church has had 
laid out upon it, in repairing and beauti
fying it, from money subscribed not 
altogether, but mainly by Churchmen, 
ten times, ay,twenty times as much as 
was ever expended upon it during a far 

. longer period of years in which Church
rates were levied. During that period 
tltere were discussions about the grave
yard, about the hearses, about the 
washing of the surplices, about some-
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hody who had to sweep out the church. 
There were discussions of all sorts, of 
a most irritating and offensive character. 
The clock which was there for the 
benefit of the public no longer told the 
time, and, in fact, there was evidence of 
that sort of decay to which the learned 
Gentleman bas pointed as the inevitable 
result of the abolition of Church-rates. 
Since the rate ceased to be levied the 
clock has kept time with admirable 
fidelit y, and to such an extent has the 
liberality of Churchmen gone, that very 
lately they have put up another clock 
in a neighbouring church. I believe 
that in the parish of Rochdale the 
Church people have received far more 
benefit from the abolition of the Church
rate than the Dissenters have. They 
have found out, what they never knew 
before, that when placed upon the same 
platform as Dissenters, and obliged to 
depend upon their own resources, they 
are as liberal and zealous as other 
sects. 

I wish that the learned Gentleman 
had told us, and I hope that some one 
who may follow him will do so, how it 
happens that year by year there has been 
growing in this House a power in oppo
sition to Church-rates, while at the 
same time there has been less animosity 
throughout the country upon this ques
tion. I believe it has arisen from the 
growth . of a better feeling on both 
sides, and from the fact that year by 
year there have been secessions from 
the supporters of Church-rates through
out the country, and that more and 
more without the action of Parliament 
the principle embodied in the clauses 
of the Bill of my hon. Friend has come 
to be acted upon. Now what is the 
real point between us? - because I 
believe that hon. Gentlemen opposite 
will agree with me, that if it could be 
done it would be better that this ques
tion should be for ever disposed of. 
What is the .question at issue between 
us? Does any man dispute the evils 
that have arisen? The right hon. and 
le:uned Gentleman has, in a speech of 
great vigour, endeavoured to throw 

ridicule and contempt upon the great 
body of the Dissenting population of 
this country. (' No, no I') Wdl, at 
any rate, he bas not refrained from ex
pressions of harshness towares those 
whom he charges with being the movers 
in this question. But does he believe, 
or do any of you believe, that if those 
persons did not in the main possess the 
confidence of the great body of the 
Dissenters, they could in a week, a fort
night, or a month, stir them up from 
one end of the country to the other, 
and bring to your table the signatures 
of 500,000 of your countrymen? [Cries 
of • 600,000.') I am reminded that the 
number is 600,000, but in a matter of 
this kind I am not particular to 100,000 
or less. I say, then, is there anyone 
here who disputes the evils which have 
arisen from these discussions? I con
fess that I have sometimes wished that 
I could speak in this House. even if it 
were for only one half hour, in the 
character of a member of the Church 
of England. H I could have done that 
I should have appealed to the House 
in language far more emphatic and 
impressive than I have ever been able 
to use as a Dissen ter, in favour of the 
abolition of this most mischievous and 
obnoxious impost. 

The right hon. and learned Gentle
man has no plan. I think he was right 
in making that admission. I believe 
there are only two courses which can 
be pursued. One is to leave the law 
exactly as it is. II course which, if this 
matter did not touch a question of reli
gion, I should not complain of, because 
it leaves the majority in every parish to 
decide for itself. The other plan is 
that of my hon. Friend the Member for 
Tavistock. You have tried every kind 
of contrivance. The right han. Gentle
man the Member for the University of 
Cambridge tMr. Walpole) proposed a 
plan. The right hon. and learned 
Member for the University of Dublin 
was a Member of the Government by 
which that plan was proposed; and, as 
he now says that he has no plan, I 
presume that he has abandoned the 



SPEECHES OF 10HN BRIGH~. 

plan of the right hon. Gentleman oppo
site. The right hon. Baronet the 
Home Secretary, and the light hon. 
Baronet the Chancellor of the Duchy 
of Lancaster, also tried plans. Indeed, 
there are in the House many who have 
aspired to legislate upon this subject, 
but have failed in these attempts at 
conciliation; and I think we must all 
feel conscious that we must either 
remain as we are, or adopt the Bill 
which is now before us. I confess that 
I am altogether against any \sind of 
dodge by which this matter may be 
even temporarily settled. I think that 
if this Church be a national establish
ment, you cannot by law insist that its 
supl'ort shall be drawn from only a 
portion of the population. I agree 
with you altogether in that. If I were 
a Churchman I would never consent to 
it, and. not being a Churchman. I 
wholly repudiate it. The dissensions 
to which I have referred have prevailed, 
prevail still, and cannot terminate as 
long as this impost exists. What is its 
natural and inevitable result? It must 
be to create and stimulate the pride of 
supremacy in the dominant Church. 
and at the same time produce what I 
shall call the irritation of subjugation 
and injustice on the part of that great 
portion of ti,e people who support their 
own ministers and places of worship, 
and who thmk that they ought not to 
be called upon to support those of any 
other sect or Church. Now, is it neces
sary that this should continue? I often 
have occasion in this House to give 
hope to hon. Gentlemen opposite. They 
are probably the most despairing poli
tical pllrty that any country ever had 
within its borders. They despair of 
almost everything. They despaired of 
agriculture. Agriq.>lture triumphs. They 
despair of their ~hurch. yet whenever 
tllat Church has Leen left to its own 
resources and to the zeal of its members 
its triumph has been manifest to the 
country and to the world. Are you 
made of different material from the five 
millions of people who go to the Dis
senting chapels of England and Wales? 

You have your churches,-I speak of 
the old ones, not of those recently 
erected by means of voluutary contri
butions,-you have your churches, which 
you call national, and you have them 
for nothing. You have your ministers 
paid out of property anciently he
queathed or intrusted to the State for 
their use. In that respect you stand 
in a far better position for undertakin<7 
what, if Church-rates are abolished, 
you must undertake. than do the great 
body of yonr Dissenting brethren. Have 
you less zeal, have you less liberality. 
than they have? Do not you con
tinually boast in this House that you 
are the owners of the great bulk of the. 
landed property of the country? Are 
you not the depositaries of political 
power, and do you not tell us that when 
a Dissenter becomes rich he al wa vs 
walks away from the chapel into your 
church? If this be so, am I appealing 
in vain to you, or reasoning in yain 
with you, when I try to encourage you 
to belie,'e that if there were no Church
rates the members of your church and 
your congregations would be greatly 
improvt:d, and that. as has taken place 
in the parish in which I live, your 
churches would be better supported by 
your own voluntary and liberal contri
butions, than they can ever be by the 
penny per pound issuing from the 
pockets of men who do not attend your 
church. and who are rendered ten times 
more hostile to it by the very effort to 
make them contribute to its support. 

I believe that Church-rates must 
before long be abolished. Hence. I 
wish to afiord some hope and consola
tion, if I can, to hon. Gentlemen oppo
site. Mr. Osborne and Mr. Bunting, 
from whom the right hon. and learned 
Member so largely quoted, themselves 
belong to a body that has done marvels 
in this country in erecting chapels, 
paying ministers, establi>hing schools, 
raising the dead, if you like-for men 
who were dead to religion have been 
made Christians; and theyhnvepreached 
the Gospel to the poor in every cOlmty, 
I might almost say in every parish, in 
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the kingdom. Yet they have not come 
to Parliament for grants of money;' and, 
although they have often come to me 
an<l others for contributions to their 
chapels and schools, they have never 
had any force of law to enable them 
to raise their funds. Throughout Eng
land and Wales what would be the con
dition of your population, your religious 
establishments, your education, if it 
were not for the liberality of those sects 
of whom the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman thinks fit to speak in dis
paraging terms? 

But 1 pass to his own country, and 
though 1 should like to see Irish Mem
bers more frequently taking part in the 
discussion of questions affecting England 
and Wales than they do, I was surprised 
to find that the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman made no reference whatever 
to what has taken place in the island 
from which he himself comes. In the 
year 1833 you abolished the vestry cess; 
the Church-rate of Ireland: you abol. 
ished one-fourth of the tithe-that is, 
you took it from the Church and gave 
it to the landlord; you did many things 
which the Irish Church at that time, 
which many Gentlemen of the same 
party as the right hon. and learned 
Member denounced, just as you de
nounce the present £ill. Of course it 
will be said that the Earl of Derby has 
since then changed his opinions, and 
therefore the views he held at that 
period will have no authority with his 
followers now. But what has been the 
efrect 011 that Church? Is there a man 
in this House with the slightest know
ledge of what has occurred in Ireland 
during the last thirty years, who will 
not admit that the Irish Protestant 
Establishment would have been abso
lutely uprooted and separated from the 
State for ever long before now but for 
the large measure of change-I will say 
of reform-to which tlle Earl of Derby. 
as a Minister of that day. was a party? 
If that be true, what right has anybody 
to charge the hon. Member forTavistock 
with a deadly hostility to the Church of 
England? I do not believe there is a 

man in this country at this moment" 
who has any hostility to the Church of 
England as a Church. I never met 
with such a man. The right hon. and 
learned Gentleman has referred to a 
friend of mine who not long ago had 
a seat in this House, although he did 
not mention him by name. I allude to 
Mr. Miall. There is no man in Eng. 
land whose character for religion, mo
rality, intelligence, ~r a persistent 
devotion to what he believes to be right 
stands higher tllan that of Mr. Miall. 
But Mr. Miall has not the smallest 
objection to the Church of England as 
a religious body. any mw'e than he has 
to the Methodist Conference or any 
other denomination which teaches its 
own peculiar views of Christianity, 
What he objects to is that the Church 
should be, as it has been, so much of 
a political institution. And there can 
be no doubt but that amo~g the clergy 
of the Establishment and the most 
thoughtful of her sons there is through
out the kingdom at this moment a deep 
sentiment at work which. altogether 
apart from Mr. Miall and the Liberation 
Society,. is destined before many years 
are over to make great changes in I 

the constitution and condition of that 
Church. And I undertake to say that, 
if their views, or those of Mr. Miall. 
were carried out by Parliament, the 
Church would still be a Church at least 
as great, as powerful. and as respected 
as it ever was at any period of its his
tory. I believe it would, as effectually 
as it ever has done. raise to life those 
who are religiously dead. and at the 
same time, more extensively than it does 
now, preach the Gospel to the poor. 

But the right hOll, and learned Gen
tleman might have given us another 
lesson from Ireland. There the great 
body of the people -not the possessors 
of wealth-are in connection with the 
Roman Catholic Church. Many of liS 

have been in Ireland. I have myself 
spent several weeks there. travelling 
from one part of the country to another. 
I saw chapels everywhere.-that great 
cathedrals had been built, that there 
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were evidences of great zeal and won
derfulliberality among a people at that 
time poor and dejected, and in a lower 
physical condition, I undertake to say, 
than could have been found in any other 
population in any Christian country of 
Europe. The Irish Catholics, without 
any assistance from the State except a 
paltry grant, which I believe many of 
them would gladly forego, have pro
vided for all the religious wants of their 
people. And I venture to assert that 
religion-not now speaking of particular 
doctrines or forms-has there permeated 
even to the lowest class of society in 
a manner that is not equalled in this 
part of the kingdom, where your Church 
Establishment has for ages reigned al
most supreme. 

But if you are not satisfied with the 
case of Ireland, let us go to Wales. 
There you have a poor population who 
are mainly :rlissenters. The Welsh Dis
senters do not own the' great estates. 
They have no ancient endowments, no 
grants from Parliament. They do not 
even send representatives to this House 
-[' Oh J 'J-representatives I mean of 
their peculiar views. Eight-t"nths of. 
the people of Wales have no connection 
with the Established Church. Yet, 
poor as they are, compared with the 
population of England, there is not a 
nook or corner of the Principality in 
which there are not a chapel, a school, 
and a minister, or in which you do not 
constantly see the influence of religious 
teaching on the character and habits of 
the people. 

But go a little farther north, to a land 
where men are not supposed· to mis
understand their OWll interests. I refer 
to the country on the other side of 
the Tweed. You have an Established 
Church there. l\Jrny years ago you had 
two considerable secessions from its 
pale which became powerful sects .. 
They have since united themselves, and 
their power has proportionately in
creased. But lately, within the recol
lection of every Member of this House, 
for it is but seventeen years ago, there 
was another great secession; and from 

what men fancied was the ruin of the 
Established Church of Scotland there 
arose a new Church, offering, I will say, 
to the world, an example of zeal and 
munificence such as has not been wit
nessed it. this country during the life
time of the present generation. Not 
long ago, while in Scotland-a country 
to which I am very glad to flee when 
we are liberated from attendance in this· 
House-I took the pains to make some 
inquiry upon this question; and I found 
that the Free Church, which comprises 
probably not more than one-third of 
that portion of the population who pay 
any attention to religious matters, raised 
voluntarily, during the year when I 
made the inquiry, a larger sum than 
the whole annual emoluments of the 
Established Church of Scotland. It has 
buillll I think, something like seven . 
hundred churches throughout that part 
of the kingdom, and as many manses 
or dwellings for its ministers. It has 
also established schools in almost every 
parish. And I tell the House with the 
utmost sincerity that I believe I never 
questioned any man in Scotland as to 
the effect of the disruption who did not 
admit that, painful as it was, and utterly 
as he and many others might have 
opposed it, still it has been full of 
blessings to the people of that country. 
I believe the number of persons who 
frequent places of worship, the number 
of schools, and the number of scholars 
who attend them, are all far larger-than 
ever they were before the last great 
secession. Bear in mind that, with the 
exception of a very few persons of high 
station in society, including one or two 
Members of the other House and two 
or three of this, the property of Scot
land, as far as property is to be mea
sured by the possession of the soil, has 
not gone with the Free Church at all. 
Yet you find throughout the whole of 
that country those vast results from a 
zeal. a religious fervour, a munificence, 
which are not a whit greater than would. 
be exhibited under the same circum
stances by members of the Church of 
England, But such a state of things, 
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I say, must raise the character of the 
people of Scotland, high as it was 
before, still higher in the estimation of 
the Christian world. 

Only one other point with regard to " 
this voluntary question. Apart from 
the discussions and divisions, from Bills 
and clauses in this House, if I were to 
ask any hon. Member on the other side 
whether he believed that the Church of 
England was not, or would not, become 
as liberal as any other sect," I have no 
doubt he would at once say that to 
assert the con trary would be to slander 
and misrepresent the members of that 
Church. Well, I think so too, and the 
evidence lies in what the Church has 
been doing of late years. If"you stand 
upon "any eminence in the neighbour
hood of any large town or city in 
England, you will see everywhere 
towers and spires indicating the tem
ples that have been raised in recent 
days for the worship of God; and so 
also, if you travel over the country, as 
you now rapidly do, you will see through 
the glass of the railway carriage one 
spire here, another there, and a third 
yonder. 1 do not always admire their 
architecture, but some of them are beau
tiful objects in the landscape of which 
they form part. Well, this has all been 
achieved, not by the votes of Parliament, 
for they have ceased, but by exactly the 
same religious zeal, the same Christian 
benevolence, which have distinguished 
the rest of your countrymen, and which 
you, the richest and proudest of them 
all, would surely, under the like cir
cumstances, equally display. 1 want to 
persuade you that this is a good Bill for 
the Established Church. 1 am not 
about to try to take you in by allow
ing you to suppose that 1 agree with 
you as to a State Establishment for 
teaching religion. I agree on" that ab
stract question with Mr. Miall and the 
Liberation Society. I believe it is an 
evil to the State and to religion; but 
that is not a question for us to discuss 
how, or one which probably this gene
ration will ever be called on to decide. 

, I say, the abolition of these irritating 

levies of m'oney in Ireland has been of 
great advantage to the Established 
Church of Ireland. I say, the more 
you remove your question of an Estab
lishment from that constant and irri
tating contest and discussion which are 
inseparable from the continuance of 

"these rates. the more probably, for a 
long period of time, you will consolidat.:l 
your Church; and I am inclined to be
lieve that its fall as a State Establish
ment will never come from the assaults 
of those who are without it. but will 
rather come from the strong differences 
of doctrine among those within its 
pale. 

I should like to ask hon. Gentlemen 
opposite to look to a point in respect to 
which their Church is at a great disad
vantage as compared with Dissenting 
congregations. I am in n position to 
observe both of them with great im
partiality, because I belong to a sect 
which is very small. which some people 
say is decaying, although I believe its 
main principles are always spreading. 
1 have no particular sympathy with 
Wesleyans, Independents," or Baptists, 
any more"than I have with the congre
gations which assemble in your churches. 
But have you not observed in London, 
and more particularly in the country, 
where you are more intimately ac
quainted with the circumstances-have 
you not observed, that among the con
gregations of Dissenting bodies there is 
a greater activity in all matters which 
belong to their churches, and to objects 
which they unite together in promoting 
as a religious community? Do not you 
find that from the richest and the" most 
influential man who enters a chapel on 
a Sunday to the humblest of the congre
gation there is, as it were, a chain of 
sympathy running through them all, 
which gIves to them a great strength, 
which combines them together, which 
influences the humblest and the highest 
for good, and which gives to the con
gregation a power which is found to be 
greatly less existent in a congregation 
of the Established Church? I have 
spoken of this to many persons who 
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differ from me on all these questions 
of Church establishments, Church-rates, 
and the like; but I never spoke to any 
man in the habit of attending the Es
tablished Church who did not admit to 
me that it is one of the things they 
most deplore, that among the five hun
dred persons more or less who attend 
any particular church there is infinitely 
less sympathy, co·operation, union, and 
power of action than is evinced among 
the various Dissenting commUnities in 
this country almost without exception. 
But if you had none of these rates to 
levy by law you would be placed-and 
it would be a most material advantage 
-in the same position as are the con· 
gregations of Dissenting bodies. You 
would be obliged, of course, in the 
managemellt of your congregational 
affairs, to consult the members in gene
ral; you would have your monthly or 
quarterly meetings; and thus you would 
know who were your neighbours in 
church, and you would be united to
gether, as Dissenting congregations are. 
And I maintain that your religious 
activity and life for all purposes of mis
sionary work at home and abroad 
would be greatly increased and strength
ened; and so far your congregations, 
your ministers, and your churches would 
be great gainers. Some hon. Gentle
men will say that I am a violent parti
san on this question, and that I have 
partaken of the animosity which I 
stated to have existed in the parish in 
which I live. . I do not deny that in 
times past I have taken a warm, and 
it may be occasionally, a too heated 
part in the contests and discussions on 
this question; but, so far as I am con
cerned, the feelings engendered by these 
strifes have been swept away; I am 
older than I was Jhen; I make great 
allowance for men4s passions, as I ask 
that they should make allowance for 
mine. 

This question has now come to a 
crisis; and I ask the House to consider 

whether it would not be to the advan
tage of the Church, of morality, religion, 
and the public peace, that it should 
now be set at rest once and for ever. 
The right hon. and learned Gentleman 
- it is one of the faults of a high 
classical education-following the ex
ample of the right hon. Gentleman who 
delighted us all with a brilliant but 
most illogical speech last night, af
frighted us with an account of what 
took place under the democracies of 
Greece, and asks us to follow the ex
ample of those who were believers in 
the paganism of ancient Rome. He 
says, Did not the Roman emperors, 
consuls, and people go in procession 
after the vile gods and goddesses which 
they worshipped? It is true they did, 
and I hope the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman regrets by this time that he 
asked us to follow an example of that 
kind. Rome has perished, and the re
ligion which it professed has perished 
with it. The Christian religion is 
wholly different, and if there be one 
thing written more legihly than another 
in every page of that Book on which 
you profess that your Church is founded, 
it is that men should be just one to 
another, kind and brotherly one to 
another, and should not ask of each 
other to do that which they are not 
willing themselves to do. I say that 
this law of Church-rates is a law which 
violates, and violates most obviously 
and outrageously, every law of justice 
and of mercy which is written in that 
Book, and it is because I believe it 
does so that I am certain that it never 
can be of advantage to your Church, if 
your Church be a true Church; and, 
believing that, and feeling how much 
the interests and sympathies and wishes 
of millions of our countrymen are in 
favour of the abolition of this impost, 
I ask you to do what I am now ready 
to do - to give a cordial support to 
the third reading of this Bill of my 
hon. Friend. 
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My DEAa Da. GaAY,-I observe from 
the newspapers that the friends of • reli
gious . equality' in Ireland are about to 
hold a conference in the city of Dublin 
with a view to consider the existing 
ecclesiastical arrangements of your 
country. My engagements will not 
permit me to be present at your de
liberations, and, indeed, I am not sure 
that your invitations extend further 
than to Irishmen and Irish representa
tives; but I feel strongly disposed to 
address you on the great question you 
are about to discuss-a question affect
ing the policy and interests of the 
United Kingdom, but of vital import
ance to Ireland. 

Let me say, in the first place, that I 
am heartily glad that any number of 
the Irish representatives should have 
resolved to grapple with a question 
which, in my opinion, must be settled 
on some just basis, if Ireland is ever to 
become tranquil and content. The case 
of the Catholic population of Ireland
and, in truth, it is scarcely more their 
case than that of every intelligent and 
just Protestant in the three kingdoms
is so strong. so unanswerable, and so 
generally admitted, that nothing is 
wanted to insure its 'complete success 
but the combination of a few able and 
honest men to concentrate and direct 
the opinion which exists. If such men 
are to be found among you-resolute, 
persevering, and disinterested-a great 
work is before them, and as celtainly a 

great result. They will meet with in
sult and calumny in abundance; every 
engine of the • supremacy' party will be 
in motion against them; they will be 
denounced as • conspirators' against the 
institutions of the country, when, in 
fact, they combine only against a griev
ance which it is hard to say whether it 
is more humiliating in Ireland to endure, 
or disgraceful in England to inflict; but 
against all this, having a right cause, 
and working it by right. means, they 
will certainly succeed. 

It would be to insult. your under
standing were I to imagine that you 
demand anything more or less than a 
peliect • equality' before the law for 
the religious sects which exist in Ire.: 
land- that is, for the members or ad
herents of the Protestant Episcopalian, 
the Presbyterian, and the Roman Catho
lic Churches. So entirely is it felt that 
you are in the right in making this 
demand, that with regard to it your 
opponents dare not attempt ,an argu
ment with you; they prefer to say that 
you claim something else-namely, a 
supremacy as hateful as their own, and 
then they find it easy to contest the 
matter with you, writing and speaking, 
as they do, chiefly to a Protestant 
audience. On this point there should be 
no possibility of mistake; and not only 
should the demand for • equality' be 
unequivocal, but it appears to me most. 
desirable that some mode of attaining it 
should be distinctly pointed out. We-
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may, perhaps, imagine an • equality' 
which would allow the Protestant Es
tablishment to remain as it is, or, at 
least, to continue to be a State Church, 
building up at its side a Catholic Es
tablishment; and, to complete the 
scheme, a Presbyterian Establishment 
also, having a batch of Catholic pre
lates and of Presbyterian divines in the 
House of Lords; but, in my opinion, 
any scheme of • equality' of this descrip
tion would be, and must necessarily be, 

. altogether impracticable. 
Lord John Russell, I think in 1843, 

expressed an opinion that the Protestant 
Church in Ireland should not be sub
verted, • but that the Roman Catholic 
Church, with its bishops and clergy, 
should be placed by the State on a 
footing of equality with· that Church.' 
He adopted the term 'equality,' and 
said that any plan he should propose 
would be • to follow out that principle 
of equality, with all its consequences: 
Lord Grey, in 1845. was, if possible, 
still more explicit, for he said, after ex
pressing his opinion that ~ the Catholics 
have the first claim' on the funds ap
plied to ecclesiastical purposes in Ire
land, • you must give the Catholic clergy 
an equality also in social rank and 
position;' and he went even further 
than this, and sDid, • I carry my view 
on this subject as far as to wish to see 
the prelates of the Roman Catholic 
Church take their places in this House 
on the episcopal bench.' From this it 
appears that Lord John Russell and 
Lord Grey. seeing the enormous evil 
of the existing system, were ready to 
justify almost any measure that pro, 
mised political and ecclesiastical equality 
to the Irish Catholics; but they wished 
that equality to be obtained without the 
subversion of the Plotestant Established 
Church in Ireland. , 

Of COUl'Se, if all patties 'among the 
statesmen and the public of the United 
Kingdom were agreed, funds might be 
provided for the perpetual endowment 
and SUbjection to State control of tht> 
Irish Catholic and Presbyterian Churches, 
and some plan might be devised to secure 

them a representation in the House of 
Lords; but, happily for. sound prin
ciples in civil government, and happily 
for religion itself, all parties are not 
agreed to do this, but are rather agreed 
that it shall not be done. The' equality' 
which Lord John Russell would' follow 
out with all its consequences' is a 
dream, and Lord Grey's bold idea of 
giving the Irish Catholics • the first 
claim to the funds' and of placing their 
bishops in the House of Lords is not 
less impracticable. To have two Es
tablished Churches in Ireland, the one 
Protestant and the other Catholic; to 
have in the House of Lords Protestant 
and Catholic bishops, elbowing each 
other on the 'right reverend bench,' 
guarding the temporal and spiritual 
interests of two Churches which de
nounce each other as idolatrous or 
heretical, would be an inconsistency so 
glaring, that it would go far to over
throw all reverence for Governments or 
Churches, if not for Christianity itself. 
The scheme is surely too absurd to be 
seriously thought of, and if there be a 
statesman bold enough to propose it, he 
will find no support in the opinion of 
the English public, except from that 
small section with whom religion goes 
for nothing, and Churches and priests 
are tolerated as machinery in the pay 
and service of the Government. 

But there is an • equality' which is 
attainable without inconsistency, which 
would meet with favour among large 
classes in every part of Great Britain, 
and which, I think, if fairly proposed, 
would be well received by many of the 
more enlightened and just Protestants 
in Ireland. It is an • equality' which 
must start from this point, that hence
forth there must be no Church in Ireland 
in connection with the State. The whole 
body of English Dissenters, the United 
Presbyterian Church of Scotland, and 
the Catholic population of the United 
Kingdom, might be expected cordially 
to welcome such a proposition; and it 
is difficult to understand how the Pres
byterians of the North of Ireland, or 
the Free Church of Scotland, or the 
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adherents of the Wesleyan Conference 
in England, could, with any consistency 
or decency, oppose it; and I am confi
dent that a large number of persons con
nected with the Established Churches 
in the three kingdoms, who are enlight
ened enough to see what is right, and 
just enough to wish it to be done, would 
give their support to any Minister who 
had the courage to make such a measure 
the great distinguishing act of his ad
ministration. But, if this principle were 
adopted - that is. the principle that 
henceforth there must be no Church in 
Ireland in connection with the State--;
there would still be a question as to the 
appropriation of the large funds now 
in the hands of the Irish Established 
Church. 

There are two modes of dealing with 
these funds, either of which may be de· 
fended, but one of them seems to_offer 
facilities which do not belong to the 
other. The most simple plan would be 
to absorb the revenues of the Estab
lished Church. as the livings become 
vacant, and to apply them in some 
channel not ecclesiastical, in which the 

, whole population of Ireland could par
ticipate. The objections to this plan 
are, that it would be hard upon the 
Protestant Episcopalians, after having 
pampered them so long with a munifi
cent support, to throw them at once on 
their resources, and that to withdraw 
the Regium DOll.um from the Presby
terians of the North, when they have 
no other provision made for their reli
gious wants, would be to create a just 
discontent among them. There is some 
force in this, inasmuch as upon one 
generation would be thrown the burden 
of the creation and support of a reli
gious organisation which, in voluntary 
churches, is commonly the work of suc
cessive generations of their adherents, 
and the argument may be considered 
almost irresistible when it is offered to a 
Government which does not repudiate, 
but rather cherishes, the principle of 
a State Church. But whatever may be 
the inconveniences of this plan, they 
are, in my estimation, infinitely less than 

those which are inseparable from a con
tinuance of the present system. 

There is, however, another mode of 
settlement which, though open to some 
objection, is probably more likely to 
obtain a general concurrence of opinion 
in its favour in Ireland, and to which, I 
think, a great amount of consent might 
be obtained in England and Scotland. 
Your present ecclesiastical arrangements 
are briefly these :-The Protestant Epis
copal Church has 500,0001. per annum 
entrusted to it, or a principal sum, at" 
twenty years' purchase, of 10,000,0001. 
sterling. The Presbyterian Church or 
Churches have 40,0001. pel" annum, or, 
estimated at the same -rate, a principal 
sum of 800,0001. The Roman Catholic 
Church has 26,0001. per annum, or a 
principal sum of 520,0001. I will say 
nothing about the exact proportions of 
population belonging to each Church, 
for I do not wish to give opportunity 
for dispute about figures. It is suffi
cient to say, what everybody knQWS to 
be true, that the Irish population is 
Catholic, and that the Protestants, 
whether of the Episcopalian or Presby
terian Church, or of both united, are 
a small minority of the Irish people. 
I will admit the temporary hardship of 
at once withdrawing from the Pro
testant sects all the l-esources which 
the State has hitherto provided for 
them; but, at the same time, no one 
can deny, and I cannot forget, the hard
ship to which the Catholics have been 
subjected, inasmuch as they, the poorest 
portion of the people, and by many 
times the most numerous, have been 
shut out from almost all participation 
in the public funds applied to eccle
siastical purposes in Ireland. Is it not 
possible to make an arrangement by 
which the menaced hardship to the 
Protestants may be avoided, and that 
so long endured by the Catholics, in 
part at least, redressed 1 And can this 
be done without departing from the 
principle, • that henceforth there must 
be no Church in Ireland in connection 
with the State l' Let an Act be passed 
to establish a • Church Property Com-
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mission' for Irelaria; and let this Com
mission hold 'in' tri1~t, for certain pur
poses, all the ti thes and other property 
now enjoyed by the Established Church; 
let it, ·in fact, become possessed of the 
10,ooo,qo~/. sterling, the income from 
which now forms the revenues of that 
Church, as the livings and benefices 
become vacant. It would be desirable 
to offer facilities to the landed pro
prietors to purchase the tithes at an 
easy rate, in order that funds might 
be in hand to carry out the other ar
rangements of the scheme. 

I have estimated the total value at 
10,000,0001.; it might not reach that 
sum if the tithes were sold at a low 
rate; but whether it were 10,000,0001. 
or only 8,000,0001. would not affect the 
practicability or the justice of this pro
position. Let this Commission be em
powered and directed to appropriate 
certain portions of this fund as a free 
gift to each of the three. Churches in 
Ireland-to the' Protestant Episcopa
lian, the Presbyterian, and the Roman 
Catholic Church. Whatever is thus 
given must be a free gift, and become 
as much the private property of the 
respective sects or chure-hes as is the 
property of the Free Church in Scot
land, or that of the Wesleyan Method
ists in England. It must no longer 
be a trust from the State, liable to in
terference or recall by the State, or the 
• equality' and independence of the Irish 
sects will not be secured. 

There comes now the question of the 
amounts to be thus given. From some 
inquiries I have made I have arrh'ed at 
the conclusion that if in each parish in ' 
Ireland there was a house and a small 
piece of land, say from ten to twenty 
acres, in the possession of the Roman 
Catholic Church, th8it would be all the 
provision that woula be required or 
wished for, as the general support of 
its ministers would be derived, as at 
present, from the voluntary contribu
tions of their flocks. There are in 
round numbers about 1,000 parishes in 
Ireland. In many of them there is 
now a provision up to the standard 

above stated in the possession of the 
Roman Catholic Church: but I will 
assume that in all of them such provi
sion would have to be made. 1,0001'1 
for each parish, taking one parish with 
another, would amply make up any de- I 

ficiency, and this amount throughout ' 
the parishes of Ireland would require 
the sum of 1,000,0001. sterling to be 
appropriated from the general fund; 
and this should be made over abso
lutely and for ever to the Roman 
Catholics of Ireland, in such hands and 
in such manner as the funds of their 
Church raised by voluntary eff0l1 are 
usually secured. 

Under an arrangement of this kind, of 
course, the special grant to the college 
of Maynooth would be withdrawn. The 
Presbyterians, under the operation of 
this Act, would lose their annual grant 
of 4Q,oool.; but, in place of it, assum
ing that they have an organisation and 
a system of government which would 
enable them to hold and administer 
funds for the use of their Church, a 
portion of the general fund should be 
set apart for them, equal to the produc
tion of a revenue of like amount with. 
that they now receive by grant from 
Parliament. This should also be given 
to them absolutely and for ever, and 
they shoull,i become henceforth a volun
tary and independent Church. 

The Protestant Episcopalians should 
be treated as liberally as the Presby
terians, with whom, it is estimated, 
they are about on a par in point of 
numbers. Assuming that they could 
and would form themselves into a 
Free Episcopal Church, the Commis
sion would be empowered to grant 
them a sum equal to that granted to 
the Presbyterians, and which would be 
about the same in amount as that 
granted to the Catholics. And fur· 
ther, so long as they undertook to keep' 
the churches in repair, they might be 
permitted to retain possession of them 
at a nominal rent, for their own use 
only; and that when or where they had 
no congregation sufficient to maintain 
the church, then the buildings should 
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be at the disposal of the Commission a hope of a fina 
to let or sell, 'as might be thought best. question. 
In the case of the Protestant Episcopa- From Scotland, 
lians, as with the Presbyterians and the • certain quarters in gland....~ ~ 
Catholics, whatever sum is given to. hear of the great e ol"~ 
them must be given absolutely and for over 1,000,0001. sterlin e Roman 
ever, that henceforth they may rely on Catholics of Ireland. It wiilIll,~~IM""'''' 
their own resburces and become a volun- be insisted upon, that to add to the 
tary and independent Church. means of a Church whose teaching is 

The State would thus have distri- held to be • erroneous' is a grievous 
buted about 3,000,0001. of the original national sin; and many will honestly 
fund, and would have relinquished all doubt the wisdom of a scheme which 
claims upon it for ever; and it would proposes such an appropriation of a 
be the duty of the Commission to take portion of a great public fund. Now, 
care that those grants were applied, in there is not a man in the United King
the first instance, for the purposes and in dom more averse to religious endow
the manner intended by the Act. The ments by the State than I am. I object 
remaining 5,000,0001. or 7,000,0001., as to the compulsory levying of a tax from 
the case might be, might, and in my any man to teach any religion, and still 
opinion ought, to be reserved for pur- more to teach a religion in which he 
poses strictly Irish, and directed to the does not believe; and I am of opinion 
educational and moral improvement of that, to take a; Church into the pay of 
the people, without respect to class or the,State, and to place it under the COil'

creed. This fund would extend and trol of the State, is to deaden and cor
perfect the educational institutions of rupt the Church, and to enlist its influ
the country; it would establish and ence on the side of all that is evil in the 
endow free libraries in all the chief civil government. But in the plan now 
towns of Ireland, and would dispense suggested the Irish sects or Churches 
blessings in many channels for the free would be left entirely free, as is the 
and equal enjoyment of the whole popu- Free Church in Scotland, or the Wes
latiou. Of course there will be objec- leyan Methodist Church in England. 
tions started to this scheme, as there The grants once made, each Church 
will be to any scheme which attempts would possess absolutely its own fUllds, 
to remedy an injustice which has lasted just as much as if they were the accu
for centuries. The' Church party' may, mulations of the voluntary contributions 
and probably will, denounce it as a plan and liberality of past generations of its 
of spoliation most cruel and unholy; members, and thus would be avoided 
but no man who proposes to remedy the damage to religion and to civil go
Irish ecclesiastical wrongs can expect to vernment which is· inseparable from 
find favour with the sect whose supre- what is called the union of Church 
macy he is compelled to assail. We and State; whilst the sum granted to 
must hope that State patronage has not each Church, being equal to a provi
so entirely demoralised the members of sion of about 40,0001. per annum, would 
the Protestant Episcopalian sect, either be too small to create any .important 
in England or Ireland, as to leave none corporate influence adverse to the pub
among them w hI! are able to see what lic interest. 
is just on this question, and who are As to the complaint that the sum of 
willing that what is just should be done. J ,000,0001. is proposed to be given to 

. I believe there are many intelligent and the Irish Catholics. I will ask any man 
earnest Churchmen, and some eminent with a head to comprehend and a heart 
politicians connected with the Estab- to feel, to read the history of Ireland, 
lished Church, who would welcome not from the time of Henry VIII, but 
almost any proposition which afforded from the accession of William III, and 
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if he insists upon a settlement of this 
question by grants to the Protestant 
sects, and by the refusal of any corre
sponding grant to the Roman Catholics, . 
I can only say that his statesmanship is 
as wanting in wisdom as his Protest
antism lacks the spirit of Christianity. 
If, for generations, a portion of the Pro
testants of Ireland, few in number but 
possessing much wealth, have enjoyed 
the large ecclesiastical revenues of a 
whole kingdom; and if, during the 
same period, the Roman Catholics, the 
bulk of the population, but possessing 
little wealth, have been thrown entirely 
on their own limited resources, and 
under circumstances of political and 
social inferiority, can it be possible, 
when an attempt shall be made to re
medy some of the manifold injustice of 
past times, that any Englishman or any 
Scotchman will be found to complain 
of the impartiality of the Government, 
and, in his zeal for Protestantism, to 
forget the simple obligations of justice? 

But it may be· objected that it is con
trary to sound policy to make grants of 
public money to any public body, or 
corporation, or sect, not submitting to 
State control-that, in fact, a Church 
receiving anything from the State should 
be a State Church. No one is more 
sensible of the weight and soundness of 
this argument than I am; but observe 
the peculiarities of this case. I start 
from the point that • henceforth there 
shall be no Church in Ireland in 'con
nection with the State.' I have to free 
the Protestant Episcopalian sect and the 
Presbyterians from their State connec
tion; and to make the Irish sects volun
tary Churches for the future. I propose 
an appropriation of about one-third of 
existing ecclesiastical property in Ire
land, with a view to ~often the apparent 
severity of the chang'!! to the sects here
tofore paid by the State, and to make 
some amends to that majority of the 
Irish population, the injustice of whose 
past treatment is admitted by all the 
world. The Protestants of Ireland have 
done hitherto little for themselves. be
cause the bounty of the State has pa~a-

lysed their exertions, or made exertion 
unnecessary. The Cathol~cs have done 
much for themselves; but they are in 
great poverty. and our existing eccle-

. siastical legislation has been felt, and is 
now felt, hy them to be grievously un
just. Would it not be worth the con
cession of the sum I have suggested. 
and of the deviation from ordinary rule 
which I venture to recommend, to ob
tain the grand result which is contem
plated by the change now proposed? I 
have said that there will be objections 
to this scheme and to every scheme. 
The grievance is centuries old, and 
around it are entwined interests, pre
judices. fanaticism, animosities, and con
victions. It is a desperate evil, and 
whoever waits till the remedy is plea
sant to everybody may and will wait 
for ever. The ohject in view is the 
tranquillity of Ireland. The means are 
simple, but altogether novel in that un
happy country-to do full and impar
tial justice to her whole population. I 
propose to leave the Presbyterians as 
well circumstanced as they are now, 
with this exception, that all future ex
tension of their organisation must be 
made at their own cost; and I would 
place the Protestant Episcopalians in as 
good a position as the Presbyterians. 
The Catholics only could have any 
ground of complaint, owing to their 
numbers so far exceeding those of the 
Protestant sects; but in the application 
of the remainder, and much the largest 
portion of the funds, for educational or 
other purposes, they would participate 
exactly in proportion to their numbers; 
and I have a strong belief that, so far 
as they are concerned, such an arrange
ment as is now suggested would be 
accepted as a final settlement of a most 
difficult and irritating question. 

As you know, I am neither Roman 
Catholic, Protestant Episcopalian, nor 
Presbyterian, nor am I an Irishman. 
My interest in this matter is not local 
or sectarian. I have· endeavoured to 
study it, and to regard it as becomes 
an Englishman loving justice and free
dom, anxious for the tranquillity of 
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Ireland, the welfare of the Empire, and 
the honour bf the Imperial Govern
ment. I believe that statesmanship 
does not consist merely in preserving 
institutions, but rather in adapting them 
to the wants of nations, and that it is 
possible so to adapt the institutions of 
Ireland to the wants and circumstances 
of Ireland, that her people may become 
as content as the people of England and 
Scotland are, with the mild monarchy 
under which we live. Some experience 
and much reflection have convinced me 
that all efforts on behalf of industry and 
peace in Ireland will be in great part 
unavailing until we eradicate the senti
ment which is universal among her 
Catholic population-that the Imperial 
Government is partial, and that to be
long to the Roman Catholic Church is 
to incur the suspicion or the hostility of 
the law. A true' equality' established 
among the Irish sects would put an end 
to this pernicious but all-pervading senti
ment; and Catholics. whether priests or 
laymen, would feel that the last link of 
their fetters was at length broken. Su
premacy on the one hand, and a degrad
ing inferiority on the other, would be 
abolished, and the whole atmosphere of 
Irish social and political life would be 
purified. Then, too, Christianity would 
appeal to the population, not as a per
secuting or a persecuted faith, with her 
features disfigured by the violence of 
political conflict, but radiant with the 
divine beauty which belongs to her, and 
speaking with irresistible force to the 
hearts and consciences of men. 

I know not if the statesman be among 
us who is destined to settle this great 
question, but whoever he may be he will 
strengthen the monarchy, earn the grati. 
tude of three kingdoms, and build up for 
himself a lasting renown. I am sensible 
that in writing this letter, and in ex
pressing the views it contains, I run the 
risk of being misunderstood by some 
honest men, and may subject myself to 
misrepresentation and abuse. It is under 
a solemn sense of duty to my country, 
and to the interests of justice and reli
gion, that I have ventured to write it. 
I have endeavoured to divest myself of 
all feeling of preference for, or hostility 
to, any of the Churches or sects in 
Ireland, and to form my judgment in 
this matter upon principles admitted by 
all true statesmanship, and based on tbe 
foundations of Chlistian justice. If I 
should succeed in directing the atten
tion of any portion of those most deeply 
interested to some mode of escape from 
the difficulties with which this question 
is surrounded, I shall willingly submit 
to the suspicions or tondemnation of 
those who cannot concur with me in 
opinion. I wish this long letter were 
more worthy of its purpose. As it is, I 
send it to you, and you may make what
ever use of it you think will be likely to 
serve the cause of • religious equality' in 
Ireland. 

Believe me to be, very truly yours, 

ROCHDALE, 

October 25. 1852. 

JOHN BRIGHT. 

--:·-.. ··liJ:-.,~-·-·:--
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ABERDEEN, LORD, anecdote of, 219. 
Abolitionists in England, 147. 
Absenteeism, remedy for, 189. 
Accidents, how they happen to nations, 

334; political nature of, 355. 
Acland, Mr., his' Imperial Poll-Book: 

394· 
Acland, Mr. T. D., his candidature at 

Birmingham, 336. 
Adams, J. Q., abolitionist, 145. 
Adams, Mr., his appointment as Minis

ter for the United States, 68; his 
arrival, 9fi. 

Adderley, Mr., his statement about two 
provinces in British North AmeIica, 
81 ; his objections to a 14/. franchise, 
36~. 

Addison, anecdote related by, 208. 
, Administrations, what rules them in 
. the House of Commons, 80; succes

sive, have shown no statesmanship 
about Ireland, 178. 

Adullam, cave of, 349. 
Affghan war, costs of, should have been 

borne by England, 46; conduct of, 
60; author of, 104. 

Africa, supply of cotton from, 106; 
tribes in, and their idols, 458. 

, Agency, legal, hateful system, 403. 
Agitation, political, patriotism in Ire

land, 184; substitute for revolution, 
326; for reform, what it is, 399. 

,Agricultural distress, Mr. Disraeli's 
comments on, 423; Committee for, 
refused, 444. 

•• Agricultural interest,' does not include 
labourers, 430; is said to suffer dis
tress, 431 ; doubtfully, ib. 

, A!p"iculturallabourer, low condition of, 
" ID England, I 17 ; condition of, 449-50. 

Agricultural meetings, language held at, 
443· 

Agricultural Society, its gifts, 419. 
Agricultural Societies, long since poli ti

cal,393 • 
• Alabama," case of the, 70, 11'. 
'Alabamas: builders and abettors of, 

127· . 
Alarms, of thase who hear the speaker ' 

advocate extension of the franchise, 
284. 

Alban's, St., raid on, 65. 
Algiers, occupation of, by France, a~ , 

violent as that of Principalities· by 
Russia, 232, 

Alien Bill, proposed, 93. 
Aliens, proceeding of House of Com

mons in case of, 526. 
Allegiance, Oath of, taken by House of 

Commons, 180. 
Alliances dangerous, friendships prefer

able, 238. 
Ambition, when honest, valuable, 453. 
Amendments, in Bills of Supply, power 

of Lords to make, 492. 
America, future prospects of', 139. . 
American colonies, population of, before 

War of Independence, 86. 
American lakes and Black Sea, no 

analogy between, 268 .. 
American nation, jealousy of, in Great 

Britain, 75; not likely to be • de_ 
stroyed: I :l3. _ 

American people, naturally irritable, 
95; their irritation indicates their 
appreciation of English opinion, 96; 
hopes and future of, 114. 

American Union, high aims of, in the 
sacrifices of the war, 73. 

American war, opinions on, divided in 
England, 110; impossible to enter
tain mere neutrality on, 1 u. 
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Americanizing, fear of, by bewildered 
Reformers, 289. 

Americanizing institutions, phrase of 
some cunning knave, intended to 
catch simple dupes, 300. 

Amphibious, reports of the Bishop of 
London being, 521. 

Annexation, policy of, 47. 
Annexations in India, 2f. 
Anonymous writing, speaker's opinions 

on, 448. 
April 10, 1848, panic on, or before, 

31 7. 
Arbitration, should be adopted in claims 

of the United States, 74. 
Argyll, Duke of, his speech fair and 

friendly, 90. 
Aristocracy, not be thralls of, 42 I. 
Aristocracy, absentee, an expression of 

Mr. Disraeli, 201. . 
Aristocracy, British, some members of 

the, not traitors to freedom, 112. 

Aristocracy, Euglish, contains worthy 
men,198. . 

AIistocracy of land and wealth, usurp 
power in England, 394. 

Aristocratical influence, worth nothing 
in Ireland, 173. 

Arithmetic, in relation to Reform, dan
gerous to Mr. Disraeli, 286. 

Arundel, representation of, according to 
Mr. Disraeli, 360. 

Ashworth, Henry, President of the 
Chamber of Commerce, Manchester, 
1°4· 

Astonishment, howl of, at proposals for 
Reform, 307. 

Atlantic cable, utterances on Reform 
like the condition of, 280. 

Attorney-General, the (Sir R. Palmer), 
his speech about the ' Alabama,' 7 I. 

Auckland, Lord, Governor-General of 
India, 6o. 

Audience, magnitude of, at Birmingham, 
371 . 

Austin, Mr., his statelb.ents about Car
marthen in 18340 323. 

Austria, declining strength of (1853), 
232; consequences of her joining 
Russia (1855), .63. 

Ayrton, Mr., his Committee rejected 
voting-papers, 4°1; his opinion on 
agents, 403. 

B. 

Baines, Mr., his statistics on education, 
531 • 

Balance of power, omission of, from 
Mutiny Bill, 221; hackneyed term
Turkey has nothing to do with it, 
231; fruitful cause of war, 232; 
nearly (1865) dead and buried, 33'; 
in representation, a 'phrase of Lord 
Stanley, 304. 

Ballot, importance of, in Ireland, 194; 
Mr. Mill's scruples about, 205; ad
vantages of. in Ireland, ib.; necessity 
of, 287; objections to, from County 
Members, 297; value of, political and 
moral, 309, 3io; to be adopted, after 
proposal of voting-papers, 400; per
missive, speaker opposed to, 40+ 

Banbury, election at, 322. 
Bancroft, Mr., his opinion on the his

tory of America, 98; his description 
of a failure in providing a constitu
tion for Carolina, 202. 

Basis, diplomatic, meaning of, 25~· I 
Bateson, Mr., his views on the contri

bution of Ulster, 165. 
Ba2ley, Mr., President of the Chamber I 

of Commerce, Manchester, 104. I 

Beales, Mr., his description of existing 
representation, ;I 78. 

Beer-houses, how licensed, ~ 12. 
Belfast orators, advised enforcement of 

law, not amendment, 190. 
Belgium, criminal law of, 505. 
Benefit of the poor, strolling players 

acted for, 426. 
Benett, Mr., his desire that he had been 

born an agricultural labourer, 419. 
Benevolence in politics, not worth any-

thing beside justice, 381. 
Ben Jonson, quotation from, 365. 
Bentham, hobgoblin argument, 312. 
BentinCk, Mr., in the same lobby with 

the speaker, 77. 
Bigelow papers quoted, 339, 390. 
Bill, Reform, speaker has prepared one, 

3°2. 
Birmingham, Mr. Bright's election at, 

the speaker's acknowledgment of, 
278; scanty representation of. 285; 
action of, in 1832, 377; minority 
vote in, 4°9; .speaker humiliated by 
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sitting for, except by the majority, 
413. , 

Birney, Mr., of Alabama, 145. 
Birth, monstrous and adulterous, a 

spiritual peer, 284. 
Bishops, Lord J. Russell alternately 

tyrant and vassal of, 5 I 7; value of 
their opinions, 526; their congratu
lations on the Government scheme' of 
education, 534-

Black Sea, preponderance of Russia in, 
256; neutral sea, 257. 

Blair, Mr. Austin, his opinion on capital 
punishment, 507. 

Blair, Colonel, his death in the war, 
245·. 

Blockade, character of, I 20. 
llJood, English, what, if marked on map 

of world, 472. 
Blue Book of Government in 1866, 372. 
Board of Control, frequent changes in 

Presidents of, 4. 
Boasts, uttered by nations, not pau'iotic, 

rational, or moral, II I. 
Bond Street, sentiment expressed by a' 

Member of the House in, 94. 
Bond Street, Old, office in, 326. 
Booker, Mr., his theories on the fall of 

rent, 431. 
Borough franchif;e, the Bill of 186", 

34~; should be on a household basis, 
391. 

Boroughs, state of representation of, 
. 295; rotten character of, 296; dis

tribution of representation in, 387. 
Boroughs, small, scandals of; refuge 

for political destitutes, 322. 
Boroughs, Welsh, character of, 323. 
Boroughs with three Members, 410. 
Boston (U.S.), report of Chamber of 

Commerce in, 130. 
Botanical gardens, notices on, 286. 
Botany Bay. impression taken by Mr. 

Lowe and Mr. Marsh, 350; view of 
Englishmen, should be got rid of, 
383. 

Boundaries, alterations of, suggested by 
Bill of 1859. 320. 

Boyle, Colonel, anecdote of; his death, 
245· 

Bradshaw, a Parliamentary, the lines of 
which converge in Downing Street, 
369. 

Brazil, supply of cotton' from, 1,,6; 
slavery in, threatened, u8. 

Bribe to another Church, a buttress to 
lrish, 207· 

Bright, Mr., his scheme of Indian Go
vernment, 105; his policy in Par
liament, 246. 

Bristol Banquet, Lord Stanley at, on 
Irish affairs, 201, 215. 

British Association, sums expended by 
the, in Irish relief, 164. 

Broth, containing half-a-dozen poisonous 
ingredients, will not make a whole
some dish, ~90. 

Brotherton, Mr., his representation of 
Salford, 522. 

Broughton, Lord, averse to a Committee 
on Indian affairs, 2; President of 
Board of Control in Affghan war, 62. 

Brown, Mr. G., Canadian Minister, 338. 
Buchanan, Mr., expiry of his office, 129. 
Buckingham, Duke of, sale of his land 

in Somerset and cOl!sequent benefit, 
205. 

Budget, of 1859, satisfactory, 481. 
Buffoonery, the, at the Reform Club, 

245· 
Bunting, Mr., his evidence, his politics, 

538. 
Buol, Count, his proposition, 261. 
Burke, Mr., his opinion in 1791, about 

Turkey, 231. 
Burmese war, criticism of, 24. 
Burnes. Si~ Alex., mutilation of his 

despatches, 59. 
Buttress to Irish Church in bribe to 

another Church, 207. 
Buxton, Mr. C., his scheme, 335. 

C. 
Cabinet, the, some Members of. not 

traitors to freedom, 112; composition 
of, 315. 

Cairns, Sir H. (Lord), his project of 
Reform, 368. 

Calamity, political value of, in Great 
Britain, 105; measureless, the Ame
rican war, II3. 

Calcutta, newspapers of, 478. 
Caine, Mr. Lowe's experiences at, 350; 

retained by Mr. Disraeli in 1859, 360. 
Cameron, Mr., evidence of, as to Indian 
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law, 9; as to the employment of 
I natives, J t. 

Campbell, Mr., quotation from his work 
on India, 4; on revenue of India, 
14· . 

Canada, relations with United States, 
. 65; an opportunity for humiliating 
Great Britain, 73; cannot be pro
tected against the United States in 
war, 77; no risk of war between the 
United States and, 78; protective 
system of, ib. ; representation of, based 
011 population, 82; defence. of, who is 
to find it, 83;· cheapness of living in, 
greater than in England, ib.; exposed 
to danger by Irish, Ih6. 

Canadian Confederation, magnitude of 
the scheme, 81. 

Canadian fortifications, partly ·to be 
. borne by Canada, ,8. 

Canadian life peerage,' not likely to 
work well, 82. 

Candidates, pledges of, at hustings, what 
they are worth, 442. 

Canning. Lord, proclamation of. 35; 
not likely to do knowingly what was 
unjust, 39; his relations to the Civil 
Service, 50. 

Capital, large amount of, necessary in 
slave labour, 139; amount of. paying 
legacy duty. in England and Ireland, 
167; easy migration of, 265. 

Cardwell. Mr., motion of, regarding the 
despatch of Lord Ellenborough, 34. 

Carlisle, Earl of, his lecture quoted, 302. 
Carlow borough, election at, 32 •• 
Carlton Club, its agencies, 323. 
Carmarthen, borough of, 323. 
Carnage, accompaniment of war, 140. 
Carnarvon and Dmbigb Hernld, quota-

tions from. 531. 
Catharine, Empress, her Grand Code, 

5°5· 
Catholic emancipation, the Duke of 

. Wellington's concession of, 396. 
Catholic priests, sugge>iions for paying, 

160. 
Catholic University, proposal to endow, 

207. 
Catholics, Ilish, should support their 

own clergy, 150; independence of, 
and success of voluntary principle 
among, 543. 

Cavour, his oplmon on the American 
question, II 2. , 

Cecil, Lord Robert, his policy towards 
United States, 66. See Cranborne, 
Lord. 

Ceylon, a precedent for Indian govern
ment, 27; cost of officials in,low, 48; 
council of, how composed, 55. 

Chalmers, Dr., his opinion of Corn
laws, 384. 

Chambers of Commerce, urging Go
vernment to take possession of Bor
neo, 472. 

Chancellor, Lord, Irish, in 1849, per
sonal worthiness of, but timid and 
inelt, 171. 

Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Glad
stone), his speech at Newcastle, 72; 
believed that chances of success to 
the Northern arms were hopeless, 
108; his opinion on American war, 
113; did understand Irish question 
in 1865, 178. See Glads/one, Mr. 

Change, political, induces disturbance, 
335; no more demanded, if ancient 
franchise were accorded, 391. 

Change of opinion, may take place be
tween promise and election, 404. 

Changes, within fifty years (1845), of 
a material character, 415. 

Changes, political, within twenty-five 
years (llS43-68\, 220. 

Channing, Dr., in fiIvour of freedom, 145. 
Chapman, Maria W., her efforts, 145. 
Charities, how perverted, 534. 
Chatterton, quotation from, 297. 
Cheated, sometimes as pleasant to be, 

as to cheat, 536. 
Child, Lydia Maria, her efforts, 145. 
Children, chief pleasure of domestic 

life, '41. 
China. Emperor of, anecdote of, in re

lation towards his people, 180. 
China war, motion on, Mr. Blight not 

in Parliament during, 3~ 3 . 
• Chivalrous gentlemen,' real mob in 

the United States, 74. 
Chobham, camp at, 460. 

. Christianity, unfriendly to war, 464. 
Christy minstrels, like Lord Derby's 

Government, 375. 
Church, is it true that people are against 

the? 340' 
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Church, alien, an expression of Mr. 
Disraeli, 2~1. 

Church, Established, paroxysm of terror 
of, at • Papal aggression: 521; influ
ence of. favoured by Government plan 
of education, 534; likelihood of her 
members in England supporting their 
own worship, 544-

Church established in Ireland. case of 
England and Wales, 194. 

Church Establishment, Irish, marvel 
that it is not uprooted (1860), 543. 

Church, Irish, a fo:eign Church, 18S : 
Lord Stanley's opinion about, 206; 
Lord Mayo would give it a buttress 
by another bribe. 207; doomed, 208; 
not worth one good man raising his 
voice in support of, 5 3I, 

Church rates, persecution for, in Cam
bridge, 151; repeal of, accepted in 
the speaker's own terms, 206; course 
of motion to repeal, 297; effect of 
contests for, in Rochdale, 540; plans 
for abolishing, 541. 

Church. Scotch, many wish it disestab
lished, 2 I o. 

Cimeter, worship of, among Scythians, 
478-9. 

• City: the,. its opinion on political 
questions, 67. 

Civil Service, rate of paying. 23. 
Civil Service of India, facilities for na

tives entering, little, 56; overpaid. 
48; arrogant, So. 

Civil war in America, 1I8; infamous 
conspiracy against rights of human 
nature, 119; what may follow after 
it has ceased, 132; character of, 146. 

Clamour, out of doors, how to be satis
fied, 5'12 ; charged by officials on their 
opponents, 533. 

Clarendon, Lord, his expression that the 
Government • drifted into' the Rus
sian war, 236; extract from speech 
of, 254; said that Europe was stand
ing on a mine, i.e. Russia. 263; invited 
to take office under Lord Derby. 375. 

Class against class, much more set by 
Mr. Lowe and Mr. Marsh, 350. 

: Classes, no such thing as House of, 368. 
, Clay, Sir William, his opinions criticised, 

259· 
Clergy, Irish, may be good and pious, 

but an evil as established, 187; in an 
unfortunate position, 212. 

Clive, Lord, origin of Indian Govern
ment with him, 101. 

Cobb, Mr., his opinions on reducing all 
labourers to slavery, JI9. 

Cobden, Mr., the drift of his speech 
misinterpreted by Lord Palmerston, 
242 ; his opinion on the President of 
the Board of Works (Sir W. Moles· 
worth), 266; reviled for his theory of 
non-intervention, 331; his offer of 
office, 339; his speech at Rochdale, 
446; his power with Government, 
according to Admiral Napier, 460. 

Coercion Bills, Irish, in abundance, 178. 
Collier, Mr. (Sir R.), opinion of, on the 

, Alabama,' II 2. 

Colonial Government, improvements in, 
476. 

Colonial Office, hastiness of, in the Con
federation, 8 I. 

Colonies, Lord Russell found fault with 
Mr. Bright for objecting to expense 
of colonies, 91 : franchise in, 338; ex
perience of, effects on emigrants, 454. 

Commercial preponderance, followed by 
every other, 257. 

Commission, comparison of, with Com
mittee, 503. 

Commission, Devon, speaker's study of, 
11)9; improvement of Ireland since, 
200. 

Commission, Indian, report of, 8. 
Commission on Punishment of Death, 

how it should be constituted, 510. 
Commission, Royal, of 1850, to inquire 

into India, not granted, IOZ seq. 
Commissioners, Southern, seizure of, 

96. 
Committee on Game Laws, hopes of 

speaker that it may be useful, 441. 
Committee of House of Commons on 

Cotton in 1847, 101. 
Committees of House of Commons, 

,-alue of, 102; what their worth is, 
298; rarely constituted with fairness, 
5°3· 

Common sense and common honesty, 
so called becailse they are rare, 443. 

Commons, House of, disavowed the 
policy of confiscation, 3R; why so 
called, 293; what it should be, 294 ; 
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guarantee of freedom, 340; best judge 
of what is necessary for trade, 496 ; 
its opinion on the Jew Bill, 526. 

Company, East India, character of their 
despatches, 56; renewal of charter in 
1853, 104. 

Companies, London, not much good; 
might be constrained to sell their 
land in Ireland, 204. 

Concession, no use in making, to a bad 
cause, 125. 

Confederate loan, character and ends of, 
127. 

Confiscation in Oude, 35. 
Conquest, belief of some that it pro

motes trade, 472. 
Conscription, necessity of, which should 

call out Mr. Roebuck, 138. 
Conservatism, national peril, 341. 
Conservative, resistance not always, 328; 

foundation of revolution has been 
laid by those who pretend to be spe
cially, 351!. 

Conservative party, in House of Com
mons, toast at Torquay, 341; bound 
to support the Bill of 1866, 369; 
always despairing, 542. 

Conservatives, incompetency and hu
mility of, 314. 

Consolidated fund, proposed to put 
local taxation on, 433. 

Conspiracy, if dirty, the dirt was that of 
Lord Stanley and his friends, 354; 
alternative to, open demonstration, 
393· 

Conspiracy Bill, voting on, 353. 
Con,stantinople, focus of intrigues and 

factions, 226. 
Constituencies, great borough, have 

effected reforms, 383. 
Constitution, of England, not, enjoyed 

by the people, u6; security of in 
England, but sorrows under in Ire
land, 175; who were real framers of 
it, 352; has no more regard to Crown 
and aristocracy th~ it has to the 
people, 374. 

Constitution, British, what is it? 294. 
Continental war, effects of, 463. 
Control, Board of, mischievous charac-

ter of, 19. , 
Com-laws, repeal of, how brought 

about, 296; why repealed, 367; how 

treated by Parliament, 380; circum- I 

stances of, 396; attemptrto re-impose, 
impracticable, 428; action of the 
Ti7TU!s about, 455. 

Corruption of existing representation, 
379· . 

Cotton, growth of, cause why slavery 
was maintained, 87; could not have 
been produced under Indian govern
ment, 101; supply of, from United 
States, ib.; that in the United States 
(1862) less than expected, 106; no 
more will be grown by slave labour, 
ib.; deficiency of, ib.; slow growth of 
supply, ib. ; permission given by 
United States to export, 120; de
struction of, by Southern commanders, 
127; nearly ninety per cent. of, from 
Southern States, 130; increase of, in 
America, when slavery is abolished, 
133; Mr. Bright's interest in it, Lord 
R. Cecil's prodigious interest in it, 
138; supply of, insecure under slavery, 
ib. 

Cotton district, area of, small, 130. 
Cotton famine, extent of, 100. 
Cotton industry an insecure foundation, 

131• 
Cotton supply, prospects of, under free 

labour, 139. 
Cotton, Colonel, despatch of, in 1849, Cj. 

Cotton, Sir Arthur, his suggestions in 
Manchester, 105. 

Council, nominated by Governor-Gene
ral in Canada, 82. 

Counties, franchise 'in, no reason why 
not as extensive as in boroughs, 285 ; 
increase should be given to, 357. 

County elections, costs of, 402. 
County franchise, in the Bill of 1865, 

344; deplorable condition of, 3~8. 
County voters, should be resident in 

them,400• . . 
Country, the, capable of producing great 

warriors, 464. 
Country party, difficult for them to 

franIe a Reform Bill, 321. 
Covenanted service of India, nature 

of,2. 
Coventry, borough of, 326. 
Cranborne, Lord, his unsleeping ill-will, 

72; his objection to working-men 
being called our own flesh and blood, 
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390; his defence of voting-papers, 
... 02; vil'tUJ.lJy gives a ballot for rich 
people, ... 03; said the magistrate's 
drawing-room would be the polling-

· booth, ib.; perfectly consistent, ",07. 
Crime, absence of, in Ireland, 18 ... ; 

state of (1851), "'35. 
Crimea, destructive character of war in, 

1",0; sufferings of soldiers in the, 
2 ... 9· 

Crimean war characterized, 85. 
Crimes, national, for a long period, not 

to be washed away by an hour's re
pentance, 106. 

Criminal law, improvements in the, 
"'76• 

Criticism, hostile, of speaker's views on 
Reform, 293. 

Crotchety people, introduction of, tQ 
House of Commons, ",08. 

Crown, can take no direct part in affairs, 
180; convenience, dignity, nobleness 
of, more fully recognized, 220; re
spect entertained for, 293; conflict 
with, 145; independence of, not at
tacked by Papal Bull, 519. 

Cuba, slavery in, threatened, u8. 
Cumming, Dr., his advice, 517. 

, Curry powder, commended by Duke of 
Norfolk, ",20. 

D. 
: Dalhousie, Earl of (Governor-General 
I of India), value of his opinion on 

India, 3; end of Indian policy with, 
101. 

Dallas, Mr., his resignation, 68; his de
parture, 95. 

,: Daniel the prophet, turned to Jerusalem, 
187. 

Danish question, English Government 
ought not to meddle with, 190. 

Dante, quotation from, 190, 479. 
· Darby, Mr., head of Enclosure Commis

sion, 319. 
· Davies, Mr., evidence of, as to Guzerat, 

14· 
Davis. Mr. (President of Southern States), 

no knowledge of him, 1 ... 1. 
Debt, Indian, 13. 
Debt. National, some consid.er an ad

vantage, ... 69' 

Declamation, cataracts of, in House of 
Commons, 345 • 

Deer, sacred animal, 305. 
Defence, public duty of, 478. 
Deficit in Indian revenue, 13. 
De la Cour, French Ambassador at Con

stantinople, his instructions, 2",2. 
Delane, Mr. John, editor of the 7'imes, 

his controversy with Mr. Cobden, #7. 
Delusion, devilish, that slavery is divine, 

1 ... 6; of war panic, 475. 
Democracy, no fear of, but of claims of 

people, 341. 
Demonstrations in London in favour of 

Reform, 389. 
Demonstrations, open, alternative to 

conspiracy, 393. 
Denmark, policy of Government about, 

unsatisfactory to many Liberals, 70; 
risks of war on behalf of, 329. 

'Deplorable rubbish,' Bill of 1859 de
scribed as, by a speaker, 321. 

Derby, Lord, doing what Lord North 
did, 186; his opinion on· county re
presentation, 295; his accession to 
office a declaration of war against 
the working classes, 374; asked Lord 
Clarendon to take office under him, 
375 ; his statesmanship and patriotism, 
389; his mission to stem democracy, 
ib.; he and his rejected the Reform 
Bill, 397; fomenter of discord, 398; 
his opinion of minority representation, 
408; his' leap in the dark,' 412. 

Derby principle, repudiated in the Co
. lonies, &c., 376. 

Development, diplomatic meaning of, 
255· . 

Devise, power of, elltent it should be. 
454· 

Devon, Lord, his imitation of Mr. 
Disraeli's language, 332. 

Dha!", facts in relation to, ~o. 
Dickinson, Mr., Secretary of the Indian 

Reform Society, referred to, 33. 
Digestion, formidable and robust, of 

Torquay geritlemen, 33+ 
Dillon, Mr., his death a loss to Ireland, 

183. 
Diplomacy, what it is. 31 ..... 
Directors, India, future number of, by 

Act of 1853, J 5. 
Disaffection, Irish, is wide-spread, 159; 

.' 
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would be cured by possession of land. 
204. 

Disestablishment, speaker's plan of, 210. 
Disraeli, Mr., his sensible judgment on 

the American war, 73; bis diffidence, 
77; spoke of 'Confederation' as a 
matter of extreme urgency, 82; la
mented that suspension of Habeas 
Corpus was not perpetual in Ir~and, 
178; his description of Irish society, 
201; differs from Lord Stanley, :11 5 ; 
his courage, or some other quality, in 
saying there is no crisis iu Ireland, 
218; his belief that the Russian was 
a • just and unnecessary war: 224; 
his phrase, 'the Dutch conquest: 
265; his genius, 314; his opinion on 
public expenditure, ih.; quotation from 
his speech of February 2S, 1859, 359; 
his subtle understandiJrg, 361; expec
tations as to his Reform policy, 389; 
his change of vote without change of 
views, 406; thinks that whole com
munity should bear part of the bur
dens of agriculture, 423; his proposal 
shrouded in mystery and confusion, 
424; has abandoned Protection, 430 ; 
admits that fall of rent is no claim for 
relief, 432; convert to Free Trade in 
IS 59, 4So; his rejected Budget, 500; 

Dissenters, why unfriendly to grants for 
religious purposes, IS 2; their rela

. tions to education, 530. 
Dissolution, should have taken place in 

1866,379· 
Distribution, Mr. Disraeli's scheme of, 

in 1859, 359-60; of voters to repre
sentation, 379. 

Distribution and representation, 28a. 
Distribution of Seats, under Bill of 

1865,354-
Division of United States, desired by 

Mr. Roebuck. 137. 
Divisions, number of, on Jew Bill, 526. 
Doctrine, difference of, probably pet

manent, 525. 
Dorsetshire, labourers of, as interested 

in peace as those of Lancashire or 
Suffolk, 270. 

Dost Mahomrp.ed, Sir A. Burnes, agent 
at court of, 60. 

Doubled peerage, and more than doubled 
pauperism, 332. 

Drawing-room of magistrates, polling-
booth,403· , 

Drayford, should be Draycot, changes in, 
205. 

Drifted into war with Russia, 97, 315. 
Droitwich, description of borough of, 

320• 
Drouyn de Lhuys, despatch of, 243. 
Drunkenness, remedies for, 5II ; habits 

of, among gentlemen, passed away, 
512• 

Dublin election, committee for, in
ferences supplied by, 160. 

Dunkirk, fortifications of, 487. 
Dunlop, Mr., motion of, on Affghan 

war, 54-
Dunne, Colonel, his opinion on Irish 
. matters, 169. 

Durham letter, effects of Lord J.RusseU·s 
writing the, 516. 

Durham, Lord, his opinions on Reform, 
308• 

• Dutch conquest, the: phrase of Mr. 
Disraeli, 265. 

E; 

Earthquake, pills good against, 207; 
its tread inaudible, 456. 

Eastern question, difference in Cabinet 
on, 236. 

Ecclesiastical establishments, extent of, 
in India, u. 

Ecclesiastical Titles Bill, repudiated by 
all classes, 521. 

Education, effect of priesthood on liberty 
when it interferes with, 534. 

Education in India, extent of, 12. 
Egypt, supply of cotton from, 106; 

temples of, for worship of reptiles, 
315. 

Elcho, Lord, • brimful of enthusiasm for 
impossible projects,' 331. 

Election, mode of, in United States, 8S. 
Elections, cost of, 3So. 
Electors, number of, 305; number of, 

introduced by Lord Derby in IS59, 
360; number of, who poU, 395. 

Elizabeth, Empress, her edict on capital 
punishment, 505. 

Elizabeth, Queen, her principles not to I 
be adopted, 523. I 

Ellenborough, Lord, despatch of, 33· -l 
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Ellice, Mr., an extraordinary hallucina
tion of his~ 326. 

Emigration, ties of, and amount of, J 34 ; 
voluntary, its character, J 72; amount 
of (J863), 456. 

Emigration to free America, amount of, 
II 3; amount of, in fifteen years, 11 7. 

Emperor of France, his present ~gage
ments (1863), J36. 

Empire, British, not diminished as to 
power and authority by being made 
less, 79. 

Employers of labour, favour extension 
of suffrage, 328. 

Encumbered Estates Bill, delayed, 155. 
England, general policy of, friendly to 

the United States, 73; duty of, in 
American war, to be neutral, 90; 
professes to hate slavery and love 
free government, ib.; would certainly 
fight for Gibraltar, 109; causes why 
some people in, veered round during 
American war, 129; law of entail 
less mischievous in, than in Ireland, 
J6 J; ancient country of Parliaments, 
;I 33; under no danger from priest-
craft, 523. 

English army in India, when small, con
siderate to natives, 49. 

English language, durability of, 76. 
English people, consanguinity of, with 

United States, 76. 
English troops,number of, in Canada. 83. 
Englishman, he can always vote except 

in England, 334. 
Englishman newspaper, quotation from, 

43· 
• Enjoyment' of great revenue. like en

joyment of bad health, 473. 
Entail and settlement, principles of, 157. 
Entails. mischievous character of. in 

, Ireland. J61. J89. 
, Established Church. relations of people 
, to, 280. 
'. Establishment, Irish. absurdity of. J60; 

disendowment of, to what extent. ib. ; 
II. chain. the galling of which is. more 
tormenting than its weight, J87. See 
Churcb • 

• Europe, state of. has its bearing on 
domestic reforms, 328. 

European population in India. num
bers of. JO. 

Evictions, Ireland fand of, J8'5. 
Evils of Ireland, two, Establishment 

and tenure of land, J85. 
Excises, abolition of. 496. 
Exeter Hall, bray of, a phrase of Mr. 

Macaulay, 533. 
Exhibition of J851, fears of Duke of 

Wellington at, 327. 
Exodus, theories of Sir R. Inglis de

rived from. 525. 
Expenditure, public extent of, 382; 

public attention given to, 428; mag
nitude of, 484. 

Exports, relation of taxation to, 460. 

F. 
Failure. Irish Church a, whether con

sidered as a political or religious 
institution. 217. 

Families, great, the patronage they 
enjoy, '295. 

Famine, Irish, urgency of the, 163. 
Fancy propositions. of Reform, like 

flash notes, 337. 
Farm labourers, condition of, 38r. 
Farmers, their organization, ,\26; not 

in a vicious position by action' of 
free-traders, 434; independent, should 
be 'encouraged, 438; some have lost 
5001. a-year by game-preserving, 439 ; 
pressure of income-tax on, 48J. 

Farmers' friends; false and true, 438; 
good for farmer when he loses con-
fidence in, 442. , 

Farmers, Irish, bestowal of proprietary 
rights on, 202. 

Fenianism, existence of, a justification 
for remedial measures, 201·r would 
get no sympathy if occupiers in Ire
land were owners, 204. 

Ferment. what causes it, in the country, 
52 7. 

Feudalism Unknown in United States, 
Jl7; force of, in England, 449. 

• Filial piety' of North American pro-
vinces,8a. 

Finance, Indian, 12. 
Fish-hawk, activity of, 316. 
Fitzgerald, Mr. Seymour, his criticism 

on government, 68. 
Fleets, rivalry in building, 486. 
Fletcher, John (of Madeley), his corre

spondence with Wesley, 509. 
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Fluctuation in traM caused by Com
laws. 420. 

Food. supply .of. hindered by game. 
440 • 

Foreign Office. character of. 315; its 
traditions. 487. 

Foreign policy. out-door relief to English 
aristocracy. 330; nugat<lry character 
.of. 460; advantage of. to aristocracy. 
470; calamities of, 471-2. 

Foreign Secretary. the (Lord Russell), 
negligence of. about the • Alabama: 
70; his speech at Newcastle. 72. 

Formidable. associations of working
men would be. and therefore recom
mended. 392. 

Forster. Mr. W. E .• his opinion of 
nevl'spapers, . 67; reference of. to 
temper ofthe United States, 74; his 
father's self-sacrifice. 1411. 

Fortifications. naval, in France, 475. 
Forty shilling freehold. franchise of. 

should be extended to Scotland, 309. 
Fox, Chas. Jas .• his opinion of Pitt's 

policy as regards Turkey in 1791, 
231; his theory of Reform in 1797, 
299; his BillofI 797. 308; policy of, 
467. 

;France, slow recognition of United 
States by, 110; not bitter to Ameri
can republic, 137; the originator of 
troubles at Constantinople. 225; her 
seizure Df Algiers, 232; alliance with 
Great Britain. 474; trade with, its 
importance, 488. 

France, Emperor of, his wars, and the 
opinion of Europe on them, 486. 

Franchise, borough,· .effect .of Bill of 
1859 on, 324. 

Franchise. lodger, of Bill of 1865, 345 ; 
necessity of settling it for' a long 
time. 357; never universal in Eng
land, 368; proportion who possess 
it. 387. 

Franchise, par<lchial, antiquity of, 299. 
Franchise Bill. brought lli first in 1865, 

356. 
Franchises. in Bill of 1865. 344. 
Franklin, Benjamin, his opinion. on 

virtue, 509. 
Free Church in Scotland, effect& of, 

220; success of, 531. 
Freedom to all men, involved in United 

·States contest, lIB; in America, its 
action on England, 133. I 

Freedom, personal, Irish to be deprived 
of, by suspending Habeas Corpus, 
176; in England, 342. 

Freeholders, in towns, excluded from 
county representation by Bill Df 1859, 
319; a diminishing number, 379 . 

Free-trade, meetings in support of, 417. 
French, the, their desiIe of peace with 

England, 487. 
French dynasties, cost of, to England, 

263. 
French Government, the, its good faith 

in the Commercial Treaty, 501. 
Frenchman (Montalembert), his opinion 

on English Parliament, 300. 
Frenzy, popular, how to deal with, 98. 
Friend of India, quotations from. 6, 7,52. 
Friendship with nations, preferable to 

alliances, 238. 
Frontier, Canadian, power .of defending 

it. 77-
G. 

Game-laws, cause <If attacks on, 297; 
grievance of. 381; mischief of, 434; 
Committee on, moved for by speaker, 
439· . . 

Garibaldi, opinion .of, on American 
question, 112. 

Garrison, Mr. Lloyd, his public career, 
145; his services, 146. 

Gaul, misery of, in fifth century, drove 
many to disbelieve in God's provi
dence, 167. 

Genesis, quotations from, by Sir R. 
Inglis, 525. 

George Griswold,' the, ship destroyed 
by the • Alabama,' 71. 

Germany, sympathy of, for North, II2; 
fighting for, according to Lord J. 
Russell, in Russian war, 263. 

Gibbon, advice given him by Hume, 
76. 

Gibraltar, seizure and retention of, 
indefensible, 108; Governor of, an 
irrational man, 259. 

Gladiator, intellectual, Mr. Lowe, 350. 
Gladstone, Mr .• his hopes frustrated by 

the Russian war, 236; will not re
verse the policy of Sir R. Peel in 1842, 
237; supposed to have resisted ,var 



INDEX. 

with Germany, 339; his statement 
that the '!*?wer of the working·classes 
was dimmislting. 363; his calculation 
as to addition of working·men. 372 ; 
his financial policy satisfactory. 481; 
charges against him as a finance min
ister. 500; the benefits ofhis financial 
policy. 501. 

Glasgow. poor-rate in (1848). 164; 
sympathy of. with Ireland. 195. 

Goderich. Lord. referred to. 3 .... 37. 
Golden.square. Archbishop of. 521. 
Gortchakoff. Prince. his arguments 

about the guarantee. '256; his words 
at Vienna. 260. 

Government, seldom defender of free
dom. 143; negligent of Ireland. J 59; 
speak& with It different voice from 
night to night. 214; its statement 
(1854) delusive. and worthy of a 
harsher word. 2#; necessity 'of 
strong one in 1855. 248; of 1853. 
how broken up. 331; present (Nov. 
1866). reputed to be engaged with 
Reform. 389; corrupted by enormous 
revenues. 473; embarrassment of 
(1853). 459· 

Government. English. unfriendly feel
ing of. to the United States. 69; 
mischievous action of. 134. 

Government Il1'ld Opposition. reciprocal 
kind offices of. 80. 

Government which is not a govern
ment.315· 

Governor-General. reasons for abolish-' 
ing office of. 24; unable to really 
comprehend India. 53. 

Governor-General (i)f Canada. nominates 
Senate. 83. 

Governors of dependencies. how they are 
to be considered and treated. 40. 

Graham. Sir James. his opinion of 
Indian reform. 19; his contempt 
for the Liverpool petitioners of 
'1848. 94; his candour about the 
Russian war. 97. 

Grants, amount of, for education, 5::15. 
Gray. Dr. (Sir John). letter to. on Irish 

Church, 547 sqq,; see 209. 
Great Britain. condition of industry in 

(1855). 250• 
• Great ruler of France: phrase of Mr. 

Roebuck, 136. 

Greatness, national, what constitutes, 
75· 

Greece, claim on. on behalf of Don 
Pacifico. 103; recoguition of, slow, 
JJO. 

Greeley, Hor:tce, his career, 145. 
Grey, Lord, his theory of Reform in 

1797, 299; his Bill of 1797, 308 ; 
his demeanour, when dealing with 
Reform, 333; policy of, 467. 

Grey, Lord ~the younger), his plan, 335. 
Grey, Sir G., spoken before to same 

effect as now (on Ireland), 177 ; 
when SecretllIy in 1848, a great 
panic, 327. 

Grievance of working-men, What is· 
it? 394. 

Grimke, S:trah and Angelina, their 
labours against slavery, 145. 

Grosvenor, Lord, scope of his motion, 
354· 

Grouse, sacred animal, 305. 
Guarantee, territorial, what was the, in 

the Russian war. 256. 

H. 
Habias Corpus, suspended, but also in 

Ireland, 93; suspended for three years 
in Ireland (March, 1868). 200; sus
pended in Ireland by successive Go
vernments, 218. 

Halliday, Mr .• his authority quoted as 
to Indian police, u; his opinion on 
the police of Bengal, 53. 

Hamilton, Lord C., animated and angry. 
204. . 

Hamilton, Mr., says no over-population 
in Ireland, 173. 

Harcourt, Admiral, selection of, as 
person to transport Cardinal Wise
man. 517. 

Hardy, Mr. G., differs from Lord 
Stanley. 2 I 5; his fears of volun
taryism, 219; able and admirable 
speeell of. about Danish war, 330. 

Hare. Mr .• his selleme for representing 
minorities. 407. 

Harwich. borough of, election at. 322. 
Hayes. Mr.. his statements about the 

settlement of land. 163 . 
Hebrews. Epistle to. quoted. 146. 
Henley, Mr., his opinion on numerous 
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Reform Bills, 358; quotation from 
his speech, 362. 

Hennessy, Mr., is in confidence of the 
Emperor and acquainted with his 
plans, 136. 

Heptarchy, no one 'Would restore, why 
then should the United .States ,its 
parallel? 92; not the commencement 
of the voluntary system, 531. 

Herald, New York, mischievous aims 
of,95· 

Herries, Mr., opinions of, quoted by 
Lord J. Russell, 2; shakes his head 
at everything said on Liberal side of 
the House, 433 . 

• Hobgoblin argument, the, 320, 495. 
Hobhouse, Sir J. (Lord Broughton), 

opppsed a Commission to inquire into 
India, 103; the kind of man who is 
made a Minister, illustrated in him, 
104. 

Hole in coat, lasts .longer than patch, 
388. 

Holland, Lord, his opinion about Tur
key in Ill28, 232. 

Homestead Act, the, of the United 
States, 73, 457. 

Hook, Dr., his statistics on education, 
531. 

Homcastle, Mr., his ·efforts against 
game-preserving, 437. 

Horsman, Mr., his alliance with Mr. 
Lowe, 350; on constitutional rights, 
.352; his inconsistency in dealing with 
the Budget of 1860, 489; his opinion 
as to the extreme value of the House 
of.Lords, ib. 

Hour and man, present and needed, 
172 • 

House of Commons, which rule, it or 
Administration? 80; more than one
half elected by one-sixth of enfran
chised, 294; becomes deputy of 
House of Lords, 296; motives which 
induce people to seek a seat in~ 306; 
how elected, 376; that 'Qf 1866, not 
to be trusted, .~98; its vote of more 
importance than that of House of 
Lords, 408; duties and responsibili
ties of, 413. See Commons. 

House of Lords, toast at Torquay, not 
Conservative party in, 341; its action 
on minority scheme, 413; their action 

on the paper-duty, harsh, 497. See 
Lords, Peers. , 

Household franchise, ancient, of the 
people, 352; .basis of a Reform Bill, 
391 • 

Hume, David, his advice to Gibbon, 76. 
Hume, Mr.,:his resolution of 1848,256. 
Hungary, received no sympathy from 

Lord Palmerston, 254; Lord Pal
merston·s treatment of, 462. 

Huntingdon,. not centre of political life, 
412• 

L 

Jdleness, of Irish, forced, 155. 
Idols, numerous, in African tribes, 458 .. 
III feeling between England and Ame-

rica, causes of, II5. 
Imperial Government, object of hatred 

to Irish, 187. 
Income-tax, not to .be substituted for 

rate in aid, 166; doubled during 
Russian war but ,not doubled result, 
236; incidence of, .281; hateful and 
unjust, 481. 

Independence, War of, what was the 
question in it, 88. 

Independence of Canada, more digni-
fied position, 83. I 

India, speech of Sir Charles Wood, I; 
vacillation of Government .on mea
sures for, ib.; legislation on, proposed 
by Lord J. Russell in 1853, 2; pa
tronage system and covenanted se .... 
vice, character of, ib.; state of, on the 
evidence of a private letter, 9; justice, 
administration of, in, ib.; European 
population of, 10; trade of, with 
Great Britain, ib.; education in, 12; 
ecclesiastical establishments in, ib.; 
finance of, loans of, ib.; debt of, 13 ; 
deficit in revenue of, ib.; results of 
the Government policy predicted, 16; 
Bill of 18SS, IS; deficiency of roads 
in, 22; finances of, ib.; loans of, ib.; 
population of, 23; languages in, 25; 
impossible to always retain it, 28; 
proper policy towards, 30; native 
princes of, tricked out of their terri
tories, 31; Court of Appeal for, 
necessary, ib.; commission of inquiry 
into, necessary, ib.; people of, know 
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little of parliamentary debates, 34; 
execution~in; 43; Loan Bill of 1859, 
45 seq.; deficits in revenue of, ib.; 
debt of, 46; cost of army in, great, 
47: amount of troops in (1859),48; 
want of confidence between Euro
peans and natives, 49; magistrates 
in, always moving, 53; police of, 
worthless, ib.; policy for, to de
centralize government, 54; scheme 
for government of, ib.; effect of read
ing Queen's proclamation in, 56 ; 
duty of England to, 58; origin of 
our government in, 101; hopes of 
cotton from, ib.: plan of stimulating 
supply of cotton from, 106; commis
sion to, on cotton supply, thwarted 
by the folly' of a foolish Minister, 
138 : risks of, from Russia, 462 ; king
doms in, seized, 471. 

India, Government of, irresponsible 
in its character, 3; changes of, from 
1784 to 1853, "I: what it should be, 
19; policy of, fatal to cotton grow
ing, 101. 

Indian mutiny, characterized, 85. 
Indian reform, real authors of, 105. 
Indian trade, monopoly of, 101. 
Indians, Red, tribe of, subscribed to 

Irish relief, 174. 
• Influential classes,' mischievous action 

of, 134. 
Inglis, Sir R., his quotations from 

Genesis, 506; his honesty and con
sistency. 525: origin of his political 
morality. ib.;' his feelings towards 
the Government scheme of educa
tion.534· 

Inheritance. law of. 281. 
Insanity feigned by the Syrian monk, 

521 • 
Inspectors. School. how appointed. 533. 
Institutions. ·how rendered safe. 339. 
Insurrection. chronic in Ireland. 177. 
Insurrection of slaves. impossible in 

Southern States. 132. 
Interest on money invested in land, 432. 
Intervention, generally calamitous. 239: 

Peace Society hostile to. 461: various 
kinds of. ib.; futility of. ib. 

Intestacy. division of estates under. 450. 
Intestate estates. how to deal with. 171. 
Intrigues against Bill of 1866, 373. 

Invasion' of Rome agreed to by Great 
Britain. 519. 

Inventions introduced from America. 
301• 

Ireland. crime and outrage in. action of 
Government towards, justified. 153; 
public sentiment in. degraded. ib.; 
misgovernment, all parties culpable 
for. 154; difficulty of giving relief to. 
158; remedies for. 159; tenure of 
land in. how to be reformed. 161; 
should be treated as part of England, 
ib.; Committee on. recommended rate 
in aid, 163; amount of aid contri
buted· to, 164; . calamities of. true 
authors of. if existent. 166; .wretched
ness of. 167; evils of. extravagance of 
proprietors. life interests in. 169; how 
to buy land in. 170; state of. 172; 
overpopulation of. denied by Messrs. 
Hamilton and Twisleton, 173; in
terest of speaker in. 176; people of 
would. if they could. unmoor it, and 
take it 2,000 miles away, 177; for 
sixty-five years only three Irish re
forms effected. ib.; constantly insulted 
for sixty-five years. 178; suspension 
of Habeas Corpus in. no remedy for 
disaffection. 181 ; wrongs of. support
ed by one who is great on wrongs of 
Poland. 186; future of, in obedience 
to justice, 190; representation of. de
scribed. 193-4; acknowledgment of 
speaker's sympathy for. 196; earth
quake in. in Fenianism. 208; accord
ing to Lord Stanley. in a painful and 
dangerous condition. 2 I 5; improved 
feeling in (1868). 222; condition of. 
not desirable for imitation in Eng
land. 394; favoured field for policy 
of Tory palty. 397; no sympathy of 
Mr. Disraeli with, 425 : Ecclesiastical 
Titles Bill widened gulf between. and 
England,5 20• 

Irish. the, war party in the United 
States. 74; inhuence of, in United 
States. 159; generosity and fidelity 

. of people to their Church, 210. 

Irish in America. influence of. 179; edu
cation of, ib.; hatred to England of, 
180; remittances of. to Ireland. 184. 

Irish Church. religious or political insti
tution. 216. 
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Irish difficulty, permanent character of 
the, 161. 

Irish Episcopalians, some favourable 
to disestablishment, 219. 

Irish Establishment. root of all evils, J 50. 
Irish matters occupied session of 1849, 

166. 
Irish Members fail to bring forward 

remedies, I H; seldom discuss ques
tions affecting Great Britain, 543. 

Irish people, idle and starving, J 55; free 
from crime, industrious, joyous, cheer
. ful, grateful, 177; turn to America, 
187. 

Irish policy of Lord Mayo, grotesque 
and imbecile, 207. 

Irish proprietors, extravagant, 169. 
Irish question, treatment of, force and 

alms, 166. 
Irish representation, a fraud, 160. 
Irish session of Parliament should be 

held, IHo. 
Issachar, the middle class in position of, 

388. 
Italian war, alluded to, 85. 

J. 
Jackals, like place-hunters, 4700 
Jefferson, Mr., his opinion of slavery, 

and the causes which kept it up, 87; 
his opinion on newspapers, I U; his 
abolition of prinIogeniture and entail, 
45 r. 

J ervois, Colonel, his report on defences 
of Canada, 6+ 

Jew Bill, why the speaker did not earlier 
address the House on, 524. 

Judges, opinions of the, in relation to 
punishment of death, 503; their par
liamentary antecedents, 509 ; their 
attachment to existing Jaws, 510. 

Jugglers, minority representation like 
tricks of, 4II. 

Justice, duty to do, by the people and 
priests in Ireland, 208; worth more 
than benevolence, 382; inIpossible 
from a class, ib. 

K. 

Kars, defence of, 287. 
Kaye, Mr., quotations from his work on 

India, ... 5; on revenue of India, 1+ 

Kidderminster, Mr. Lowe at, 350. 
Kilkenny, Parliament of, t84. 
Kinglake, Mr., his travels, 470. 
Kistna embankment, 8. 
Kossuth, his opinion on the American , 

question, lIZ. 

L 
Labour, plan recommended for, by I 

Southern politicians, 119; contrast 
between, in Free and Slave States, 
126; not honourable in Southern 
States, 131; low wages of, in Ireland, 
167; property of poor man, 173. 

Labour, free, could not go to Southern 
States, 139. 

Labourer, agricultural, his condition, 
'P9; farmers interested in prosperity 
of, 0440; wages of, 456. 

Laird, Mr., language of, about the 
• Alabama,' ,0; violated neutrality 
of the country. ib. 

Lake, French, the Mediterranean. by 
occupation of Algiers, might have 
been said to have become by ala.m
ists, 232. . 

Lancashire, orderly conduct of people 
in, during cotton famine, 100; effects 
on, of war, 127; supply of cotton to, 
from Southern States, 130; cotton in
dustry in, sufferings of, 133; overrun 
with Irish pauperism, 157; state of 
trade in tlll54). 237; endurance of 
people in, 477. 

Land, proprietorship of, confers poli
tical power. 156; reforms in convey
ance of, ib.; tying up of, cause of 
Irish misery, 16:!; sale of, difficulties 
in, should be removed, 171 ; owner
ship of, in Ireland, by confiscation, 
187; mistake to think it should be 
property of rich only, 202; in Eng
land and Scotland, how distributed, 
381; interest on money invested in, 
431; succession to, duties on, 483. 

Land Improvement Company. legisla
ture ready to charter in Ireland, not 
in England. 168. 

Land laws, alterations in, 313. 
Land question, Irish, how to be settled. 

161; never yet before English nation, 
195· 
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Land system, Irish, plan to modify, 
J96-7· • 

Landed gentlemen, terror of, not wise, 
4~5· 

Landlord rule, effects of, 417. 
Landlord and tenant in Ireland, rela

tions of, 155. 
Landlords, Irish, have mistaken their 

own interest, 203. 
Landowner, his fortunate condition, 448. 
Landowner, Irish, creature of conquest, 

J85; hated, 188. 
Landowners, difficulties among, how 

accounted for, 431; by limiting the 
supply of food, responsible for evil of 
Game-laws, 440. 

Languages in India, numerous. 25. 
I Lansdowne, Lord, his nomination of 
~ Mr. Lowe, 350. 
:1 Land debate, Mr. Bramstou's part in, 

416• 
Law, international, what is it? 96. 
Laws in America based on those of 

United Kingdom, 116. 
Lawson, Mr., proposals of, in his Per-

missive Bill, 512. 
j. Layard, Mr., his belief that the country 
~ was in a • triumphant position' in de-
c daring war against Russia. '124. 

League, Anti Corn·law, O'Connell's 
~ assistance to, 196; threatened to 
'" purchase freeholds, 401; Council of, 

its agency, 415; funds of, 421. 
,. Leases, uncommon in Ireland, especially 

to Catholics, 187; customary dura
tion of Irish, 203. 

Legacy duty, different on real and per
sonal property, 28 J. 

Legacy duties, unfairness in, incidence 
of,48l1• 

Legislation, should not be of rich for 
poor, or poor for rich, but all for all, 
383; inequalities of, 417; special, on 
intoxicating liquors, 513. 

'. Legislature, unworthy of trust, if . it 
cannot discover remedy for evils, 
201. 

. Leviticus, opinions of Sir R. Inglis de
rived from, 525. 

. Lewis, Mr. J. S .• his opinion on capital 
punishment, 507. 

Lewis. Sir G. C •• his address to his 
Radnor constituents, 266. 

Liberal party. in Ireland and England 
should be united. 196; creed of, the 
speaker's sentiments, 468. 

Liberation Society, assaults of, do not 
cause suffering to English Church, 
220. 

Liberty, representative institutions ne
cessary to, 304; invaded by adding 
to powers of a priesthood in educa
tion, 534. 

Licences for seIling drink yearly, 513. 
Life interests, how to deal with, 172. 
Lincoln, President, favonrable to peace, 

67; his. unchanging wish to continue 
friendly relations, ib.; his second 
election, 7.~; his newspaper enemies, 
95; unlikelihood that he would quarrel 
with England, 97 ; justification of his 
policy of war, 109; accession of, 129; 
his party peaceable. 138. 

Line drawD by Reform Bill, no line 
drawn by speaker, 298. 

Literature of England in United States. 
II6. 

Littledale, Mr., his circular, 432. 
Liverpool, petition from, in 1848,94; 

burden of Irish pauperism on, 164. 
Livingstone, Dr., story told by him, 

316. 
Lloyd. Mr .• murder of, proof that Ire

land is demoralized, 154-
Loans, if right in order to improve, 

may be judicious in order to buy. 
202 ; to Irish landlords, nature of, 
156• 

Loans, Indian, 12, 22; high rate of in
terest for, 46. 

Locke, his constitution for Carolina, 
203. 

Lodger franchise in Bill of 1865, 346. 
Lodgers, franchise of, in Scotland, 309. 
London, Bishop of (Dr. Blomfield), re-

ported to be amphibious, 521. 
London press, written for West End 

people, Il3. 
Looming in the future, imitated from 

Mr. Disraeli, by Lord Devon, 332. 
Lords, House of, inactivity of, 68; 

its furtherance of freedom, 28.~: 
Mr. Horsman's opinion of its value • 
489; its serenity, 527. 

Lords Lieutenant, some anxious to be 
just, 178. 
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Losses of life, the, in the Crimean war, 
251. 

Louis of Bavaria, reply of a monk to, 
218. 

Louis Philippe, cause of downfall of, 
374· 

Lovejoy, Elijah P., his self-devotion, 
146. 

• Low ' view of war, what is it? 262. 
Lowe, Mr., his opinion on .the defences 

of Canada, 74; his severe criticisms, 
202; his offensive terms, 208; appeal 
to, for his support of Lord Russell's 
Reform Bill, 344; his opinions on 
Reform in 1859, 349; his alliance 
with Mr. Horsman, 350; sketch of 
his political experiences, ib.; expla
nation made to, 353; had no con
stituency, 373; quotations from his 
speeches, ib.; passage.from his speech 
should be before all workmen, 377 ; 
invited to join Lord Derby, 390; his 
minority plan, 406. 

• Lowe theory,' disagreement of facts 
from, 366. 

Lowe, Mr., of New York, his losses by 
the' Alabama,' 71. 

Lower classes, term not \lIlderstood in 
United States, 117. 

Loyalty, origin of, 180; of Canada, 
suspected by some to have its price, 
83-

Lunatic, delusion of, at Derby, 475. 
Lytton, Sir E., his prediction, ·94; his 

alalmist speeches, 364; quotation 
from, ib. 

M. 
Macaulay, Mr. (Lord), Bill of, in 18.~3, 

9, 11; his advocacy of the _ Govern
ment scheme of education, 529; his 
courtesies towards Nonconformists, 
53 2 • 

Macclellan, Irish vote for, 74. 
Mackay, Mr., sent out by Manchester 

Chamber of Commerce to India, 10, 
104. 

Mackintosh, Sir James, his evidence as 
to capital punishment, 506. 

Magistrate, drawing-room of the, poll
ing-booth, 403. 

Magistrates, grant oflicences by, 514. 

Mahometans, condition of the, 516. 
Majority, election by, fO,#last six hun

dred years, 409. 
Majority in the Lords against abolishing 

paper-duty, how obtained, 498. 
Malt-tax, suggestion for repeal of, 

426• 
Manchester, poor-rate in (1848), 164; 

assessment of, ib.; incidental charges 
on, 165; under minority represen
tation worse off than Salford, 410; 
resolutions of meeting at, 412. 

Mangel-wurzel, recommended to Ia· 
bourers by some dean, 420. 

Mangles, Mr., his statements as to the 
nature of the Indian Government, 5 ; 
opinions on Indian reform, 18. 

Mann, Mr., opinions of, 120. 
Manners, Lord J., his quotations, cha

racter of, 43', 
Mansion House, built from fines levied 

on Nonjurors and Dissenters, 516. 
Manufactures, pressure of income-tax 

on, 481. 
Mark-lan. Express, its dissatisfaction at 

Mr. Disraeli's proposals, 426. 
Marshall, Mr., editor of the Friend of 

India, 6. 
Martineau, Harriet, her article of Dec. 

1838• 145· 
Mask, Man in the, misrepresentations 

of,453· 
Mason, Mr., envoy to Great Britain, 

121; author of Fugitive Slave Law, 
ib. 

Maynooth, grant to, speaker's objection 
to, 149, 208; grant to, does not cure 
discontent, 150; grant to, act of, 
must be repealed, 209. 

Meanness, c1Iaracterises opinions which 
suppose England would be greater, 
if other nations were divided, 94. 

Mediterranean, a French lake, 462. 
Meetings, public, friendly to the North, 

In; Refolm, by whom attended in 
1858, 3'7· 

Members, Irish, disunited, 190. 
Menchikoff, Prince, his negotiations 

with Turkey, 2'7. 
Merchants of United States, gifts of, to 

Lancashire, IlS. 
Metropolitan boroughs, free from riot, 

402• 
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Mexico, war of United States with, un
just and unlgecessary, 23l1. 

Mial!, Mr., his great merits, 209, 543; 
no real cause of catastrophe to the 
Church, no. 

Middle class, it is said, indifferent to 
Reform, 386; now Battered, ib. 

Miles, Mr., is probably horrified, 301. 
Military authorities unfit to be trusted 

to determine amount of necessary 
forces, 49. 

Military service in India, cost of, 47. 
· Mill. Mr., his History of Hritish India 

referred to, 39, 52. 
• Mill, Mr. J. 5., his Irish scheme vast 

and extraordinary, 205; his view. in 
relation to introduction of working
men, 356; his support of the mino
rity voting, 407. 

· Millions, difficulty of realising such 
numbers, II7 ; impossible to conceive, 
469. 

Ministry, Lord Derby's. of 1~58; just to 
give it a fair trial. 41. 

Minority. speaker often in. 181; Mr. 
Disraeli's Government leaders of a. 

to 2 r 4; how represented, 337; member 
for taking office. case of. 4 r 3. 

~ Minority representation, bad precedent 
: to electors, 'In. 
, Minorityvoting, Mr. Lowe's plan or, 406. 
· Minorities. representation or. majority 
, against and for. 407. 
Mirabeau. his opinion of English cri

~ minal law, 504-
· Miracle, daily. of nature. and industry. 

443· 
Misery. no necessity for, 195. 
Mississippi river in Slave States. 93; 

senator from, his opinion of .cotton 
supply under free labour. 139. 

Mob in America unknown. except among 
· the 'chivalry" 74. 
Mogul princes. nature of government 

by. according to Mr. Kaye, 6. 
'Mohammedans tum to Mecca. 187. 
,Molesworth, Mr., his History of the 

Reform Bill. 33". 
'Monck, Lord. ,Governor-General of 

Canada. 65. 
Monk. the Syrian. story of. 531. 
Moral government of the world. the 

speaker believes in. 140. 

Moral law, in place of Urim and Thum
mim,479· . 

Morality, basis of national greatness. 
478• 

Morality of recognition, not apparently 
of much interest to Mr. Roebuck, 140. 

Morocco. Emperor of, married to an 
Irish lady, 259; his interests in the 
diplomatic negotiations, ib. 

Mosheim. his account of calamities in 
Gaul, 167· 

Mountebank selling pills, 208. 
Multiplication table. hostility of political 

opponents renders them unable to 
understand. 496. 

Municipal councils, advantage of grant
ing licences at discretion of, 514. 

Murder. many degrees of. 504. 
Museum, British. defence .of, on April 

10, 1848,327. 
Mutilation of Burnes' despatches. 61. 
Mutiny Bm. omission of words 'balance 

of power' from. 221. 

N. 
Napier. Admiral Sir Charles. dinner to. 

on occasion of his appointment to 
Haltic Beet, 97; his theory of Mr. Cob
den's power, 460; his war panics. 484. 

N ashville. correspondent from. 12 7. 
Nation. what constitutes. 478. 
Nationalities. view of this question. as 

entertained by the people and the 
. Government. 240; attempts to ~evive, 

by war. 249. 
Natives of India. not employed by Go

vernment. II. 
Necker, story of. 270. 
Negroes in United States, 332; not se

cessionists, duty towards them, 93. 
Nesselrode. Count, his interpretation of 

the Vienna note, 228; his despatch 
quoted, 242. 

Newdegate. Mr .• his petition about mi
nority voting. 409. 

New Orleans, condition of, 127. 
Newspaper stamp. proposal to abolish. 

236• 
Newspapers. opbion of the, its value, 

67 ; utter ignorance of, in discovering 
a resemblance between secession and 
the War of Independence, 88; the most 
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powerful representative of wealthy 
opinion, unfair to America and its 
statesmen, 91; what they would have 
said if the North had acquiesced in 
secession, 93; English Liberal, some 
of, friendly to slavery, I H ; Jefferson's 
opinions on, I Z 2 ; printed by American 
machines, 301; London, urged war 
on behalf of Denmark, 329; Protec
tionist, abuse United States, 418. 

New York, people of, speak and read 
English, 116; politician of, described, 
448. 

Nobility, position of, if they go against 
the popular party, 3:;5. 

Nomination, if no poIling, settles elec
tion,4II• 

Nonconformists, generally opposed to 
Maynooth grant, 152; why people 
are so, 533. 

Nonjurors, fines levied on the, 516. 
Norfolk, Duke of, his curry powder 

plan, 420. 
Norfolk News of 1859, quotation from, 

348. 
Norman families, cost of maintaining, 

473· 
North, Lord, what he did, now being 

, done by Lord Derby, 186. 
Northcote, Sir Stafford, his dislike to 

extending the franchise, 390. 
Northern States, conscientiously opposed 

to slavery, 87; wholly unprepared for 
war, 108; impossible that they should 
acquiesce in secession, I 29. . 

Nova Scotia, unwilling to come into the 
Confederation, 81. 

O. 
Oaths, taken in House of Commons, 

525; use of, 528. 
Oatmeal, dogs fed on, and no doubt 

wholesome, 315. 
Occupier at Sol., the least independent 

elector, 319. 
O'Connell, desire to deprive him of his 

organization, 151; his powers em· 
ployed in defence of freedom, 196. 

O'Donoghue, The, speaker voted with. 
181. 

Office, retention of, or secession from, 
a matter of individual conscience or 

jUdgment, 247; effect of, on state"., 
men, 349; people iJf, charge their 
opponents with clamour, 533. 

Officers, great loss of, in Crimean war, 
245· 

Olmiitz note, rejected by our Govern
ment,243· 

Opium, question and revenue of, 15; 
tax 01' 45. 

Opium war, incapable of justification, 
47 2 • 

Opposition, which is not an Opposi
tion, 215; to Bm of 1865, would be . 
strengthened by small boroughs, 357 .. ' 

Otway, Mr., his motion to avoid the 
wonls • balance of power,' 2ZI. 

Oude, King of, deposed, and indignities' 
offered to his family, 37; kingdom of, 
36; taxes taken from, 37; 1,400 forts 
destroyed in, 49. 

Owners, large, devouring small ones, 
~~ ) 

Oxford, Member for (Mr. Cardwell), his 
defence of the Canadian fortifications, 
78; his' glowing language' about wise 
men,82. ' 

P. 

Pacifico, Don, a fraudulent Jew, sup
ported in his claims by Lord Palmer
stan, 103; case of, allusion to, 241. 

Pakington, Sir J., his projects, 382. 
Palladio, his design for the Mansion. 

House rejected, 517. . 
Palmerston, Lord, speech of, in which' 

he boasted of name of England, 17; 
India, Bill of. 18; his responsibility in 
relation to Burnes' despatches, 6~ ; his 
policy in relation to hill Cabinet, 79; 
his relations tllwards Don Pacifico, 
103; his belief in the growing strength 
of Turkey, 225; a monstrous state-, 
ment of his, as to the improvement of ' 
the Turks, 240; achieved a victory in j 
Hampshire which Voltaire failed in,,' 
2#; the speaker has no wish to see . 
his Government overthrown (1855), ' 
247; reasons for this feeling, 249; 
showed no sympathy for Hungary, 
ib.; his want of seriousness, 26g; 
just and sensible observation of, 327: 
cartloads of rhetorical rubbish by, on, 



INDEX. 573 

proper duties of England, 331; might 
have passed 'In Reform Bill, 333; his 
not offering the speaker office, 340; 
his treatment of Roman Republic, 
462; of Hungary, ib. 

Pandemonium, excelled by slaveholding 
America, 121. 

Paper-duties, origin of, 495. 
Paper-duty, remission of, its advantages, 

496. 
Paradise of official men, Downing-street, 

369. 
Paris, accidents in, in 1848, 351. 
Parliament, Imperial, Irish anxious to 

shake off rule of, 176; sitting in Lon
don, some Irish have no hope in, 192 ; 
proof that it does not represent the 
nation, 280; before 1832, as bad as 
could be, 38o; how has it done any 
good things, 382; unreformed, com
mitted more outrages than absolute 
monarchs, 395 ; necessity of maintain
ing its privileges, 501; Member of, 
his duty, 522. 

Parliamentary Candidate Society, Sir 
E. Lytton a member of, 365. 

Parliamentary Reform, in England, 
wouk! aid Ireland, 190; what the 
Public means by it, 319. 

Parliaments, England ancient country 
of, 333. 

Parochial franchise, ancient and reason
able basis for parliamentary snffrage, 
284. 

Party, Irish question should be above, 
179; may be made by two men, 350. 

Patch, does not last as long as a hole, 
388. 

Patriarch, Hebrew, his language about 
Issachar, 388. 

Patronage, holy thing, 3:19. 
Pauperism, Irish in English towns, 164; 

more than doubled, 332; extent of, 
381 ; magnitude of, 388; growth of, 
418; amount of, 477. 

Peace, words of, written in every page 
of the New Testament, 464. 

Peace at any price, advQcated as the 
duty of the United States; war at any 
cost when Englan<l is affected, ~p; 
speaker does not discuss, 224. 

Peace party in United States, what it 
is, 139. 

Peasant proprietors, the' speaker has no 
opinion on, 203. 

Pease, Mr., his experiences of slavery, 
141. 

Peel, General, speech of, about Danish 
war, 330; his view of a rigid line an 
error, 368; his objection to reduction 
of the franchise, 390. 

Peel, Sir Robert, speech of, in 1842,13 ; 
his behaviour in relation to the Com
mission moved for in 1850, 1°3; his 
scheme for Ireland, 166; suggested 
that the Lord Chancellor should be 
ousted, 171; his gravity, and solem
nity, when hostilities with the United 
States were threatening, 245; his 
difficulties in 1845, 416; policy of, 
467; his last speech, ib. 

Peer, what is his birth and education, 
283. 

Peer, spiritual, of monstrous, of adul
terous birth, 284. 

Peerage, doubled, 332. 
Peerages, life, rejection of, by the House 

of Lords, 293. 
Peers, freely criticise the House of Com

mons, 67; House of, slowness of the, 
282; exclusive, and influential, 286 ; 
cannot be permanent, as an hereditary 
House, 293; their speeches, 485; 
creation of new, 527. See Lords, 
House of Lords_ 

Pelican, stupidity of, 316. 
Penn, quotation from, 212; his defini

. tion of freedom, 30 5, 394. 
People, exclusion of, from representa

tion; 324; progress of, up to 1865, 
332; if they fix their eyes on House 
of Commons, who can refuse their 
demand? 334; intelligence of, ad
mitted by Mr. Lowe. 352. 

Permissive Bill, voting-papers said to 
be a, but a fallacy, 402. 

Persecution, advocates of, what they 
want, 522; of Society of Friends, S37. 

Perspiration, tears of Syrian monk as 
natural as, 52 I. 

Petersfield, case of borough of, 320. 
Petitions, number of, on Reform Bills, 

351. 
Pills good against the earthquake, 208. 
Place, Mr. Francis, anecdote of, 351. 
Place-hunters, like jackals of desert, 470. 
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Platt, Mr., introduced a machine from 
America, 301. 

Players, strolling, their performance for 
benefit of the poor, 426. 

Plurality of voting, parochial, for reasons 
which do not apply to parliamentary, 
308• 

Poland, wrongs of, 186; Lord Russell 
has no mind to go to war for, 253. 

Political gains of last twenty-five years 
(1866) are speaker's political gains, 
369. 

Political meetings, once not allowed in 
Scotland, 3 II. 

Political reasons, high, are curious, 
451 • 

Poll, number of electors who, 394. 
Polling-booth, magistrate's drawing

room the, 403 •. 
Poor-law, Irish, effect of, J 54. 
Poor-rate, decreasing propomon of, 

borne by land, 433. 
Pope, the, subscribed to Irish relief, 174; 

language of, offensive, but official, 
518; the extent of his authority, 533. 

Popery, haters of, support supremacy of 
Irish Church, 188. 

Popularity not to be considered, but 
wisdom and justice, 238. 

Population, increase of, from slaves, 
131; growth of, in Slave States, 138; 
growth of, and Com-laws, 416; 
effects of war on, 478. 

Population and representation, 281. 
Portarlington, retained by Mr. Disraeli 

in 1859. 360 • 
• Poverty and passion: phrase of Sir E. 

Lytton, 364. 
Power, false to say the middle clllSS 

have it, .l86. 
Powerful, assertion that states .are·too, 

liable to retaliation, I II. 
Precedents, of privilege of the House of 

Commons, 491; of 1407, ib.; of 
1640, '492; of 1671, ib.; of 1678, 
493; of 1691, ib.; of 1700, 494; of 
1702-1719, ib. 

Presidencies in India, sketch of, ac
cording to speaker, 26. 

President of United States, his position, 
265. 

Presidential election, highest object of 
ambition, and reasonably so, SIl. 

Press, mischievous action of, 134; its . 
view about thirty hour' of talk, 200. 

Preston, Mr., his evidence as to effect 
of the Com· laws, 432. 

Pretences on behalf of Irish Church, 
religious or political, 2 I 6. 

Priesthood, exercised on education, its 
effects on liberty, 534. 

Priests, Irish, desire to tame them, 151 ; 
charged with causing discontent, 
falsely, 18+ ' . 

Primogeniture, law of, unnatural and 
unjust, 161; to be abolished, 171; 
mischievous in Ireland, 189. 

Privilege, has sympathies in American 
war, 125; of House of Commons, 490. 

Privy Council, grants of, for education, 
and their distribution, 535. 

Probate-duty, not extended to land, 483. 
Proclamation, of neutrality, effects of, 

68; that of the 14th of May. circum
stances attending, 95; of President 
Lincoln, 141; legal and effective, ib. 

Progress of people, argument in favour 
of Reform, 399. 

Property, interference with, in distress, I 
necessary, for labour is property of 
poor man, 173; test of, in represen- I 

tation, 306. 
Property in land, qualified, 202. 
Proprietors, Court of, absurd resolution 

of,lo. 
Prosperity, increase of, durillg a genera

tion (1859),324. 
Protection, delusions of; 476. 
Protectionist papers, stock-in-trade of, 

418. 
Protectorate, Christian, the, 256. 
Protestantism, best hopes of, in dis

establishing Irish Church, 18S. 
Protestants, ascendant in Ireland, 150; 

number of, in Ireland, 216. 
Providence, not the cause of Irish 

misery, 175; strongest cause of dis
belief in, the misery of so many, 384. 

Provisional government, some noble 
lord perhaps thought the speaker 
might be a member of. 351. 

Proxy, use of, in the House of Lords, 
283; votes by, hateful system, 403. 

Prussia, changes of land laws in, 18S. 
Pruth, passage of the, 227. . 
Psalms, quotation from, 2 I 2. 
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Public meetings, perhaps not attracted 
by speakelS,\ but by sympathy, n2; 
cannot be held by Conservative party, 
367. 

Punishment of Death, doubtful whether 
it be deterrent, 505. 

Punishments, barbarous in England, 
540 • 

Pym, Mr., his statement as to privilege, 
493• 

Q. 
Queen, the, believed to have been op

posed to war with Germany, 329; 
favourable to Reform, 376. 

Queensland, supply of cotton from, 106. 
Questions, unfinished, have no pity for 

repose of nations, 398. 
. Quorum, in House of Lords, three, 498. 

R. 
~ . Race; no theory of, will account for 

Irish discontent, 184; horse weighted 
in, his risks, 265; donkey, cumulative 
vote like, 336. . 

,! 

< Ram, steam, built by Mr. Laird, 70. 
:i t Rebellion, American, origin and cha
, . racter of, 119. 

,. . Recognition of revolted States, in prac· 
~ tice, dilatory, 110; of Southern States, 

must lead to war, #6. 
,; Reform, Parliamentary, interest ofIrisb 

in, 195; Governments successively 
pledged to, a79; of House of Com
mons, why necessary, 298; indiffer
ence of people to, 334; voted a 
nuisance, and people tried to hury it, 
333; why imperative, 358; before 
1830, the wisdom of accepting instead 
of rejecting it, 367.' 

,; ,Reform Bill. of no value, unless it be 
, good, 289; difficulty for country party 

to frame one, 331; Lord Russell's, 
its fairness, 343; Lord Russell's, 
said to be the speaker's recommenda
tion, 346; of 1859. character of, 344; 
referred to in three Queen's speeches 
before 1859,358; provisions of, .~59; 
of 1866, honest, but needed improve
ment, 388; of 1866, circumstanCes of 
its rejection. 395; effect of passing 
that of 1866, what it would have 
been, 397. 

Reform Club, buffoonery at the, a45, 
Reformers should prepare their own 

Reform Bill, a90. 
Regium Donum, in Lord Stanley's 

opinion, a miserable provision, 207; 
must be withdrawn, 209. 

Relief, out-door, to aristocracy, foreign 
policy was, 330; gigantic for aris
tocracy, 470. 

Religion, all Christians of one, au; 
ministers of, their duty to people, 383. 

Rent, fall of, no claim for parliamentary 
relief, 432. . 

Representation, character of English, 
hindrance to Irish reforms, 193 ; 
changes in system of, nI; in other 
countries, 285; enlarged, its effects 
on constituencies, 383; essential to 
liberty, 39+ 

Representation and distribution, anoma
lies of, a8a. 

Representation and population, anoma
lies of, a81. 

Representation and taxation, anomalies 
of, 28a. 

Representative institutions in Europe, 
growth of, 341. 

Reptiles, worship of, in Egypt, analogy 
to, in Foreign Office, 315. 

Republic, American. overthrow of, 
would be fatal to freedom, II3; 
Roman, treatment of, 462. 

Republicans. in the United States, 
anxious for peace, 73. 

Residuary Church, term applied to 
Scotch Establishment, 152. 

Resistance not always Conservative, 
328• 

Resolutions of Lord Palmerston (1860), 
character of, 489. 

Responsibility, little of, in high officials, 
287. 

Revenue, vastness of, no proof of public 
good,473· 

Revolution, disestablishment ef Irish 
Church, but bloodless, and full of 
blessing, au; proposition to dis
establish Irish Church is, according 
to Mr. Hardy, 215; French, an acci
dent, 351; of 1688, character of, 468; 
Glorious. cost of, since, 473; good 
and boly, if foreign policy could be 
changed, 475. 
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Rich, reasons why they cannot properly 
care for poor, 383. 

Richards, Mr., report of, as regards 
India in 1812, 101. 

Richmond, capital of Southern Con
federacy, lI8. 

Ricbmond E:J<aminer, chief paper in 
Southern Confederacy, 1I8. 

Rochdale, co-operative societies of, 365; 
speech of Mr. Cobden at, 446. 

Rodney Stoke, or Stoke Rodney, changes 
in, '05. 

Roebuck, Mr., his indiscriminating abuse, 
7'; his bitter hostility, 135; -his pre
vious language about the Emperor of 
the French, 136; allowances for his 
passion or malice, not for his igno
rance, 141; has got' rid of feelings 
under which men like to be free, 14'; 
as a little David, who vanquished a 
Whig Goliah, 268. 

Roman Catholics, conduct of Dissenters 
towards their claims, 536. 

Roman Church, assisted by Irish Esta
blishmen t, • I 7. 

Roman Empire, no analogy to be drawn 
from, 546. 

Rome, influence of, weakened in all 
Catholic countries at present, .21 7; 
pagan, its history, no model to a 
Christian people, 478; invasion of, 
agreed toby Great Britain, 519. 

Romilly, Sir J., Life of, valuable, 476. 
Russell, Lord John (Earl Russell),favour

able to an inquiry into Indian affairs, 
2; allusion to Ecclesiastical Titles 
Bill of, 12; opinions of, on the Pro
clamation of Lord Canning, 39; his 
rebuke to a young Member of the 
House, 91; his statement at New
castle, ib.; proposed to make speak
ing against Government and Crown 
felony in Ireland, 93; his Irish pro
ject, 209; his defence !If the Russian 
war, 2'26; his mission to Vienna, and 
the motives attributed to those who 
sent him, 255; his speech of January 
'3, 1855, .60; said that Russian war 
was fighting for Germany, .64; his 
caprices, .68; his sympathies with 
Reform, 283; his statements at Liver
pool, 301; the speaker's supposed 
relations with, ,in 18S!t. 318; his 

speech at Greenock (1853), 330; the 
speaker's interviews w~ 356; has 
no fear of freedom, 375; ought, in 
1866, to have dissblved, 379; his dif
ficulties in 1845, 416; his promises " 
conditional, 420; his speech at Liver
pool, delusion therein, 473; his mis
take in choosing an adviser on the '\ 
Ecclesiastical Titles Act, 521; his 
opinions on education, 532. 

Russell, Mr., quoted as to behaviour of 
English to natives of India, 29. 

Russia, emancipation of serfs in, 90; 
losses of, not counted for anything by 
some people, 140; has reasons to com
plain of Turkey, 226; still to be left 
a great empire, which is considerate 
on the part of Lord Palmerston, 254-; " 
blood of, is property of, statement 
of Gortchakoff, '56; cannot be taken 
to Bow-street, 257; proposals and 
concessions of, ib~; a • mine' to 
Europe, according to Lord Claren
don, .63; its presumed projects, 46. ; 
capital punishments almost unknown 
in, 50S. , 

Russia, Emperor of, his sincere desire 
for peace, 229. 

Russian aggression, will not really be 
, contl'OlIed by the war, 235. 

Russian funds, price of, in 18540 241. 
Russian war; popular, but this no proof 

of its wisdom, 238; policy and objects 
of the, '"'-3; losses in the, 262; 
opinions of the speaker on the, • 79. 

S. 
Salford, under minority representation 

better off than Manchester, 410. 
Salisbury Plain, assembly of people on, 

337· 
Salt, consumption of, in India, 7. 
Samso" Agonist .. , quotation from, 179. 
Sahlrday Review, on agricultural la- r' 

bourers, 449. , , 

Savings, large amount of, among Irish 1"1'<, tenants, 204. 
Savings - bank franchise, mischievous, ,~ 

and criticism of, 347. 
Scarcity, held by some to be beneficial, ~' 

440 • 
Schleswig-Holstein, difficulty of, 256. i 
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Scholefield, Mr., his relations to Mr. j' Sepoy army, numbers of (1859),48. 
Bright verj)friendly, 107. <, • Services,' the, assist the policy of the 

Schools and school-houses in the United ~')vernor-General, 25. 
States, 117. ,SeSsion of 1840, almost entirely occupied 

Scipio's tomb, 478. with Irish matters, 166. 
Scotch county, election ,at, residents Settlements, effect of, upon land, 168. 

beaten by non-residents, 401. Seymour, Mr. Danby, gave notice of a 
Scotch Establishment, view of Lord question on Indianaffairs, 2; his speech 

Aberdeen about, 219. ' on the East India Company, 104. 
Scotland, churches in, 151 ; law of entail S. G. 0., excellent letters of, 449-

less mischievous in, 161; political Shaftesbury, Lord, his constitution for 
meetings forbidden in; 31I ; land in, Carolina, 203. 
accumulated in few hands, 313; in- Shakspeare, his Welshman, 269. 
crease of electors to, by Bill of 1859, Shenstone, quotation from, 365. 
325; no sympathy 'of Mr. Disraeli Sheridan, quotation from, 370. 
with, 425; voluntary principle in, 531, Ships, European, none besides English 
544. , engaged ,in breaking blockade, 121. 

Scott, General, his opinion on the Shore, Mr., quoted as to the deteriora-
, Trent' affair, 98. tion of manner of English to natives 

Scripture, Protectionists said it was in India. 29; referred to in relation 
vulgar to quote, 335. to feelings of India, 50. 

Scythians, worship of cimeter· among, Shoulders, every Englishman has a Turk 
. 478. on his, 237. 
Search, right of, willingness of the Sickness of speaker, the serious, 277. 

United States to abandon, 98. Skihbereen, famine and deaths in, 186 . 
• Sebastopol, taking of, to humble Russia, Slanders on people, authors of, 373. 
! 254. Slave labour, of no longer avail for cot-
; Secretdepartment,India,characterof,16. ton growing, 106; supply of cotton 
• Secretary, the Home, his duties, 508. from, insufficient and insecure, 130.' 
; Secretary of Ireland (Sir R. Peel the Slave States, not all in favour of seces-
, younger), dared to wish the division sion, 92. ' 

of the Republic, 122. Slave trade, United States have repu 
" Sect, that to which speaker belongs has diated it, 132. 
, suffered persecution, 523. . Slaveholders, have committed an act of 
, Segur, Count, his report of a conversa- suicide, 446. 
" tion with the Empress Catherine, 505. Slavery, cause of an irrepressible con-

Seignior, Grand, the, subscribed to Irish flict, 86; left to each State to settle 
, relief, 174. for itself, 87; real question, in the 
;, Self-respect, means of raising a man, war, 89; characteristics' of. lIo; 
,,312.. no apology for refusing to hold com-
, Semmes, Captain, friend of Mr. Laird, munication with States adopting it, 

70. ib.; blot on the American RepUblic, 
Senate for life, in Canada, 82. 11 3 ; destruction of, in United 
Senate of United States, compared to States; destruction elsewhere, 118; 
, House of Lords; its origin, 492. atrocities of, 12I; the seed' of peril 
Senior, Mr., his view of the effects of at the institution of the Republic, 

abolishing hindrances to transfer of 124; atrocious character of, 141; 
land, 172. irreversibly doomed, 144; that it 

Sentiment, operation of, in Pariia!Dent, was a divine institution, a devilish 
524. delusion, 146; in British dependen-

Separation, impossible- under the gea- cies, 147; compensation for, intra-' 
" graphical and political condition of duced by Lord Derby, 210. 

the United States, 92. Slaves, numbers of, in United States, 

37 
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IaI; labour engaged in, ib.; numbers 
of, engaged in producing cotton, 
138; political rights conferred on, 
147; some, in South Carolina, sub
scribed for Irish relief, 174. 

Smith, Adam, hypothesis of his being 
charged with approving piracy, 447. 

Smith, Mr. J. B., referred to, 34. 
Smith, Mr. J. Pye, his opinion on capital 

punishment, 507. 
Social influences, used to· conciliate 

Members of the House of Commons, 
42 • 

Societies, secret, have existed in Ireland, 
185. 

Society never disturbed incessantly with
out cause, 190. 

Somers, Lord, authority of, 352; his 
view about foreiga policy, 468. 

Sorrows, Ireland a land of many, 190. 
South American republics, recognition 

of, 110. 
Southern Confederation, admission of 

belligerent rights of, hasty, 68. 
Southern papers, their view of slavery, 

126. 
Southern' States, represented in excess 

in Congress, 88; defeated in election, 
and seceded, ib. ; wished to widen area 
of ,slavery, 89; disorganisation of, 
106; people in England generally 
against at first, 107; end of, slavery 
and its extension, 110; sympathy for, 
the origin of, 113; committed suicide, 
and destroyed slavery, ib.; land in, 
uncultivated, 138; not in favour of 
freedom or equality, 143; inexpe
dient. to hastily recognise, 446. 

Spaniards, patriot, character of, accord
ing to Duke of Wellington, 364. 

Spectator newspaper, the, .~35;. its' criti-
cisms, able but conceited, 454. 

Spiritual lords, opinions of the, 536. 
Squires, herd of, 416. 
Stafford, Mr., of Wexford, story of, 
. 189; his opinion on permanent tenure, 

204. . 
Stamps, how to deal with. 172. 
Standard newspaper, suggestions of, 

299· 
.1 Stanley, Lord, his speech on American 

affairs judicious, 91; his statements 
: I at the Bristol banquet, 301 ; his plan 
" 

about the Irish Church. 206; speech 
of, about Danish war, 310; refutation 
of his inadvertent mis-statements, 
353; his reference to balance of 
power in representation, 354; every
thing in Lord Stanley'S speech unim
portant, everything important not true, 
~55; his speech on Reform said by 
his party to be unanswerable, 390. 

Stanley, Mr., in 1791 believed in the J 

growing strength of Turkey, 335. 
State Churches, experience of, IlIl. 
Statesman, time for, in Ireland, 174. 
Statesmanship does not consist in force 

and repression, 178; art of, to make 
the least possible jar, 209. 

St. Domingo, revolt of slaves in, 1.12. 
Stephens, Mr., opinions of, In. 
Stewart, Mr., evidence of, as to Guzerat, 

14· 
Stirling, execution at, 4601-. 
Stockport, state of, in 1842, 170. 
Stoke-upon-Trent, borough of, 363. 
Stowell, Rev. Hugh, his views, 533. 
Straits (Dardanelles), openiug of, effect 

of,2S8. 
Stratford de Redcliffe, Lord, his inter

views with the Sultan, 226; secured 
the rejection of the Menchikoff note, 
3.p; his mismanagement in the case 
of Kars, 287 seq. 

Subscription in 1801-6 for Ireland, sources 
of,IH· 

Succession-duty, proceeds of. 482. 
Suffrage, extent of, which spea"er ad

vocates, 2801-. 
Suffolk, agricultural dinners in, do not 

produce amusing speeches generally, 
116. 

Suitable, a word objected to by Mr. 
Cairns, 3~9. 

Sumner, Mr., scholar and statesman, , 
101-5; his statement that Black and 
White are equal in eye of God, 390. 

Sumter, Fort, attack on, 109. I 

Supremacy, advocates of, support Irish : 
Church, 188; Royal, what is it? 518. ',' 

Supreme Ruler, in the Providence of,.: j 
the causes and progress of American .. 
war, 109. 

Surat .cotton, anecdote describing it. f 
~ili~l~ ;l 

Swit.erland, convention held in, 398. : \ 
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I Sykes, Colonel, Indian statistics of, 9; 
speeches c{, in House, 2f; refen·ecl. 
to, 35. 

Sympathy,chamcterofthespeakers,'36. 
Sympathy with South, real blame of, 

IIf· 
Syria, supply of cotton from, 1:6. 

T. 
Talookdars of Oude, confiscation of 

their estates, 36. 
Tappan, Arthur and Louis, If5. 
Tariff jn United States, high, but no 

plea for war, 88; origin and history 
of, ib.; equally inconvenient to West
ern States, 89; not contained in the 
causes of American war, 125. 

Taxation, not to be treated merely as a 
sum, but in its proportion to wages 
and incomes, 2!; effects of, on poor, 
270; test of, in representation, 306; 
inequality of, 382; amount of, an ex
travagance, 388; what is its relation 
to value of exports, 460; its amount, 
ib.; on intoxicating liquors, 512. 

. Taxation, local, report on, f2f. 
~ Taxation and representation, 282. 
~ Taxes, taken from Oude, amount of, 37. 
• Taxes, Indian. character of, u ; amount 
~ of, as regards cotton, 101. 
: Tear-'em, Mr. Roebuck adopts this 
, patriotic character, 136. 

Tears of the Syrian monk, as natural as 
, perspiration, 521. 
Temple Bar, select six hundred and 

· fifty-eight men at it, and get abetter 
Parliament, 380. 

'. Tenancy. ridiculous, and mischievous 
stipulations in, f27. 

Tenant, unsatisfactory position of, f38. 
Tenant-farmers, deluded by Mr. Disraeli, 

f 2 7· 
,Tenantry, unsuspecting and confiding. 

f39· 
Terrier, Scotch, comparison of, to a 
· party of two, ~ 50. 
Territorial families. enthroned by Revo
· lution of 1688, f68. 
Thompson, George, advocate of freedom 

to slaves, If7. 
Throne, Lord Derby a weakness to, 

397· 

Thurles, Synod of, Lord J. Russell's ob
jections to, 517. 

Tim Bobbin, works of, 116. 
Times, the, would not countenance a 

secession or insurrection in Ireland, 
92; its attempt to poison minds, 95 ; 
absurdly argues that the Washington 
Government wishes to quarrel with 
England, 97; powerful language of, 
about Turkey, 241; its views on the 
Vienna Conferences, 255; blew the 
flames of war, 260; on the ballot, its 
inconsistency, 287; Mr. Lowe's con
nection with, 373; approves of MI'. 
Lowe's theory. 37f; comment on Mr. 
Bright's speech at Rochdale, #7; de
scribed, #8; abused Messrs. Cobden 
and Bright before the Corn-laws were 
repealed, f55; its attacks on the 
French Emperor, f85. . 

Tithes, spoken of in cOlmty meetings 
in violent language, f26. . 

Titles of land in Ireland, should be sim
plified,156.' 

Tories, their fear of Reform, 333. 
Torquay dinner, toasts at, 332, Sf!; 

climate of, relaxing, 33f. 
Tory Government, capacious internal 

cavity of, 390 . 
Tory party, the turbulent party, 396. 
Trade Societies, purposes of, 126. 
Trades and Friendly Societies, organi-

zation of, would be eminently suc
cessful, 392. 

Trades' Unions, meeting of, 12f. 
Travel, not necessary al ways in order to 

know needs of a country, 198. 
Treaties, number of, f71. 
Treaty, French, the way it was traduced, 

500• 
'Trent,' the affair of the, 69; it-s effect 

on English mind, 108; seizure of 
Commissioners in, impolitic and bad, 

9
6

. S· h" d Trevelyan, lr C., IS appomtment goo , 
52. 

Tliumph, of N OIth, what its value is, 
1#; of United States over passion, 
If6. 

Twwsers. Turks have begun to wear, 
and the only sign of their improve
ment,2fl. 

Turbulent party, the Tory party is, 396. 

37-2 ---
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Turk, every Englishman has a Turk on 
his shoulders, 237. 

Turkey, sympathy with, 225; successive 
losses of, 326; how they came to de
clare war, 228; independence of, how 
affected, 234; conservation of, cause 
of Russian war, 253; custom in, 451. 

Turkish question, three plans for dealing 
with, 229. 

Turks, las~ persons to whom the speaker 
would trust the interests of England, 
229· . 

Tuscany, punishment of death in, 505. 
Twisleton, Mr., his opinion on the 

Stockport people, 165; resignation 
of, ib.; denies that there is over
population in Ireland, 173. 

Two-thirds vote, on Permissive Bill, ob
jections to, 513. 

Tyrrell, Sir J., his language, 416. 

U. 
Ulster, condition of, 165; has opposed 

Reform, 166; people of, say that we 
shall weaken the Union, 173. 

Unchristianising Parliament, origin of 
the phrase, 524 .. 

Underhill, Mr., his evidence on the 
changes of officials in India, 53. 

Unenfranchised, condition of the, 375. 
Un·English, abuse of word, 466. 
Unfinished questions • have no pity on 

repose of nations,' 398. . 
Uniformity of franchise not necessarily 

desirable, 325. 
Union, of Great Britain and Ireland, no 

advantage gained to, by Establish
ment, 217; with Ulster, not really 
with Ireland, 174; obtained by worst 
means,177· . 

Unions in southern counties, to abstain 
from northern produce, absurd state
ment of Standard, 427. 

United States, relation of, to Canada 
and the United Kingdom, 65; des
patch of, about the • Trent' affair, 
6\1; good-will of the English people 
to, 72; war party in, the Irish, 74; 
pecuniary claims of, ib.: jealousy of 
English politicians toward, 75; popu
lation or; ib.; system of representation 
in, 82; contains no party anxious to 

annex Canada, 83; Transatlantic Eng
lish nation, 85; great Slcial progress 
of, 86; religious tone of, ib.; officials 
of, conspired against the Union, 90 ; 
division of, desired by some, 94; ori
gin of, 98; advantages in, II 3; ark 
of refuge to Europe, 1I6; incapable 
of aggression, 137; war of, with Mex
ico, to be condemned, 232; great 
growth of, 233; position of President 
of, 265; condition of things in, 290; 
importations from, welcomed, except 
politics, 301; dislike of allusion to, 
338; negroes will have privileges in, 
368; abuse of, by Protectionists, 418 ; 
what do they offer? 457; position. of 
religious bodies in, 533. 

United States Minister, Mr. Adams, his 
family in the United States, 109. 

Universities, representatives of, their 
counsels, 290; system of voting
papers at, success of the, 401. . 

Urim and Thummim. moral law in 
place of, 479. 

V. 

Vicars-apostolic, change from, to 
bishops, character of, 51S. 

Vicovich, instructed by Russian Govern
ment, 6o. 

Victor Hugo, his opinion of the Ame
rican question, II 2. 

Vienna, negotiations at. basis of the, 
248• 

Vienna note, criticism of the, 227. 
Voice, different from night to night, of 

Mr. Disraeli's Government, 214. 
Volcano, speaker warns them that the 

claims of the people are like, 396. 
Voltaire, his opinion of English criminal 

law, 504. 
Voluntary Churches, three in IreL'Uld 

simultaneously, 21I. 
Voluntary effort in education, extent of, 

530 sqq. 
Voluntary principle, advantages of, 545. 
Voluntaryism, its progress alarms Mr. 

Hardy, 219. 
Voters, proportion of, to grown men, 

379· 
Voting, open, the value of, 401. 
Voting. papers, traffic in, 403. 
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W. 
~ 

Wakefield, borough of, 363. ' 
Wales, voluntary principle in, 544. 
Walpole, Mr., his affection for small 

boroughs, 322; his desire to get rid 
of Reform, 326; his speech and letter 
to Lord Derby, 362. 

Walpole. Sir R., policy of, 467. 
War. always discussed by the speaker 

on grounds universalIy acknowledged. 
92; opinions on the wickedness of, 
not compromised in advocacy of the 
North, 125; speaker does not justify. 
but treats it on generalIy received 
principles. 129; description of, 463; 
Its modem character and its costliness, • 
486• 

War at any cost, advocated by writers 
when England is concerned, • peace 
at any price' when United States are. 
92• 

War panics, frequent. the. 484. 
War with United States, effects of, 142. 
Warnings uttered by speaker on the 

second reading of Bill of 1866, 371. 
Wars, British, character of, 468. 
Washington, city of, in a Slave State, 

93· 
Washington, Gen., his opinion of foreign 

allies, 235. 
Waste lands, how to deal with, 172. 
Waterford. election for, disorderly, 205. 
Watkin, Mr. Absalom, letter of Mr. 

Bright to, 271 sqq. 
, Weed that pollutes the air, Irish Church 

a, 233· 
Weedon. book-keeping at, 474-
WelIer, Mr., his proposition like that of 

Lord Grey, 336. 
Wellington, Duke of, his opinion of the 

Spanish patriots, 264; his alarms 
during the Exhibition of 1851, 327; 
his answer to Mr. Place, 351; his 
concession in 1829, 396. 

Wesley, Charles, his letter to Fletcher 
of Madeley, 509. 

Wesley, John, hypothesis of his en-' 
couraging drunkenness and profanity, 
447· 

Wesleyans, negotiations with, 535; pe
culiarities of, 539; statistics of, ib. 

West ...... Times, quoted, 443. 

Westen, World, The, by Mr. Mackay, 
104. 

Westminster RlNiew, article in, for De- . 
cember 1838, 145. 

Wheat, price of, in 1849, 422. 
Whig peers, supporters of Reform Bill 

of 1866, 355. 
Whigs, in 1791, said that Turkey had 

nothing to do with balance of power 
231; traditions of, on Reform, 299; 
union of them-with Tory party, fatal 
to themselves, 302 ; some, like Tories, 
fear a Reform Bill, 333;' Government 
of, up to that of Sir R. Peel, 415. 

Whitbread, Mr., his opinion of Turkey 
in 1791, 231. v 

Whiteside, Mr., amusing, 'even when 
the country is going to ruin, 345; his 
defence of Church rates, 538. 

WigfalI, Mr., opinions of, 121. 
Will, power of making, should not be 

interfered with,'I?I. ' 
Williams, Colonel, defender of Kars, 

neglect of, by Lord Stratford de Red
cliffe, 288. 

Williams, Mr., his endeavours to remedy 
the unfaimess of the legacy-duty, 482. 

Will-o'-the-Wisp, political, 469. ' 
Willoughby, Mr., quotation from a note 

to his speech, 20 ; speeches of, on 
India,24' 

Wilson, Mr., his theory of the propor
tion of poor-rate borne by land
owners, 433. 

Windsor, farm-labourers near, 381. 
Wine and spirit licences, how obtained, 

5I2• 
Wiseman, Cardinal, advice of persons 

as to treatment of, 517. ' 
Wolf, shall we pay him homage, 421. 
Wood, Sir Charles. long speech on 

Indian affairs, 2; views of. on Indian 
finance. 45; his Indian policy. 105; 
his altered demeanour to the Emperor 
of the French. 267. 

Wool, price of (1851),432. 
Working-man, opinion of, on the fran

chise, quoted, 328. 
Working-men. home of, in Free 

States, II 2; in the right on American 
question. J2 2; addition to franchise 
of, by Bill of 1865, 348; their dimi
nution of power in constituencies, 363; 
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I ~ers of, computed, by Mr. Glad. 
I stone (1866), 364; if they have no 

Reform, how they should act at the 
next election, 377; alleged that they 
had no grievance, 385; how they 
should demand and seCUle political 
power, 393; unreasonable to think 
that they would be silent for ever, 

Y. , 
Yancy. Mr., envoy to Great Britain, 

131. 
Yarmouth, elections at, 376. 

z. 
and acquiesce in the scandals put on 
them, 393; advised to wait for action Zeal, danger of, to a State Church. 
of Parliament, 398• • 315. 
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Walpole, Adam Smith, Cobbett. By JAMES E. THOROLD ROGERS. 

Crown avo. 6s. 
HISTORICAL GLEANINGS. A Series of Sketches-Wiklif, 

Laud, Wilkes, Horne Tooke. By the same. Second Series. 

avo. lOs. 6d. 
COBDEN AND MODERN P.OLITICAL· OPINION. Essays 

on certain Political Topics. By the same. 

NEW AND CHEAPER EDITION. 

THE ENGLISH CITIZEN SERIES. 
A New Edition, thoroughly revised, will be issued in Monthly 

Volumes from October, 1892. 23. 6d. each. 

CENTRAL GoVERNMENT, By H. D. FOREIGN RELATIONS. By SPENCER 
. TRAILL. WALPOLE. 

THE ELECTORATE AND THE LEGIS· THE STATE IN ITS RELATION TO 
LATURE. By SPENCER WALPOLE. TRADE. By Sir T. H. FARRER, Bart. 

THE POOR LAW. By the Rev. T. W. LOCAL GOVERNMENT. By M. D. 
FOWLE. CHALMERS. 

THE NATIONAL BuDGET; THE NA- THE STATE IN ITS RELATION TO 
TIONAL DEBT: TAXES AND RATES. By EDUCATION. By HENRY CRAIK, C.B. 
A.J. WILSON. THE LAND LAWS. By Sir F. POL-

THE STA'l'E IN RELATION TO LABOUR. LOCK, Bart. Second Edition. 
ByW. STAlILEY JEVONS, LL.D., F.RS. COLONIES AND DEPENDENCIES. 

THE STATE AND THE CHURCH. By Part I. INDIA. By J. S. CoTTON, M.A. 
, the Hon. ARTHUR ELLIOTT, M.P.· Part II. THE COLONIES. ByE}.PAYNE. 

,MACMILLAN & CO., LONDON. 



messrs. macmillan &.. (to.' s i'ut>Ucations. 
By· JAMES BRYCE, D.C.L, M.P. 

Two Volumes. Extra Crown 8vo. 25s. 

THE AMERICAN COMMONWEALTH. By JAMES BRYCE. 
M.P., D.C.L, Regins Professor of Civil Law in the University of Oxford. 

TIMES.-· For a long time to come, we are confident, this will be the classical work upon 
a subject the interest in which cannot ciminic;h: 

ST./AMES'S GAZET1'E,-' A work which both Englishmen and Americans can turn 
to as authoritative, sober, impartial, and impressive.' 

PALL MALL GAZETTE.-' A work remarkable alike for penetration of judgment, for 
felicity of style, and for solidity of researcb.' 

By SIR CHARLES W. DILKE. 
Fourth and Cheaper Edition, Revised. Extra Crown 8vo. 12s.6d. 

PROBLEMS OF GREATER BRITAIN. By the Right Hon. 
Sir CHARLES W. DILKE, Bart. Fonrth and Cheaper Edition, Revised. 
With Maps. 

SPECTATOR.-'Sir Charles Dilke's very able book ••••• To deal adequately with a 
book so stuffed with facts, and occupied with so vast a variety of subjects, is utterly impos.c;ible 
even in the course of two notices. AU we can do is to fasten upon one or two of the most in. 
teresting features.' . 

SECOND EDITION. WITH NEW PREFACE. 
Two Volumes. 8vo. 2190 

THE PLATFORM: ITS RISE AND PROGRESS. By 
HENRY JEPHSON. 

TIMES.-'The interest and importance of the book are great, and its merits conspicuous • 
•• . The historical facts and their sequence are well displayed, and Mr. Jephson's industry 
and research are worthy of high commendation.' 

DAILY TELEGRAPH.-'To Englishmen of every social class few books ofth. day can 
he as largely fraught with interesL' 

GLOBE.-' Mr. Jephson is entitled to the Credit of having hit upon a new subject, and 
of having dealt with it fully and carefully" 

ST./ AMES'S GAZE TT E.-' Full of interesting informatioOo' 

By PROFESSOR DICEY. 
Third Edition. 8vo. 12s. 6d. 

LECTURES INTRODUCTORY TO THE STUDY OF THE 
LAW OF THE CONSTITUTION. By A. V. DICEY, B.C.L., of the 
Inner Temple. Barrister·at-Law; Vinerian Professor of English Law; 
Fellow of All Souls College. Oxford; Hon. LL.D. Glasgow. 

Second Edition. Crown 8vo. 8s. 6d. 

THE PRIVY COUNCIL. The Arnold Prize Essay, 1860. By 
the same Author • 

.By SIR FREDERICK POLLOCK, BART. 
Crown 8vo. 290 6d. 

AN INTRODUCTION TO THE HISTORY OF THE 
SCIENCE OF POLITICS. By Sir FREDERICK POLLOCK, Bart., 
Barrister-at-Law. M,A., LL.D. Edin., Corpus Professor of Jnrisprudence 
in the University of Oxford. 

MACMILLAN & CO., LONDON. 
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AGRICULTURE. 
(See also BOTANY; GARDENING.) 

FRANKLAND (Prof. P. F.).-A HANDBOOK 
OF AGRICULTURAL CHEMICAL ANALYSIS. 
Cr. 8vo. 7s. 6d. 

TANNER (Henry).-ELEMENTARY LESSONS 
IN THE SCIENCE OF AGRICULTURAL PRAC~ 
TICE. Fcp. ·8vo. 3$.6d. 

-- FIRST PRINCIPLES OF AGRICULTURE. 
18mo. IS .. 

-- THE PRINCIPLES OF AGRICULTURE. For 
Use in Elementary Schools. Ext. fcp. 8vo.
THE ALPHABET OF THE PRINCIPLES OF 
AGRICULTURE. 6d. - FURTHER STEPS IN 
THE PRINCIPLES OF AGRICULTURE. IS,
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL READINGS ON THE 

PRINCIPLES OF AGRICULTURE FOR THE 
THIRD STAGE. IS. 

-- THE ABBOT'S FARM; or, Practice with 
Science. Cr. 8vo. 3S' 6d. 

ANATOMY, Human. (See PHYSIOLOGY.) 

ANTHROPOLOGY. 
BROWN 0. Allen).-PALA<OLITHIC MAN IN 

NORTH.WEST MIDDLESEX. 8vo. 7S.6d. 
DAWKINS (Prof. W. Boyd).-EARLY MAN 

IN BRITAIN AND HIS PLACE IN THE TER
TIARY PERIOD. Med. Bvo. 251. 

DAWSON Games). -AUSTRALIAN ABORI· 
GINES. Small 4tO. '40'. 

.FI~CK (Henry T.).-RoMANTIC LOVE AND 
PERSONAL· BEAUTY. 2 vols. Cr.8vo. I8s. 

FISON (L.) and HOWITT (A. W.).-KAMI· 
LARDI AND KURNAI GROUP. Group.Mar
riage and Relationship, and Marriage by 
Elopement. Bvo. I5S. 

FRAZER 0. G.).-THE GOLDEN BOUGH: A 
Study in Comparative Religion. 2 vols. 
Bvo. 28&. 

CALTON (Francis}.-ENGLISH MEN OF SCI' 
I KNeE: THEIR NATURE AND NURTURE. 

SVO. 8s.6d. 
- INQUIRIES INTO HUMAN FACULTY AND 

ITS DEVELOPMENT. Bvo. 169. 
- RECORD OF FAMILY FACULTIES. Con .. 
sistin~ of Tabular Forms and Directions for 
Entermg Data. 4to. 2S. 6d. 

- LIFE-HISTORY ALBUM: Being a Personal 
Note·book, combining Diary, Photograph 
Album, a Register of Height, Weight, and 
'other Anthropometrical Observations, and a 
Record bfIlinesses. 4to. 3S. 6d.-·Or with Cards 

.ofWool for Testing Colour Vision. 4o'.6d. 
- NATURAL INHERITANCE. Bvo. 9J'. 

M'LENNAN 0. F.).-THE PATRIARCHAL 
THEORY. Edited and completed by DONALD 
M'LENNAN, M.A. 8vo. '40'. 

-- STUDIES IN ANCIENT HISTORY. Com-
prising "Primitive Marriage."1 8vo. 16&. 

MONTELIUS-WOODS. -THE CIVILISA. 
TioN OF SWEDEN IN HEATHEN TIMES. 
By Prof. OSCAR MONTELIUS. Translated 
by Rev. F. H. WOODS. Illustr. 8vo. '40'. 

TURNER (Rev. Geo.).-SAMOA, A HUNDRED 
YEARS AGO AND LONG BEFORE. Cr.8vo .. g.s. 

TYLOR (E. B.).-ANTHROPOLOGV. With 
Illustrations. Cr. 8vo. 7S. 6d. 

WESTERMARCK (Dr. Edward).-THE HIS· 
TORY OF HUMAN MARRIAGE. \Vith Preface 
by Dr. A. R. WALLACE. 8vo. '4S' net. 

WILSON (Sir Daniel).-PREHISTORICANNALS 
OF SCOTLAND. Illustrated. 2 vols. 8vo. 36.r. 

-- PREHISTORIC MAN: Researches into the 
Origin of Civilisation in the Old and New 
World. Illustrated. 2 vols. 8vo. 36.r. 

-- THE RIGHT HAND: LEFT HANDEDNESS. 
Cr.8vo. 4o'.6d. 

ANTIQUITIES. 
(See al80 ANTHROPOLOGY.) 

ATKINSON (Rev. J. C.}.-FORTY YEARS IN 
A MOORLAND PARISH. Ext. cr. 8vo. 8$. 6tL 
net.-Illustrated Edition. I2S. net. 

BURN (Robert).-RoMAN LITERATURE IN 
RELATION TO ROMAN ART. With Illustra
tions. Ext. cr. 8vo. I4S. 

DILETTANTI SOCIETY'S PUBLICA. 
TIONS. 

ANTIQUITIES OF IONIA. Vols. I.-III. 2/.2S. 
each, or st. 5$. the set, net.-Vol. IV. Folio, 
half morocco, 3t. 131. 6d. net. 

AN INVESTIGATION OF THE PRINCIPLES or 
ATHENIAN ARCHITECTURE. By F. C. 
PENROSE. Illustrated. Folio. 71. 7s. net. 

SPECIMENS OF ANCIENT SCULPTURE: EGYP. 
TIAN, ETRUSCAN, GREEK, AND ROMAN. 
Vol. II. Folio. 51. 58. net. 

DYER (Louis).-STUDIES OF THE GODS IN 
GREECE AT ~ERTAIN SANCTUARIES RB
CENTLVExCAVATED. Ext. cr. 8vo. 8s.6d.net. 

GARDNER· (Percy).-SAMOS AND SAMIAN 
COINS: An Essay. 8vo. 7S.6d. 

GOWO., Litt.D.).-ACOMPANIONTOSCHOOL 
CLASSICS. Illustrated. 3rd Ed. Cr. 8vo. 68. 

HARRISON (Miss Jane) and VERRALL 
(Mrs.).-MYTHOLOGY AND MONUMENTS O~, 
ANCIENT ATHENS. Illustrated. Cr.8vo. I6.r. 
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II ANTIQUITIES-ASTRONOMY. c· 

ANTIQUITIES-c""ti" ..... 
UNCIANI (Prof. R.).-ANCIENT ROME IN 

THE ~IGHTOF RECENT DISCOVERIES. 4to ........ 

MAHAFFY (Prof. J. P.).-A PRlMER OF 
GREEK ANTIQUITIES. 18ma. IS. 

- SOCIAL LIFB IN GREBCE PROM HOMEll 
TO MEN ANDER. 6th Edit. Cr. 8vo. 9'. 

- RAMBLES AND STUDIES IN GREECE. Il
lustrated. 3rd Edit. Cr. 8vo. lOS. 6d. 

(See also HISTORY, p. n.) 
NEWTON (Sir C. ·C.).-EsSAYS ON ART AND 

ARCHJEOLOGY. 8vo. 12S. 6d. 
SHUCHHARDT(CarI).-DR. SCHLIEMANN'S 

EXCAVATIONS AT TROY, TIRYNS, MYCENAE, 
ORCHOMBNOS, ITHACA, IN THE LIGHT OF 
REcENT KNOWLEDGE. Trans. by EUGBNIB 
SBLLERS. Preface by W ALTER LEAF, Litt.D. 
lIIustrated. 8vo. ISs. net. 

STRANGFORD. (See VOYAGES & TRAVELS.) 
WALDSTEIN (C.l.-CATALOGUE OF CASTS 

IN THE MUSEUM OF CLASSICAL ARCHAlO
LOGY, CAMBRIDGE. Crown 8vo. u',6tl.
Luge Paper Edition. Small 4to. sr. 

WHITE (Gilbert). (S .. NATURAL HISTORY.) 
WILKINS (Prof. A. S.).-A PRIMER OF Ro· 

MAN ANTIQUITIES. 18mo. IS. 

ARCH1£OLOGY. (See AN"rIQUITIES.) 
ARCmTECTURE. 

I"REEMAN (Prof. E. A.).-HISTORV OF THE 
CATHEDRAL CHURCH OF' WELLS. Cr. avO. 
3S.6d. 

_ HISTORICAL AND ARCHITBCTURAL 
SKBTCHES, CHIEFLY ITALIAN. Illustrated 
by the Author. Cr. 8vo. IOoS. 6d. 

HULL (E.J.-A TREATISE ON ORNAMENTAL 
AND BUILDING STONES OF GREAT BRITAIN 
AND FOREIGN COUNTRIES. 8vo. u,s. 

MOORE (Prof. C. H.).-THE DEVELOPMBNT 
AND CHARACTBR OF GOTHIC ARCHITBC
TURE. lIIustrated. Med. 8vo. ISs. 

PENROSE (F. c.). (S .. ANTIQUITIES.) 
STEVENSON (1. J.).-HoUSE ARCHITBC

TURE. With Dlustrations. 3 vols. Roy. 
8vo. ISs. each.-Vol. I. ARCHITECTURE; 
Vol. II. HOUSE PLANNING. 

ART. 
(S .. 4/so MUSIC.) 

ART AT HOME SERIES. Edited by 
W. J. LOFTIE, B.A. Cr. 8vo. 
THE BKDROOM AND BOUDOIR. By. Lady 

BARKER. 3S. 6d. 
NUDLEWORK. By ELIZABETH GLAISTBR. 

Illustrated. .S. 6d. 
MUSIC IN THB HOUSE. By JOHN HULLAR. 

4th edit. • •• 6d. 
THE LIBRARY. By ANDREW LANG, with a 

Chapter on Enghsh Illustrated Books, by 
AUSTIN DOBSON. 3$. 6d. 

1'Hs DINING-RoOM. By :t.frs.: LoFTIB. 
With Illustrations. !and Edit. as. 6tI.. 

AMATEUR THEATRICALS. By WALTER H. 
POLLOCK and LADY POLLOCK. Illustrated 
by KATB GRKRNAWAY. as.6d. 

ATKINSON U. B.).-AN ART TOUR TO 
NORTHERN CAPITALS OF EUROPB. 8vo.. IU. 

BURN (Robert). (S,. ANTIQUITIES.) 
CARR U. ComynS).-PAPERS ON ART. Cr. 

8vo. Ss.6d. 

COLLIER (Hon. Johnl.-A PRIMER OF ART. 
18ma. IS. 

COOK (E. T.).-A POPULAR HANDBOOK T~ 
THB NATIONALGALLBRY. Including Notes. 
collected from the Works of Mr. RUSKIN. 
3rd Edit. Cr. 8vo, half motfocco. 14$.
Large paper Edition, 250 copies. 2 vols. 8vo.. 

CRANE (Lucy).-LECTURBS ON ART AN,," 
THB FORMATION OF TASTE. Cr.8vo. 6t. 

DELAMOTTE(Prof. P. H.).-A BEGINNER' .. 
DRAWING-BOOK. Cr. 8vo. 3$.6d. 

ELLIS (Tristram).-SKETCHING FROM NA' 
TURE. IIIustr. by H. STACY MARKS, R.A •• 
and the Author. .nd Edit. Cr. 8vo. 3$. 6d_ 

HAMERTON (p. G.).-THOUGHTS ABOUT 
ART. New Edit. Cr.8vo. Ss.6d. 

HERKOMER (r1.).-ETCHING AND MEZZO
TINT ENGRAVING. 4to. 42.1'. DeL 

HOOPER (W. H.) and PHILLIPS (W. C ).
A .MANU_\'L OF MARKS ON POTTERY AND 
PORCELAIN. 16mo. ..... 6d. 

HUNT (W.).-TALKS ABOUT ART. With '" 
Letter from Sir J. E. MILLArS, Bart., R.A. 
Cr. 8vo. 3$. 6d. 

LECTURES ON ART. By RBGD. STUART 
POOLE, Professor W. B. RICHMOND, E. J
POYNTER, R.A., J. T. MICKLIlTHWAITB. 
and WILLIAM MORRIS. Cr. 8vo. ..... 6tl 

NEWTON (Sir c. T.).-{S .. ANTIQUITIES.) 
PALGRA VE (Prof. F. T.).-EssAVS ON ART. 

Ext. fep. 8vo. 68. 
PATER (W.).-THE RENAISSANCE: Studies. 

in Art and Poetry. 4th Edit. Cr.8vo. IOoS.6d.. 

PENNELL Uoseph).-PBN DRAWING AND 
PEN DRAUGHTS MEN. With~ls8111ustrations.. 
4to. 31. 13$. 6d. net. 

PROPERT (J. Lumsden).-A HISTORY 0" 
MINIATURE ART. Illusttated. Super roy. 
4tO.31. 1l'. 6d.-Bound in vellum. ,.J. 14$. 6d. 

TURNER'S LIBER STUDIORUM: ... 
DESCRIPTION AND A CATALOGUE. By W. G. 
RAWLINSON. Med. 8vo. us.6d. 

TYRWHITT (Rev. R. St. Jobn).-OuR 
SKBTCHING CLUB. Sth Edit. Cr. 8vo. 7s. 6d. 

WYATT (Sir M. Digby).-FINB ART: A 
Sketch of its History, Theory, Practice, and 
Application to Industry. 8vo. sr. 

ASTRONOMY. 

AIRY (Sir G. B.l.-POPULAR AsTRONOMY. 
Illustrated. 7th Edit. Fcp. Bvo. .4" 6d. 

- GRAVITATION. An Elementary Explana .. 
tion of the Principal Perturbations in th", 
Solar System. ond Edit. Cr. Bvo. 7s. 6d. • 

BLAKE (J. F.).-AsTRONOMICAL MYTHS. 
With lIIustrations. Cr. 8vo. !)S. 

CHEYNE (C. H. H.).-AN ELEMENTARY 
,TRBATISE ON THE PLANETARY THSORY. 
Cr. 8vo. 7S. 6d. 

CLARK (L.) and SADLER (H.).-THE STAlL 
GUIDE. Roy. 8vo. sr. 

CROSSLEY (E.)~ GLEDHILL (].), and 
WILSON U. M.J.-A HANDBOOK OF Dou
BLE STARS. 8vo. SillS. 

'_ CORRBCTIONS TO THB HANDBOOK or 
DOUBLK STARS. 8vo. II'. 

-
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FORBES (Prof. George).-THB TRANSIT OF 
VBNUS. lllustrated. Cr. Bvo. ]S. 6d. 

GODFRAY (Hugh). -AN ELEMENTARY 
TUATlSE ON THE LUNAR THEORY. $Ind 
Edit. Cr. Bvo. sa. 6d. 

-- A TKkATISE ON ASTRONOMY, FOR THE 
USBDP COLLEGES AND SCHOOLS. Bvo. 128'.6d. 

LOCKYER(J. Norman, F.R.S.).-A PRIMER 
011' ASTRONOMY. Illustrated. I8ma. IS. 

-- ELEMENTARY LESSONS IN ASTRONOMY. 
lIIustr. New Edition. Fcp. Bvo. sa.6d. 

-- QUESTIONS ON THE SAME. By}. FORBES 
ROBERTSON. li'cp. 8vo. u. 6d. 

-- THB CHBMISTRY OF THB SUN. Illus
trated. Bvo. 146. 

-- THE METEORITIC HYPOTHESIS OF THE 
ORIGIN OP COSMICAL SYSTEMS. Illustrated. 
Bvo. 116. net. 

-- THE EVOLUTION QF THE HEAVBNS AND 
THE EARTH. Illustrated. Cr. Bvo. 

-- STAR·GAZING PAST AND PRESENT. Ex
panded {rom Notes with the assistance of 
G. M. SSABROKE. Roy. Bvo. 21$. 

MILLER (R. KalloJ').-THE ROMANCE 0" 
AsTRONOMY. 2nd Edit. Cr. Bvo. 40'. 6d. 

NEWCOMB (Prof. Simon).-PoPULAR As
TRONOMY. Engravings and Maps. avo. x8s. 

PENROSE (Francis).-ON A METHOD OF 
PREDICTING, BY GRAPHICAL CONSTRUCTION, 
OccULTATIONS OF STARS BY THE MOON AND 
SOLAR EcLIPSES FOR ANY GIVEN FLACK. 
.to. ru. 

RADCLIFFE (Charles B.).-BBHIND THB 
T,DES. Bvo. 40'. 6d. 

ROSCOE-SCHUSTER. (See CHEMISTRY.) 

ATLASES. 
(See 4/S0 GEOGRAPHV~ 

BARTHOLOMEW (J. G.).-ELEMENTARY 

~P:~~!~~~D~~~IT:~:"'L SCHOOL ATLAS. 
80 map.. 4tO. Ss. 6d. ; halI mor. lOS. 6d. 

-- LIBRARY REFERENCE ATLAS OF THE 
WORLD. With Index to 100,000 places. 
Folio. s2 •• 6d. net.-Also iD 7 monthly parts! 
Part I. March, XS9L ss. net; Geographical 
Index, 7$. 6d. net. 

LABBERTON (R. H.).-NEW HISTORICAL 
ATLAS AND GENERAL HISTORY, .. to. IS8. 

BIBLE. (See "tuk" THEOLOGY, p. 30.) 

BIBLIOGRAPHY. 
A BIBLIOGRAPHICAL CATALOGUE OF 

MACMILLAN AND CO.'S PUBLICA
TIONS, .843-89. Mod. avo. 1000.OOt. 

MAYOR (Prof. John E. B.).-A BIBLIOGRA
PHICAL CLUE TO LATIN LITIUtATURE. Cr. 
8vo. IOS.6d. 

RYLAND (F.).-CHRONOLOGICAL OUTLINES 
Oil' ENGUSH LITBRATURB. Cr. Bvo. 6.s. 

BIOGRAPHY. 
(S .. als. HISTORY.) 

Fw IItlew ~"ctl "f BIOGRAPHY, leI ENGLtSH 
MEN Oil' LETTERS, ENGLISH )'IBI( 01" 
ACTION, TWELVE ENGLISH STATESlOtN. 

ABBOTT (E. A.).-THIt ANGLICAN CARBR" 
OJ'CAtDINALNJr,WMAH ... volL avo. 25S.net. 

AGASSIZ (Loui.): HIS LIPE "lfD CORRES
PONI>I!:NCB. Eclited by ELIZABETH CARY 
/oGAs61z , vols. Cr. 8vo. ISs. 

ALBEMARLE (Earl of).-FI"TY YEARS 0" 
My L,FE. 3rd Edit., revised. Cr. Bvo. 7$.6d. 

ALFRED THE GREAT. By THOMAS' 
HUGHES. Cr. 8vo. 68. 

AMIEL (Henri Fr~deric).-"THE JOURNAL 
INTIME. Translated by Mrs. HUMPHRY 
WARD. 2nd Edit. Cr. 8vo. 68. 

ANDREWS (Dr. Thomas). (Stt PHYSICS.) 

ARNAULD, ANGELI QUE. By FRANCES 
MARTIN. Cr. Bvo. 4o'.6d. 

ARTEVELDE. JAMES AND PHILIP YAN 
ARTEVELDE. By W. J. AsHLEY. Cr. Bvo. 68. 

BACON (Francis): AN ACCOUNT OF HIS LIFB 
AND WORKS. By E. A. ABBOTT. Bvo. I¥. 

BARNES. LIFB OF W,LLIAM BARNES, POET 
AND PHILOLOGIST. By his Daughter, LucY 
BAXTER (" Leader Scott "). Cr. Bvo. 7$. 6d. 

BERLIOZ (Hector): AUTOBIOGRAPHY OF. 
Tms.byR.&E.HoLMES •• vols. Cr.8vo. 'IS. 

BE&NARD (St.). THE LIFE AND TIMES OF 
ST. BERNARD, ABBOT OP CLAIRVAUX. By 
J. C. MORISON, M.A. Cr. Bvo. 6a. 

BLACK BURNE. LIFB OF THE RIGHT HON. 
FRANCIS BLACK BURNE, late Lord ChancellOl' 
of Ireland l by his Son, EDWARD BLACK
BURNE. With Portrait. Svo. 12S. 

BLAKE. LIFE OF WILLIAM BLAKE. With 
Selections from his Poems, etc. IlJustr. from 
Blake's own Works. By ALEXANDER Gu,
CHRIST. 2 vols. Med. 8vo. 421. 

BOLEYN (Anne): A CHAPTER OF ENGLISH 
HISTORY,1521-36. By PAUL FRIEDMANN. 
2 vals. Bvo. 28s. 

BROOKE (Sir Jas.), THB RAJA OF SARA. 
WAK (Life 00. lly GERTRUDE L. JACOB. 
2 vols. Bvo. 2SS. 

BURKE. By JOHN MORLEY. Globe Bvo. SO. 

CALVIN. (Stt SELECT BIOGRAPHY, p. s.) 
CARLYLE (Thoma.). Edited hy CHARLES 

E. NORTON. Cr. 8vo. 
-- RBMINISCENCES. 2 vals. 12,f. 
-- EARLY LETTERS, 1814--26. 2 vals. I8.r. 
-- LETTERS, 1826--36. 2: vals. 1.&. 
- CORRESPONDENCE BETWEEN GOBTHB 

AND CARLYLE. gs. 
CARSTARES (Wm.): A CHARACTER AND 

CARBER OF THK REVOLUTJONARV EPOCH 
(1649-1715). By R. H. STORY. Bvo. 'u. 

CAVOUR. (S .. SBLECT BIOGRAPHY, p. 5.) 
CHATTERTON: A S-rORY 01' THB YEAR 

1770. By Prof. DAVID MASSON. Cr.8vo. 5" 
-- A BIOGRAPHICAL STUDY. By Sir })ANIKL 

W,LSON. Cr. 8vo. 68. 6d. 
CLARK. MEMORIALS PROM JOORNAU AIfD 

LETTERS OF SA.tuRL CLARK, M..A. Edited 
by hi. Wife. Cr. Bvo. 71.6d. 

CLOUGH (A. H.). (Sa LITERATURE, p. '9. 
COMBE. LIPE OF CEORCIt COMBE. By 

CHARLES GJ6BON. 2 vols. avo. J2.L -
CROMWELL. (SUSELECTBIOGRAPHY,p.s_) . 

DAMIEN (Father): A JOURNEY PROM CASH- <"". 

)1ERB '·0 HJS floa-lit IN HAWAtl. By EDWA.JtD ~r'; 
CL1"'OJ(D~ PortraiL Cr. Ovo. ar.6d. -..... ;:_;,:7-. 

DAoNTE: 'AN" OTHER EsSAYS. By. ~"~ 
CHtlKCH. Globe 8vo. 5$· '";;'~1it~> 
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. DARWIN (Charles): MEMORIAL NOTICES, 

By T. H. HUXLEY, G. J. ROMANES, Sir 
ARCH. GEIKIEJ and W. THISELTON DYER. 
With Portrait. (;r. 8vo. 28. 6d. 

DEAK (Francis): HUNGARIAN STATESMAN. 
A .Memoir. Bvo. 128.6d. 

DRUMMOND OF HAWTHORNDEN. By 
Prof. D. MASSON. Cr. 8vo. IOS.6d. 

EADIE. LIFE OF JOHN EADIE, D.D. By 
JAM):;5 BROWN, D.D. Cr.8vo. 76.6tl. 

ELLIOTT. LIFE OF H. V. ELLIOTT, OF 
BRIGHTON. By J. BATEMAN. Cr.8vo. 6.r. 

EMERSON. LIFE OF RALPH WALDO EMER· 
SON. By J. L. CAEOT. • vols. Cr.8vo. 18.r. 

ENGLISH MEN OF ACTION. Cr. 8vo. 
With Portraits. 2$.6d. each. 

CLIVE. By Colonel Sir CHARLES WILsoN. 
COOK (CAPTAIN). By WALTER BESANT. 
DAMPIKR. By W. CLARK RUSSELL. 
DRAKE. By JULIAN CORBETT. 
GORDO .. (GENERAL). ByCol. Sir W. BUTLxR. 
HASTINGS (WARREN). By Sir A. LYALl.. 
HAVELOCK (SIR HENRY). B'l A. FORBES. 
HENRY V. By the Rev. A. . CHURCH • . 
LAWRENCE (LORD). By Sir RICH. TEMPLE. 
LIVINGSTONE. By THOMAS HOGHBS. 
MONK. By JULIAN CORBETT. 
MONTROSE. By MOWBRAY MORRIS. 
MOORE(SIRJ OHN). ByCol.MAURICE.(I .. p ... p. 
NAPIER (SIR CHARLES). By Colonel Sir 

WM. BUTLER. 
PETERBOROUGH. By W. STEBBING. 
RODNEY. By DAVID HANNAY. 
SIMON DE MONTFORT. By G. W. PRO' 

THERO. (I .. prep. 
STRAFFORD. By H. D. TRAILI.. 
WARWICK, THE KING-MAKBR. By C. W. 

OMAN. 
WELLINGTON. By GEORGE HOOPBR. 

ENGLISH MEN OF LETTERS. Edited 
by JOHN MORL"Y. Cr.8vo. os.6d. each. 
Cheap Edition, Is.6d. ; sewed, IS. 

ADDISON. By W. J. COURTHOPE. 
BACON. By Dean CHURCH. 
BENTLEY. By Prof. JEBD. 
BUNYAN. ByJ.A.fROUD& 
BURKB. By ~OHN MORLEY. 

~~:~!: ~~ J~~~iIN~CSHHO~RP. 
CARLYLE. Hy JOHN .NICHOL. [lr, tM Pnss. 
CHAUCER. By Prof. A. W. WARD. 
COLERIDGE. By H. D. TRAILL. 
COWPBR.. By GOLDWIN SMITH. 
DEFOE. By W. MINTO. 
D" QUINCEY. By Prof. MASSON. 
DICKENS. By A. W. WARD. 
DRYDEN. By G. SAINTSBURY. 
FIELDlNG. B;y AUSTIN DOBSON. 
GIBBON. By J. COTTER MORISON. 
GoLDSMITH. By WILLIAM BLACK. 
GRAY. By EDMUND GOSSE. 

~~:~~on;E±. ~ ii~;~:/.AMBS. 
JOHNSON. By LESLIE STEPHEN. 
'KEATS. By SIDNEY COLVIN. 
LAMB. By Rev. ALFRED AINGBR. 

t~~~~.R. B:~~~f.N;~W~~~:lN. 
MACAULAY. By J. COTTER MORJSON. 
MILTON. By l\olARK PATTISO~ 
POPE. By LESLIE STEPHEN. \ . \ 

ENGLISH MEN OJ!' LETTERs..--.t.i. 
SCOTT. By R. H. HUTTON. 
SH"LLEY. By J. A. SYMONDS. 
SHERIDAN. By Mrs. OLIPHANT. 
SIDNKY. By J. A. SYMONDS. 
SoUTHEY. By Prof. DOWDEN ... 
SPENSER. By Dean CHURCH. 
STERNE. By H. D. TRAILI.. 
SWlPT. By LESLIE STEPHEN. 
THACKERAY. By ANTHONY TROLLOP& 
WORDSWORTH. By F. W. H. MYERS. 

ENGLISH STATESMEN, TWELVE 
Cr. 8vo. 2S. 6tJ. each. 

WILLIAM THE CONQUEROR. By EDWARD 
A. FREEMAN, D.C.L., LL.D. 

HENRY II. By Mrs. J. R. GREEN. 
EDWARD I. ByT. F. TOUT. M.A. (I.~. 
HENRY VII. By JAMES GAIRDNER. 

~~~~:::-H~°B;E~: S~li~g·L~REIGHTO •• 
OLIVER CROMWELL. By F. HARRISON. 
WILLIAM Ill. By H. D. TRAILI.. 
WALPOLE. By JOHN MORLEY. 
CHATHAM. By JOHN MORLEY. (I .. tIuP"" ... 
PITT. By LoRD ROSEDERV. 
PEEL. By J. R. THURSFIELD. 

EPICTETUS. (See SELECT BIOGRAPHY, p. 5.) 
FAIRFAX. LIFB OF ROB"RT FAIRFAX 01' 

STEETON, Vice-Admiral, AldermanJ and 
Member for York, A.D. 1666-1725. By Cur
MENTS R. MARKHAM, C.B. 8vo. xu.6ci. 

FITZGERALD (Edwordj. (SeeLITBRATUIIB, 
p.20.) 

FORBES (Ed word) : MEMOIR OF. By GEORGB 
WILSON, M.P., and Sir ARCHIBALD GBIK.IB, 
F.R.S., etc. Demy 8vo. '141'. 

FRANCIS OF ASSISI. By Mrs. OLIPHANT. 
Cr.8vo. 6.r. 

FRASER. JAMES FRASER, SECOND BISHOP 
OP MANCHESTER: A Memoir. By T. 
HUGHES. Cr. 8vo. 6.r. 

GARIBALDI. (See SELECT BIOGRAPHY, P. 5-) 
GOETHE: LIFE OF. By Prof. HEINRJCH 

DONTZER. Translated by T. W. LvsTElt. 
a vols. Cr. 8vo. 21S. 

GOETHE AND CARLYLE. (See CARLYL&.) 
GORDON (General): A SKETCH. By REG,

NALD H. BARNES. Cr. Bvo. IS. 
-- LETTERS OF GENERAL C. G. GoRDON 

g :!~ SI;"t:J. M. A. GORDON. 4th Edit. 

HANDEL: L1FE OF. By W. S. ROCKSTRo. 
Cr. 8vo. IOS.6d.. 

HOBART. (See COLLBCTED WORKS, P. 21.) 
HODGSON. MEMOIR OF REV. FRANCIS 

HODGSON, B.D. By his Son, Rev. JAMES T. 
HODGSON, M.A. a vols. Cr. Bvo. ISs. 

JEVONS (W. Sxanley).-LETTERS AND JOUR
NAL. Edited by HIS WIll'S. 8vo. 141'. 

KAVANAGH (Rt. Hon. A. McMurrough): A 
BIOGRAPHY. From papers chiefly unpub
lished, compiled by his Cousin, SARAH L. 
STEBLB. With Portrait. Bvo. 141'. net. 

KINGSLEY: HIS LETTERS, AND MEMORIES 
OF HIS LIFE. Edited by HIS WIFE. avols. 
Cr. 8vo. 12S.-Cheap Edition. x vol. 6s. 

LAMB. THE LIFE OF CHARLES LAMB. By 
Rev. ALFRED AINGER, M.A. Globe 8vo. 51. 

LOUIS (St.). (S .. SELECT BIOGRAPHY, P. 5-
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MACMILLAN (D.). MEMOIR OP DANIEL 
MACMILLAN. By THOMAS HUGHES, Q.C. 
With Portrait. Cr. Bvo. 48. 6d.-Cheap 
Edition. Cr. Bvo, sewed. IS. 

MALTHU~ AND HIS WORK. BY]AMES 
BONAR. 8vo. us. 6tL 

MARCUS AURELIUS. (SII SELECT Blo, 
GRAPHV, D,low.) 

MATHEWS. THE LIPE OP CHARLES ]. 
MATHEWS. Edited by CHARLES DICKENS. 
With Portraita. 2 vols. Bvo. .5'. 

MAURICE. LIPE OP FREDERICK DENISON 
MAURICB. By his Son, FREDBRICK MAURICB, 
Two Portraits. 2 voll. Bvo. 36<.-l'opular 
Edit. (4th Thousand). • vol.. Cr. Bvo. 16<. 

MAXWELL. PROFESSOR CLERK MAXWELi., 
A LIPE OP. By Prof. L. CAMPBELL, M.A., 
aDd W. GARNBTT, M.A. Cr. Bvo. 7" 6d. 

MAZZINI. (S .. SELBCT BIOGRAPHV.) 
MELBOURNE. MEMOIRS OP VISCOUNT 

MBLBOURNB. By W. M. TORRENS. With 
Portrait. ond Edit. 0 vols. 8vo. 3OS. 

MILTON. THB LIFE OP ]OHN MILTON. 
By Pror. DAVID MASSON. Vol. I., 21$.; 
Vol. 111., ISs. ; Vols. IV. and V., 3OS. ; Vol. 
VI., with Portrait, sn.r. (SId "Iso CLASSICAL 
WRITBRS, p. 13') 

NAPOLEON I., HISTORY OF. By P. 
LANPREV. 4 vols. Cr. Bvo. 308. 

NELSON. SOUTHBV'S LIPB OP NBLSON. 
With Introduction and Notes by MICHAEL 
MACMILLAN, B.A. Globe Bvo. 3'.6d. 

NORTH (M.).-RECOLLBCTIONS OP A HAPPY 
LIPs. BeiD~theAutobio-,rapbyofMARIANNB 
NORTH. Ed. by Mro. J. A. SYMONDS. ond 
Edit. 2 vols. Ex. cr. Bvo. 17'. net. 

OXFORD MOVEMENT, THE, IB33-4S. 
By Dean CHURCH. GI. Bvo. 51. 

PATTESON. LIPB AND I.ETTERS OP JOHN 
(;oLBRIDGB PATTItSON, D.D., MISSIONARY 
JJISIlOP. By C. M. YONGE. 0 vols. Cr.8vo. 
101. (S" .. I,. BOOKS POR THB YOUNG, p. 3B.) 

PATTISON (M.l.-MBMOIRS. Cr.8vo. Ss.6d. 
PITT. (S .. SBLECT BIOGRAPHV.) 
I'OLLOCK (Sir Frdk., .nd Bart.).-PBRSONAL 

RBMBMBRANCRS. 2 vols. Cr. Bvo. 16.1. 

POOLE, THOS., AND HIS FRIENDS. 
By Mn. SANDPORD •• nd edit. Cr. Bvo. 6<. 

PVM. (S .. SBLECT BIOGRAPHY.) 
. )(OBINSON (Matthew): AUTOBIOGRAPHV OF. 

Edited by ). E. B. MAVOR. ~·cp. Bvo. 51. 

JtOSSETTI (Dante Gabriel): A RECORD AND 
a STUDY. 1Iy W. SHARP. Cr. Bvo. 10I.6d. 

Jl UMFORD. (S" CoLLECTED WORKS, p.o •• ) 
SENECA. (S" SELECT BIO",RAPHV.) 
SCHILLER, LIPBOF. By pror. H. DONTZER. 

TraDL by P. E. PINKKRTON. Cr. Bvo. IO$.6d. 
SHELBURNE. LIVB or WILLIAM, EARL 

OF SHBLBURNE. By Lord EDMOND FITZ· 
MAURICE. In 3 voll.-Vol. I. Bvo. 1 .... -
Vol. II. 8vo. I ... -Vol. III. 8vo. 16<. 

SIBSON. (S" MEDICINE.) . 
SMETHAM (Jas.).: LETTERS OF. Ed. by 

SARAH SMETHAM and W. DavIES. Portrait. 
Cr. 8_ 7" 6d. net. 

SPINOZA: A STUDY OF. By JAMES MAR. 
. TINBAU. LL.D. ond Edit. Cr. 8vo. 6<. 

TAIT. THE LIPE OF ARCHIBALD LAMPBELL 

~~l13I!~~H~~HR~c~~~::Ta~l:tR:;. ~ 
HaNHAM, B.D. :2 vols. Cr. Bvo. lOS. net. 

-- CATHARINB AND CRAWFUH.D TAIT. 
WIFE AND SON OF ARCHIBALD CAMPBBLL, 
ARCHBISHOP OF CANTERBURY: A Memoir. 
Ed. by Rev. W. BENHAM, B.D. Cr. Bvo. 6 •• 
-Popular Edit., abridged. Cr.8vo. os.6d. 

THRING (Edward): A MEMORV OP. By 
]. H. SKRINE. Cr. Bvo. 6<. 

VICTOR EMMANUEL II., FIRST KING 
OF ITALV. By G. S. GODKIN. Cr.8vo. 6<. 

WARD. WILLIAM GEORGE WARD AND THB 
OXFORD MOVBMENT. By his Son, WILFRID 
WARD. With Portrait. Bvo. 148. 

WATSON. A RECORD OP ELLEN WATSON. 
. By ANNA BUCKLAND. Cr. 8vo. 60. 

WHEWELL. DR. WILLIAM WHEWELL, late 
Master or Trinity College, ·Cambridge. An 
Account of his \Vritings, with Selections from 
his Literary and Scientific Correspondence 
By I. TODHUNTER, M.A. :'01 vols. 8vo. 2SS, 

WILLIAMS (Montagu).-LEAVES OF A LIPE. 
Cr. Bvo. 3'. 6d. 

-- LATER LEAVES. Being further Reminis
cences. With Portrait. Cr. Bvo. 3s. 6d. 

WILSON. MEMOIR OP PROP. GEORGE WIL. 
SON, M.D. By HIS SISTER. With Portrait • 
• nd Edit. Cr. 8vo. 6<. 

WORDSWORTH. DOVE COTTAGE, WORDS
WORTH'S HOMB, 1800-8. GI. Bvo. swd. IS. 

Select iUography. 
FARRAR (Archdeacon).-SEEKERS AFTER 

GOD. THB LIVES OF SENECA, EPICTBTUS, 
AND MARCUS AURELIUS. Cr. 8vo. lS.6d. 

FAWCETT (Mrs. H.). - SOME EMINENT 
WOMEN all' OUR TIMES. Cr. Bvo 2s.6d. 

GUIZOT.-GRBAT CHRISTIANS OP FRANCE: 
ST. LOUIS AND CALVIN. Cr. Bvo. 6<. 

HARRISON (Frederic}.-THB NEW CALEN· 
DAR 011' GREAT MEN. Ex. cr. Bvo. 7S.6d. net. 

MARRIOTT (J. A. R.).-THE MAKERS OP 
MODERN ITALY: MAZUNI, CAVOUR, GARI· 
BALDI. Cr. Bvo. ::r:.r.6d. 

MARTINEAU (Harriet). - BIOGRAPHICAL 
SKETCHES, 185'-75. Cr. 8vo. 6<. 

SMITH (Goldwin).-THREE ENGLISH STATJESo 
MEN: CRaM-WELL, PVM, PITT. Cr.8vo. SS • 

WINKWORTH (Catharine). - CHRISTIAN 
SINGBRS OP GERMANY. Cr. Bvo. 48. 6d. 

YONGE (Charlotte M.).-THE PUPILS OP ST. 
]OHN. Illustrated. Cr. 8vo. 6<. 

-- PIONEERS AND FOUNDERS j or, Recent 
Workers in the Mission Field. Cr. Bvo. 6.1'. 

-- A BOOK OF WORTHIES. GATHERED PROII 
THB OLD HISTORIES AND WRITTEN ANEW. 
t8mo. 28. 6d. net. 

-- A BOOK OF GOLDEN DEEDS. l8mo. u.6tl. 
net.--GiDM R,adi'V, Edit;.... GI. Bvo. • •. 
Abridged Editi.... Pott 8vo. ... 

BIOLOGY. 
(S ... rs. BOTANY; NATURAL HISTORV; 

PHYSIOLOGV; ZOOLOGY.) 
BALFOUR (F. M.}.-COMPARATlVE EM. 

BRYOLOGY. Illustrated. II yols. Bvo. Vol. I . 
ISs. Vol. II. • ... 
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BIOLOGY-;:""ti"",d. 
BALL (W. P.).-ARE THE EFFECTS OF USE 

AND DISUSE INHERITED? Cr. Bvo. 3-'. 6d. 
BASTIAN (H. Cbarlton).-THE BEGINNINGS 

OF LIFE. :2 vols. Crown 8vo. 28.1'. 
-- EVOLUTION AND THE ORIGIN OF LIFE. 

Cr. Bvo. 6s. 6d. 
BATESON (W.l.-MATERIALS FOR THE 

STUDl' OF VARIATION IN ANIMALS. Part I. 
DISCONTINt;OUS VARIATION. Illustr. Bvo. 

BERNARD (H. M.).-THE ApODIDAE. Cr. 
Bvo. 7$.6d. 

BIRKS (T. R.).-MoDERN PHYSICAL FA
TALISM. AND THB DOCTRINE OF EVOLUTION. 
Including an Examination of Mr. Herbert 
Spencer's U First Principles." Cr. avo. 68. 

EIMER (G. H. T.).-ORGANIC EVOLUTION 
AS THE RESULT OF THE INHERITANCE OF 
ACQUIRED CHARACTERS ACCORDING TO THE 
LAWS OF ORGANIC GROWTH. Translated by 
J. T. CUNNINGHAM, M.A. Bvo. lu.6tl. 

FISKE Oobn).-OuTLlNES OF COSIUC PHILO
SOPHY, BASED ON THE DOCTRINE OF Evo~ 
LUTION. 2 vols. Bvo. 2,SS. _0- MAN's DESTINY VIEWED IN THE LIGHT 
OF HIS ORIGIN. Cr. 8vo. 3$. 6d. 

FOSTER (Prof. M.l and BALFOUR (F. M.l. 
-THE ELEMENTS OF EMBRYOLOGY. Ed. ~ 

~ SEDGWICK, and WALTER HEAPE. Illus. 3rd 
Edit., revised and enlarged. Cr. 8vo. Ios.6d. 

~UXLEY (T. H.l and MARTIN (H_ N.).
(See under ZOOLOGY, p. 40') 

KLEIN (Dr. E.).-MICRO-ORGANISMS AND 
DISEASE. With 121 Engravings. 3M Edit . . 
Cr. Bvo. 6s. 

LANKESTER (Prof. E. Ray).-CoMPARA
TIVE LONGEVITY IN MAN AND THE LOWER 
ANIMALS. Cr. 8vo. 4$. 6d. 

LUBBOCK (Sir John, Bart.).-Scn'NTIFIC 
LECTURES. Illustrated. 2nd Edit. 8vo. Ss.6tl. 

PARKER (T. Jeffery).-LESsONS '" ELE
MENTARY BIOLOGY. Illustr. Cr.8vo. IOS.6d. 

ROMANES (G. J.).-SCIENTIFIC EVIDENCES 
OF ORGANIC EVOLUTION. Cr. avo. 2&'.6d. 

VARIGNY (H. de).-ExPERIMENTAL Evo-
LUTION. Cr. Bvo. ' [[n tlu Press. 

WALLACE (Alfred R.).-DARWINISM: An 
Exposition of the Tbeory of Natural Selec
tion. Illustrated. 3rd Edit. Cr. Bvo. gs. 

-- CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE THEORY OF 
NATURAL SELECTION, AND TROPICAL. NA~ 
TURE: and other Essays. New Ed. Cr.Bvo. 6s. 

- THE GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION OF 
ANIMALS. Illustrated. 2 vals, Bvo. 429. 

-- ISLAND LIFE. Illustr. Ext. Cr. 8vo. 6.s. 

BIRDS. (S .. ZOOLOGY; ORNITHOLOGY.) 

BOOK-KEEPING. 
THORNTON (J.).-FIRST LESSONS IN BOOK-

KEEPING. New Edition. Cr. 8vo. 2.5'. 6d. 
- KEY. Oblou&:" 4tO. lOS. M. 
- PRIMER OF BOOK·KEEPING. 18mo. rs. 
- KEY. Demv 8vo. 2,f. 6d. 
- EXERCISES IN BOOK-KBEPING. lamO. rs. 

BOTANY. 
See .Iso AGRICULTURE; GARDENING.) 

ALLEN (Grant). - 0" THB COLOURS OF 
FLOWERS. Illustrated. Cr. Bvo. 3'. 6d. 

BALFOUR (Prof. J. B.) and WARD (Pror. 
H. M.). - A GENERAL TEXT-BOOK 0. 
BOTANY. Bn. [I"p~.;ar..tUm.. 

BETTANY (G. T.).-FIRST LESSONS IN PRAC-
TICAL BOTANY. r8mo. u. f. 

BOWER (Prof. F. O.).-A COURSE OF PRAc
TICAL INSTRUCTION IN BOTANY. Cr. Bvo. 
lOS. 6d.-Abridged Edition. [1"pnpartJltiOll. 

CHURCH (Prof. A. H.) and SCOTT (D. H_). 
-MANUAL OF VEGETABLE PHYSIOLOGY. 
Illustrated_ Crown Bvo. [1"pnpar..tUm.. 

GOODALE (Prof. G. L.).-PHVSIOLOGICAL 
BOTANY.-I. OUTLINES OF THE HISTOLOGY 
OF PHAiNOGAMOUS PLANTS; 2. VEGETABL8 
PHYSIOLOGY. Bvo. :los.6d. 

GRAY (Prof. Asa).-STRUCTURAL BOTANV; 
orr Organography on the Basis of Mor
phology. Bvo. lOS. 6tl. ° 

- THE SCIENTIFIC PAPERS OF ASA GRAV. 
Selected by~. S. SARGENT. 2 vols. 8vo. 2XI. 

HANBURY (Daniel). - SCIENCE PAPERS, 
CHIEFLY PHARMACOLOGICAL AND BOTAHI
CAL. Med. avo. %48. 

HARTIG (Dr. Robert).-TExT-BooK OF THB 
DISEASES OF TREES. Transl. by Prof_ WK. 
SOMERVILLE, B.Sc. With IntroductioD by 
Prof. H. MARSHALL WARD. avo. 

HOOKER (Sir Josepb D.).-THE STUDENT'S 
FLORA OF THE BRITISH ISLANDS. 3Id 
Edit. Globe Bvo. lOS. 6d. 

- A PRIMER OF BOTANY. I8mo. IS. 

LASLETT (Thomas).-TIMBER AND TIMBER 
TREES, NATIVE AND FOREIGN. Cr. Bvo. 
Ss.6d. 

LUBBOCK (Sir Jobn, Bart.).-ON BRITISH 
WILD FLOWERS CONSIDERED IN RELATION 
TO INSECTS. Illustrated_ Cr. Bvo. ojS.6d. 

- FLOWERS, FRUITS, AND LEAVES. With 
Illustrations. Cr. 8vo. ...,.. 64. 

MULLER-THOMPSON.-"l'HB FERTlLI· 
SATION OF FLOWERS. By Prof. H. MOLLER. 
Transl. by D'ARCY W. THOMPSON. Preface 
by CHARLES DARWIN, F.R.S. avo. 2". 

OLIVER (Prof. Daniel).-LESSONS IN ELE-

~EF~::: :6~:"o~ I~~~~~ :~i~~':.· fIi:: 
trated. Ext. fep. Bvo. 6s.6d. 

ORCHIDS: BEING THE REl'ORT ON THB 
ORCHID CONFERENCE HELD AT SOUTH .KBx
SINGTON, 188S. 8vo. 2.5'. net. 

PETTIGREW U. Bell).-THE PHYSIOLOGY 
OF THE CIRCULATION IN PLANTS, IN THB 
LoWER ANIMALS, AND IN MAN. avo. 12.1. 

SMITH (J.).-ECONOMIC PLANTS, D,CTION· 
ARY OF POPULAR NAMES OF; THEIR HIS
TORY, PRODUC'rs, AND USES. 8vo. I¥. 

SMITH (W. G.).-D,SEASES OF FIELD AND 
GARDEN CROPS, CHIEFLY SUCH AS ARB 
CAUSED BY ~UNGI. Illust. Fcp.8vo. 4I.6il. 

STEWART (5. A.) and CORRY (T. H.).
A FLORA OF THE NORTH-EAST OF IRELAND. 
Cr. Bvo. SS.6d. 

WARD (Prof. H. M.).-TIMBER AND SOIlB 0. 
ITS DISBASES. Illustrated. Cr. avO. 61. 

YONGE (C. M.).-THE HERB OF THB FmLD. 
New EditiOD. revised. Cr. Bvo. Sf. 
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BREWING AND WINE. 
PASTEUR-FAULKNER. -STUDIES ON 

FERMENTATION: THE DISEASES OF BEER, 
THEIR CAUSES, AND THE MEANS Oil' PRE
VENTING THEM. By L. PASTEUR. Trans
lated by FRANK FAULKNBR. Bvo. :UI. 

THUDlCHUMU. L. W.) and (DUPRE (A.). 
-TRRATISB ON THE ORIGIN, NATURB, AND 
V AKIRTIES OF WINS. Med. Bvo. 258. 

CHEMISTRY. 
(S .. ,,/so MBTALLURGY.) 

IIRODIE(Sir Benjamin).-IDEAL CHEMISTRY. 
Cr.8vo ..... 

COHEN (J. B.).-THB OWENS COLLRGB 
COURSE OF PRACTICAL ORGANIC CHEMIS
TRY. Fcp. Bvo. 21.6d. 

COOKE (Prof. J. P., jUD.).-PRINCIPLBS 0 .. 
CHEMICAL PHILOSOPHY, New Edition. 
8vo. 168. 

FLEISCHER (Emil).-A SYSTEM OF VOLU
METRIC ANALYSIS. Tr~nsl. with Additions) 
byM. M. P. MUIR, F.R.S.E. Cr.8vo. 78.6a. 

FRANKLAND (Prof. P. F.). (S .. AGRI-
CIiLTURE.) . 

GLADSTONE U. H.) and TRIBE (A.).
THE CHEMISTRY OF THE SECONDARY BAT
TERIESOP PLANTJl AND FAURB. Cr.8vo. 21.64. 

HARTLEY (Prof. W. N.).-A COURSB OF 
QUANTITATIVE ANALYSIS FOR STUDENTS. 
Globe 8vo. 58. 

HEMPEL (Dr. W.).-MBTHODS OF GAS 
ANALYSIS. Translated by L. M. DENNIS. 
Cr. 8vo. 78. 6<1. 

HOFMANN (Prof. A. W.).-THB LIFB WORK 
Oil' LIEBIG IN EXPERIMBNTAL AND PHILO
SOPHIC CHEMISTRY. 8vo. sr. 

JONES (Francis).-THE OWBNS COLLEGB 
JUNIOR COURSB OF PRACTICAL CHBMISTRY. 
lilustrated. Fcp. 8vo. 21. 64. 

-- QUBSTIONS ON CHBMISTRY. Fop.8vo. ",. 
LANDAUER (J.). - BLOWPIPB ANALYSIS. 

Translated by J. TAYLOR. Gl.8vo. 4$.6d. 
LOCKYER U. Norman, F.R.S.).!... THB 

CHEMISTRY OF THB SUN. 111ustr. avo. 148. 

LUPTON es.). - CHBMICAL ARITHMBTIC. 
With 1.00 Problems. Fcp. 8vo. 4$.64. 

MANSFIELD (C. B.).-A THEORY OF SALTS. 
Cr.8vo. I+". 

MELDOLA (Prof. R.).-THE CHEMISTRY OF 
PHOTOGRAPHY. 11lustrated. Cr. 8vo. 68. 

MEYER (E. von).-H,STORY 01' CHEMISTkY 
ItROM THB EARLIEST TIMES TO THE PRE
'''NT DAY. Translated by G. MCGOWAN, 
Ph. D. 8vo. I+". net. 

MIXTER (Prof. W. G.).-AN ELEMBNTARY 
TEXT-BOOK Olt CHEMISTRY. Cr. Bvo. 7s. M. 

MUIR (M. M. P.).-PRACTICAL CHEMISTRY 
FOR MEDICALSTUDENTS(FirstM. B. Course). 
Fcp. 8vo. II. 64. 

MUIR (M. M. P.) ud WILSON (D. M.).
ELKMENTSOpTHBRMAI.CHBMISTRY. lu.6d. 

OSTWALD (Prof.).-OUTLINKS OF GENBRAL 
CHBMISTRY. Trans. Dr.}. WALKER. Jot.neL 

RAMSAY (Prof. William).-ExPERIMENTAL 
Paoops Olt CHBMICAL THBORY POR BEGIN
"BRS. .8ma. .... 6<1. 

REMSEN (Prof. Ira).-THE ELRMENTS O. 
CHEMISTRY. Fcp. Bvo. 2S.6d. 

- AN INTRODUCTION TO THE STUDY OJ" 
CHBMISTRY (INORGANIC CHEMISTRY). Cr 
8vo: 68.6d. 

-- A TEXT-BOOK OF INORGANIC CHEMIS. 
TRY. avo. J6.s. . 

-- COMPOUNDS OF CARBON; or, An Intra. 
ductiOI1 to tho Study of Organic Chemistry. 
Cr. 8vo. 68. 6d. 

R~:~~~J~~R~:n%!~;r~i~d.S·);8,!:R:::BR 
- LESSONS IN ELEMENTARY CHEMISTRY 
I~ORGANIC AND ORGANIC. Fcp. Svo. 48.6d. 

ROSCOE (Sir H. E.) and SCHORLEMMER 
. (Prof. C.).-A COMPLETE TREATISE ON IN

ORGANIC AND ORGANIC CHEMISTRY. Illustr. 
8vo.-Vols. I. and II. INORGANIC CHEMIS
TRY: Vol. 1. THE NON·METALLIC ELB
MENTS, 2nd Edit., ns. Vol. II. Parts I. 
and II. METALS, lB •. eacb.-Vol. III. OR
GANIC CHEMISTRY: THE CHEMISTRY OF THB 
HYDRO-CARBONS AND THEIR DERIVATIVBS. 
Parts I. II. IV. and VI •• IS.; ParIS III. and 
V. I8s. each. 

ROSCOE (Sir H. E.) and SCHUSTER (A.). 
-SPECTRUM ANALYSIS. By Sir HENRY E. 
ROSCOE. ~th Edit.Lrevised by the Author 
and A. SCHUSTER, ~·.R.S. With Coloured 
Plates. 8vo. 2 IS. 

THORPE (Prof. T. E.) and TATE (W.).
A SEttlBS OF CHEMICAL PROBLEMS. With 
KEY. Fcp. 8vo. ... 

THORPE (Prof. T. E.) and RUCKER (Prof. 
A. W.).-A TRBATISB ON CHEMICAL PHY, 
SICS. Illustrated. 8vo. [In prep_an .... 

WURTZ (Ad.).-A H,STORY OF CHEMICAl. 
THEORY. Trans!. by H. WATTS. Cr.8vo. 68. 

CHRISTIAN CHURCH, HiBtory of the. 
(S .. un,," THBOLOGY, p. 31.) 

CHURCH OF ENGLAND, The. 
(See rnukr THEOLOGY, p. 3") 

COLLECTED WORKS. 
(See .. nder L,TERATURE, p. '9.) 

COMPARATIVE ANATOMY. 
(See under ZOOLOGY, p. 39.) 

COOKERY. 
(Se ... "der DOMBSTIC ECONOMY, p. 8.) 

DEVOTIONAL BOOKS. 
(See under THEOLOGY, p. 3',) 

DICTIONARIES AND GLOSSARIES. 
AUTENRIETH (Dr. G.).-AN HOMBRIC. 

DICTIONARY. Translated from the German,. 
bV R. P. KEEP, Ph.D. Cr. 8vo. 68. 

BARTLETT (J.).-FAMILIAR QUOTATIONS, 
-- A SHAKBSPEARB GLOSSARY. Cr. Bvo. 

.u.6d. 
GROVE (Sir George).-A D,CT,ONARY 01' 

MUSIC AND MUSICIANS. (See MUSIC.) 
HOLE (Rev. C.).-A BRIBF BIOGRAPHIC:AI. 

D,CTIONARY. .nd Edit. I8mo. +". 6d. 
MASSON (Gustave).-A COMPENDIOUS Inc

TIONARY. OF THE FRKNCH LANGUAGE. 
Cr. 8vo. 3'. 6d. 

PALGRAVE (R. H. I.).-A' D,CT,ONARY 0" 
POLITICAL ECONOMY. (S,., POLITICA. ... 
ECONOMY.) 



8 DOMESTIC ECONOMY-ENGINEERING. c 

DICTIONARIE8-c""ti ..... d. 
WHITNEY (Prof. W. D.).-A CoMPENDIOUS 

GERMAN AND ENGLISH DICTIONARY. Cr. 
I!vo. $S.-German.English Part separately. 
31. fill. 

WRIGHT (W. Aldis).-THE BIBLE WORD' 
BOOK. 2nd Edit. Cr.8vo. 7S.6Ii. 

YONGE (Charlotte M.).-HISTORY OF CHRIS
TIAN NAMES. Cr.8vo. 7S.6d. 

DOMESTIC ECONOMY. 
Cook'ry-N" .. singo-Nrellkwwk. 

Cookery. 
BARKER (Lady).-FIRST LESSONS IN THB 

PRINCIPLES OP' COOKING. 3rd Ed. IBmo. J,s. 

FREDERICK (Mrs.).-HINTS TO HOUSE
WIVES ON SEVERAL POINTS, PARTICULARLY 
ON THE PREPARATION OF ECONOMICAL AND 
TASTEFUL DISHES. Cr. Bvo. IS. 

MIDDLE·CLASS COOKERY BOOK, THIE. 
Compiled for the Manchester School of 
Cookery. Fcp. 8vo. IS. 6ti. 

TEGETMEIER (W. B.).-HouSEHOLD MAN· 
AGEMENT AND COOKERY. lamo. IS. 

WRIGHT (Miss Guthrie).-THE SCHOOL 
COOKERY·BoOK. lamo. IS. 

Nursing. • 
CRAVEN (Mrs. Dac~e).-A GUIDE TO DIS' 

TRICT NURSES. Cr. Bvo. 28.6tl. 
FOTHERGILL (Dr. J. M.).-FoOD FOR THE 

INVALID, THE CONVALESCENT, THE DYSPEP" 
TIC, AND TIIB GOUTY. Cr.8vo. 38.6d. 

IEX.BLAKE (Dr. Sophia).-THE CARE OF 
I~FANTS: A Manual for Mothers and 
Nurses. lamo. IS. . 

IlATHBONE (Wm.).-THE HISTORY AND 
PROGRESS OF DISTRICT NURSING, FROM ITS 
COMMBNCEMENT IN THE YEAR IBS9 TO THB 
PRESBNT DATE. Cr. 8vo. 2S.61l. 

RECOLLECTIONS OF A NURSE. By 
E. D. Cr. 8vo. 0$. 

STEPHEN (Caroline E.).-THR SERVICE 0" 
TH" POOR. Cr. 8vo. 63. 6Ii. 

Needlework. 
GLAISTER (Elizaheth).-NEEDLEWORK_ Cr. 

8vo. 0$. fill. 
GRAND'HOMME.-CUTTING OUT AND 

DRESSMAKING. From the French of Mdlle. 
E. GRAND'HOMMB. IBmo. IS. 

GRENFELL(Mrs.)-DRBSSMAKING. 18mo .... 
DRAMA, The. 

(S .... Hd ... LITERATURE, p. 14.) 
ELECTRICITY. 

(S .. "Hd ... PHYSICS, p •• 6.) 
EDUCATION. 

ARNOLD (Matthew).-HIGHER SCHOOLS AND 
UNIVBRSITIBS IN GBRMANY. -Cr. Bvo. 6&. 

- RBPORTS ON ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS 
185.·8 •• Ed. by Lord SANDFORD. 8vo. 31.61. 

BLAKISTON (J. R.).-THB TEACHER: HINTS 
ON SCHOOL MANAGBMENT. Cr. Bvo. AS.6d. 

CALDERWOOD (Prof. H.).-ON TEACH
LNG. 4th Edit. Ext. fcp. 8vo. 2S.61l. 

~::L~ i~~r~~~~~:C::lb~~~~p!,Rl:~ 
GEORGE COMBE. Ed. by W. JOLLY. 8vo. ISS. 

CRAIK (Henry).-THE STATE IN ITS RELA
TION TO EDUCATION. Cr. Bvo. 3s.6d. 

FEARON (D. R.).-SCHOOL INSPECTION 
fith Edit. Cr. 8vo. os. 6Ii. 

FITCH (J. G.).-NOTES 01< AMERlCAIO 
SCHOOLS AND TRAINING COLLEGES. Re
printed by permission. Globe pt-o. 2$. 64. 

GLADSTONE U. H.).-SPELLING REFORM 
PROM AN EDUCATIONAL POINT OP VIBW. 
3rd Edit. Cr. 8vo. rs.61l. 

HERTEL (Dr.).-OvERPRRSSURE IN HIGH 
SCHOOLS IN DENMARK. With Introduction 
hySir J. CRICHTON·BROWNE. Cr.8vo. 3S.6Ii_ 

KINGSLEY (Charles).-HEALTH AND EDU
CATION. Cr. Bvo. 6&. 

LUBBOCK(Sir John, Bart.);-POLlTICALAND 
EDUCATIONAL ADDRESSES. Svo. Ss. M. 

MAURICE (F. D.).-LEARNING AND WORK
ING. Cr. 8vo. ¥. 61l. 

RECORD OF TECHNICAL AND SE· 
CONDARY EDUCATION. CroWD 8vo.. 
Sewed, u. net. No. I. Nov. IBgI. 

THRING (Rev. Edward).-EDUCATION ANI> 
SCHOOL. 2nd Edit. Cr. Bvo. 63. 

ENGINEERING. 
.ALEXANDER (T.) and THOMSON (A.W.) 

-ELEMBNTARY ApPLIED MECHANICS. Part 
II. TRANSVERSE STRESS. Cr. 8vo. IOS.6d.. 

CHALMERS (J. B.).-GRAPHICAL DETER
MINATION OP FORCES IN ENGINEERING 
STRUCTURES. Illustrated. Svo. 24.5'. 

COTTERILL (Prof. J. H.).-ApPLlED 1110:
CHANICS: An Elementary General Introduc
tion to the Theory of Structures and Ma
chines. 2nd Edit. Bvo. .tSs. 

COTTERILL (Pmf. J. H.) and SLADE 
U. H.).-LEssoNS IN ApPLIED MECHANIcs.. 
Fep. 8vo. $S. 6Ii. 

KENNEDY (Prof. A. B. W.).-THE ME
CHANICS OF MACHINBRY. Cr. Svo. :lu.6d .. 

PEABODY (Prof. C. H.).-THERMODYNAMICS 
OP THE STEAM ENGINE AND OTHER HEAT
ENGINES. avo. 21S. 

SHANN (G.).-AN ELEMENTARY TREATIS .. 
ON HEAT IN RELATION TO STEAM ANDTHB 
STRAM·ENGINB. Illustrated. Cr.8vo. ¥.6Ii_ 

WHITHAM (Pmf. J. M.).-STEAM·ENGINB 
DESIGN. For the use of Mechanical En ... 
gineers, Students, and Draughtsmen. Illus
trated. 8vo. 2SS. 

WOODWARD (C. M.).-A HISTORY OF THE 
ST. LOUIS BRIDGB. ..to. 2/.2.5'. net. 

YOUNG (E. W.).-SIMPLE PRACTICAL ME
THODS OP CALCULATING STRAINS ON GIR
DRRS, ARCHES, AND TRUSSES. Svo. 7$. 6tL 

ENGLISH CITIZEN SERIES. 
(S., POLITICS.) 

ENGLISH MEN OF ACTION. 
(S" BIOGRAPHY.) 

ENGLISH MEN OF LETTERS. 
(S., BIOGRAPHY.) 

ElfGLISH STATESMEN, Twelve. 
(St< BIOGRAPHY.) 

ENGRAVING. (S .. ART.) 
ESSAYS. (S .. "",," LITBRATURE, p. 19.) 

ETCIDNG. (S., ART.) 
ETHICS. (S .. "",," PHILOSOPHY, p. OS.) 



GARDENING-HISTORY. 9 

FATHERS, The. 
Sn ""tler' THEOLOGY, p. 32.) 

FICTION, ProBe. 
(Sa;,ttdn- LITERATURE, p. 17.) 

• GARDENING. . 
(S" alsf} AGRICULTURE; BOTANY.) 

BLOMFIELD (R.) and THOMAS (F. 1.).
THB FORMAL GARDEN IN ENGLAND. Illus
trated. Ex. cr. 8vo. 7$. 64. net.-Large 
Paper Edition. avo. 1U.I. net. 

BRIGHT (H. A.).-THB ENGLISH FLOWBR 
GARDEN. Cr. 8vo. 3$. 64. 

-- A YBAR IN A LANCASHIRB GARDBN. Cr. 
8vo. V.64. 

HOBDAY (E.). - VILLA GARDENING. A 
Hand book for Amateur and Practical Gar· 
deners. Ext. cr. 8vo. 6&. 

HOPE (Frances J.).-NOTES AND THOUGHTS 
ON GARDENS AND WOODLANDS. Cr. avo. w. 

GEOGRAPHY. 
(S .. abo ATLASES.) 

BLANFORD (H. F.).-ELBMBNTARY GEO. 
GRAPHY OP INDIA, BURMA, AND CEYLON. 
Globe 8vo. os. 64. 

CLAR KE (C. B.).-A GEOGRAPHICAL RBADBR 
AND COMPANION TO THE ATLAS. Ct.8vo. :as. 

-- A CLASS' BOOK OF GEOGRAPHY. With 18 
Coloured MaDs. Fcp. 8vo. 3$.; swd., ... 64. 

DAWSON(G.M.)andSUTHERLAND(A.). 
ELEMENTARY GEOGRAPHY 01" THE BRITISH 
COLONIES. Globe Bvo. 3'. 

ELDERTON (W. A.).-MAPS AND MAP 
DRAWING. Pott 8vo. IS. . 

GEIKIE (Sir Archibald).-THE TEACHING OF 
GEOGRAPHY. A Practical Handbook for the 
use of Teachers. Globe 8vo. 2$. 

-- GEOGRAPHY OP THE BRITISH ISLES. 
18mo. n. 

GREEN (J. R. and A. S.).-A SHORT GEOGRA· 
PHYOFTHB BRITISH ISLANDS. Fcp.8vo. 3S.6tl. 

GROVE (Sir George).-A PRIMBR OF GBO. 
GRAPHY. Maps. ISmo. 'I. 

KIEPERT (H.).-MANUAL OF ANCIBJlT 
GEOGRAPHY. Cr. avo. $f. 

MI·LL (H. R.).-ELEMJ!NTARY CLASS.BOOK 
0 .. GENERAL GEOGRAPHY. Cr. Bvo. 3S.6d. 

SIME (James).-GEOGRAPHY OF EUROPB. 
With Illustrations. Globe 8vo. V. 

STRACHEY(Lieut.·Gen. R.).-LECTURESOH 
GBOGRAPHY. Cr. 8vo. .... 64. 

TOZER (H. F.).-A PRIMER OF CLASSICAL 
GaOGRAYHY. 18mo. J.I'. 

GEOLOGY AND MINERALOGY. 
BLANFORD (W. T.). - GEOLOGY AND 

ZOOLOGY OF ABYSSINIA. 8vo. 21$. 

COAL: ITS H,STORY AND ITs USES. By 
Profs. GREEN. MIALL, THORPB, ROCKBR. 
and MARSHALL Bvo. us.6d. 

DAWSON (Sir J. W.).-THE GEOLOGY OF 
NOVA SCOTIA. NEW BRUNSWICK, AND 
PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND; or, Acadiau Geo
logy. 4th Edit. 8vo. '11. 

GEIKIE (Sir Archibald).-A PRIMJ!R OF GEO
LOGY. 11Iu!;trated. lamo. 1J'. 

-- CLASS· BOOK or GEOLOGY. IIIuslrated. 
Cr.8vo ..... 64. 

-- OUTLINES 01' FIELD GEOLOGY. With 
aumerous Illustrations. GI. 8vo. V. 6d. 

GEIKIE (Sir A.).-GEOLOGICAL SKBTCH...,. 
AT HOME AND ABROAD. lllus. Bvo. I08.6tl .. 

-- TEXT-BOOK OF GEOLOGY. Illustrated .. 
2nd Edit. 7th Thousand. Med. 8vo. .as. 

-- THE SCENERY OF SCOTLAND. Viewed iD 
connection with its Physical Geology. :aud 
Edit. Cr. 8vo. I". 64. 

HULL (E.).-A TREATISB ON ORNAMENTAL
AND BUILDING STONES OF GREAT BRITAIN'" 
AND FOREIGN COUNTRIES. Bvo. 12.1'. 

PENNINGTON (Rooke).-NoTEs ON THa 
BARROWS AND BONE CAVES OF DERBYSHIRE .. 
8vo. 6&. 

RENDU-WILLS.-THB THEORY OF TH .. 
GLACIERS OF SAVOY. By M. LE CHANOINB 
RENDU. Trans. byA.WILLS,Q.C. 8vo. 7$.64. 

ROSENBUSCH-IDDINGS.- M,CROSCOPI' 
CAL PHYSIOGRAPHY OF THE ROCK·MAKING 
MINERALS. By Prof. H. ROSENBUSCH. 
Transl. by J. P. IDDINGS. lIIustr. 8vo • ..... 

WILLIAMS (G. H.).-ELEMBNTS OF CRY' 
STALLOGRAPHY. Cr. Svo. w. 

GLOBE LIBRARY. (S •• LITERATURE, p.oo.) 
GLOSSARIES. (S .. D,CTIONARIES.) 

GOLDEN TREASURY SERIES. 
(See LITERATUiooE, p. 20.) 

GRAMMAR. (S .. PHILOLOGY.) 
HEALTH. (S •• HYGIENE.) 

BEAT. (S .. ,,""" .. PHYSICS, p. 27.) 
HISTOLOGY. (S .. PHYSIOLOGY.) 

HISTORY. 
(S.~ ,./SO BIOGRAPHY.) 

ANNALS OF OUR TIME. A Diurnal of 
Events, Social and Political, Home and 
Foreign. By JOSEPH IRVING. 8vo.-Vol.I 
June 20th, IS37, to Feb. 28th, 1871, ISs.;. 
\701. II. Feb. 24th, 1871, to June 24t~ 1887. 
18$. Also Vol. II. in 3 parts: Part 1. Feb. 
24th, 1811, to I\olarch 19th, 1874, ¥.6d.; Parr. 
II. March 20th, 1874, to July .. nd. 1878, 
.....64.; Part III. July '3rd, 1878, to June 
'4th, 1887, I}$. Vol. III. By H. H. FVFB. 
Part 1. June '5th, 1887, to Dec. 30th, 1890-
4-'. 6tl. i sewed, 11. 6tl Part II. 1891, I$. M.;. 
sewed, IS. 

ARNOLD (T.}.-!-THE SECOND PUNIC WAR. 
By THOMAS ARNOLD, D.D. Ed. by W. T. 
ARNOLD, M.A. With 8 Maps. Cr. avo. 5$. 

ARNOLD (W. T.).-A H,STORY OF THB 
EARLV ROMAN EMPIRE. Cr.8vo. [I .. , ... p. 

BEESLY (Mrs.).-STORIES FROM THB H,s, 
TORY OF ROME. Fcp. 8vo. 2.1'. 6tJ. 

BLACKIE (Prof. Jobn Stuart).-WHAT Do,... 
HISTORY TEACH' Globe 8vo. .....64. 

BRYCE (James, M.P.).-THE HOLY ROMAN 
EMPIRB. 8th Edit. Cr. 8vo. 78. 64.
Lilw4'JI Editi"". 8vo. I .... 

BUCKLEY (Arabella).-HISTORY OF ENG
LAND FOR BEG.IMNERS. Globe 8vo. 3.1'. 

BURKE (Edmund). (S .. POLITICS.) 
BURY (J. B.).-A H,STORY OF THE LATE .. 

ROMAN EMPIRE PROM AaCADIUS TO IRENE, 
A.D. 390-&0. :I vols. avo. 32.1'. • 

CASSEL (Dr. D.).-MANUAL OF JEWISH 
HISTORY AND LITERATURE. Translated by 
Mrs. HENIW LUCAS. Fcp. 8vo. .s. 64. 

COX (G. V.).-RECOLLECTIONS OF OXFORD. 
.nd Edit. Cr. 8vo. 6&. 



&0 HISTORY. 

mSTORY~lJIIt;,.,wi. 

ENGLISH STATESMEN, TWELVE. 
(Set' BIOGRAPHY.) 

FISKE Uohn).-THE CRITICAL PERIOD IN 
AMERICAN HISTORY, z18r89. Ext. cr. 
Bvo. 10$. 6d. 

-- THE BEGINNINGS OF NEW ENGLAND; 
Of, The Puritan Theocracy in its Relations to 
Civil and Religious Liberty. Cr.8vo. 7S.6d. 

-- THE AMERICAN REVOLUTION. 2 vois. 
Cr. Bvo. ISs. 

-- THE DISCOVERY OF AMERICA. 2 vols. 
Cr. Bvo. ISs. 

FRAM]I. (Dosabbai).-HISTORY OF THE 
PARSISt...INCLUDING THEIR MANNERS, Cus
TOMS, KRLIGION, AND PRESENT POSITION. 
With Illustrations. 2 vols. Med. avo. 36&'. 

FREEMAN (Prof. E. A.).-HISTORY OF THB 
CATHEDRAL CHURCH OF WELLS. Cr .. avo. 
3s.6d. 

-- OLD ENGLISH HISTORY. With 3 Coloured 
Mart 9lh Edit., revised. Ext. rep. avo.. 6r. 

_ -E-dit.IS~~~.I~~~M~YS' First Series. 4th 

-- - Second Series. 3rd Edit., with 
Additional Essays. avo. lOS. 6d. 

-- - Third S~ries. 8vo. u.s. 
-- -- Fourth Series. Bvo ... 1.2$. 6d. 
-- THE GROWTH OF THE ENGLISH CONSTI· 

TUTION FROM THE EARLIEST TIMES. 5th 
Edit. Cr. 8vo. SS. . 

-- COMPARATIVE POLITICS. Lectures at the 
Royal Institution. To which is added It The 
Unity of History." 8vo. I4S. 

.-- SUBJECT AND NEIGHBOUR LANDS OF 
VENICB. Illustrated. Cr. 8vo. IM.6d. 

-- ENGLISH TOWNS AND DISTRICTS. A 
Series of Addresses and Es.c;ays. Bvo. 14S. 

-- THE OFFICE OF THE HISTORICAL PRO
FESSOR. Cr.8vo. 2S. 

-- DISESTABLISHMENT AND DISBNDOW
"lENT; WHAT ARE THBY! Cr.8vo. 2.1. 

-- GREATER GREECB AND GREATER BRI
TAIN: GEORGE WASHINGTON THE Ex
PANDBR OF ENGLAND. With an Appendiz 
on IMPERIAL FEDERATION. Cr. Bvo. 3$.6tl. 

-- THB METHODS OF HISTORICAL STUDY. 
Eight Lectures at Oxford. 8vo. lor. &I. 

-- THE CHIEF PERIODS OF EUROPEAN HIS
TORY.. With Essay on Ie Greek Cities under 
Roman Rule. II Bvo. IOS.6d. 

·YB!~U~FOE~~~~E!::ClIi:~~.:~Bt~u~';,~ 
CONQUEST IN GAUL AND BRITAIN. avo. ss. 

FRIEDMANN (Paul). (See BIOGRAPHY.) 
-GIB13INS (H. de B.}.-HISTORY OF COM. 

MERCE IN 'EUROPE. Globe Bvo. ]S. 6d.. 
-GREEN (John Richard).-A SHORT HISTORY 

OF THB EN'JLISH PEOPLE. New Edit., re
vised. 159th Tbousand. Cr. 8vo. 8<.611.
Alsoin PartsjwithAnalysis. 3S. each.-Part I. 
607-,.65: I. 1204-1553: III. 154o-168~ ; 
IV. 1660-1873.-III""lrtlled Editi_ 1n 
Parts. Super roy. Bvo. IS. each net.-Part 
I. Oct. 1891. 

-- HISTORY OF THB ENGLISH PBOPLB. In 
4 vols. 8vo. 1M. each. 

-- THB MAKING OF ENGLAND. Bvo. I6.r. 
-- THB CONQU&sT OF' ENGLAND. With 

Maps and Portrait. 8vo. ISs. 

-- RBADINGS IN ENGLISH HISTORY. In 3 
Parts. Fcp. 8vo. IS. 611. eacb. 

GREEN (Alice S.).-THB ENGLISH ToWII 
IN THB 15TH CENTURY. 2 vols. 8vo. 

GUEST (Dr. E.),-ORIGINES CEL TlCA<. Maps. 
2 vols. 8vo. 326. 

GUEST(M. ].) -LECTURBSON'HE HISTORY 
OF ENGLAND. Cr. Bvo. 6.1. 

HISTORY PRIMERS. Edited by JOHN 
RICHARD GREEN. 18mo. IS. each. 
EUROPK. By E. A. FREEMAN, M.A. 
GREECE. By C. A. FYFFB, M.A. 
ROME. By Bishop CRBIGHTON. 
FRANCE. By CHARLOTTE M. YONGR.. 

HISTORICAL COURSF FOR SCHOOLS. 
Ed. by EDW. A. FREEMAN, D.C.L. 18mo. 
GENERAL SKETCH OF EUROPEAN HISTORY. 

By E. A. FREEMAN. Maps. 3'. 6ti. 
HISTORY OF ENGLAND. By EDITH THOMP

SON. Coloured M_. .... 611. 
HISTORY OF SCOTLAND. By l\IARGAUT 

MACARTHUR. 2$. 

HISTORY OF ITALY. By the Rev. W. HUNT. 
M.A. Witb Coloured Maps. 3s.6d. 

HISTORY OF GERMANY. By JA1rlES SIMB. 
M.A. 3'. 

HISTORY 011' AMERICA. By J. A. DOYLE. 
With Maps. ",. 611. 

HISTORY OF EUROPEAN COLONIES. By 
E.]. PAYNE, M.A. Maps. 4S.6d. 

HISTORY OF FRANCE. By CHARLOTTB M. 
YONGB. Maps. 3'.611. 

HOLE (Rev. C.).-GENEALOGICAL STEMM ... 
OF THE KINGS OF ENGLAND AND FRANe&. 
On a Sheet. IS. 

INGRAM (T. Dunbas).-A HISTORY OF THB 
LEGISLATIVE UNION ·OF GREAT BRITAIN 
AND IRELAND. Bvo. lor. 6d.. 

- Two CHAPTERS OF IRISH HISTORY: I_ 
The Irish Parliament of James II.; 2. The 
Alleged Violation of tbe Treaty of Limerick. 
8vo. 6<. 

]EBB (Prof. R. C.).-MODERN GREECE. Two 
Lectures. CroWD 8vo. SSe 

JENNINGS (A. C.).-CHRONOLOGICAL TA
BLES OF ANCIENT HISTORY. Svo. ss. 

KEARY (Annie).-THB NATIONS AROUND. 
Cr. 8vo. ",. 611. 

KINGSLEY (Cbarles).-THE ROMAN AND 
THE TaUTON. Cr. Bvo. y.6d. 

_ HISTORICAL LECTURBS AND ESSAYS. 
Cr. 8vo. 3'. 6d. 

LAB BERTON (R. H.). (S« ATLASES.) 
LEGGE (Alfred O.).-THl< GROWTH OF THB 

TEMPORAL POWER OF THE PAPACY. Cr", 
8vo. 8<.6d. 

LETHBRIDGE(Sir Roper).-A SHORT MAN
UALopTHaHISTORYOFINDIA. Cr.8vo. 51. 

_ THE WORLD'S HISTORY. Cr.Bvo,swd. IS. 
-- EASY INTRODUCTION TO THE HISTORY 

OF INDIA. Cr. 8\'0, ~ewed. 1$.6d. 
- HISTORY OF ENGLAND. Cr.Bvo,swd. Is.64. 
_ EASV INTRODUCTION TO THE HISTORV 

AND GEOGRAPHY OF BENGAL. Cr.8vo. IS.6iI. 

L YTE (H. C. Maxwell).-A HISTORY OF ETON 
COLLBGB, 1 .... 0-1884. Illustrated. 8vo. 818 .. 

- A HISTORY OF TUB UNIVERSITY OJ' 
OXFORD. FROM THB EARLIEST TIMBS TO 
THE YEAR 1530. 8vo. IW. 

MAHAFFY (Prof. J. P.). - SOCIAL LIFB 
IN GREBCE, FROM HOMER TO MSNAND&L 
6th Edit. Cr. 8vo. ~. 



• HISTORY-HYGIENE. II 

MAHAFFY (Prof. J. P.).-GREEK LIFE 
AND THOUGHT, PROM THE AGE OF ALEX· 
ANDER_TO THB, ROMAN CoNQUEST. Cr. 
8vo. Ju.6J. 

-- THE GIEEK WORLD UNDER ROMAN 
SWAY, PRoA POLYBIUS TO PLUTARCH. Cr. 
avo. 10I'.6d. 

-- PaOBLEMS IN GREEK HISTORY. CrOWD 
avo. 7 •• 6d. 

t.lARRIOTT U. A. R.). (See SELECT B,o
GRAPHY, p. 5.) 

NICHELET(M.).-A SUMMARY OF MODERN 
H,STORY. Translated by M. C. M. SIMP
SON. Globe avo. ..... 6d. 

IMULLINGERU. B.).-CAMBRIDGE CHARAC
TERISTICS IN THB SEVENTEENTH CENTURY. 
Cr. avo • ..... 6d. 

NORGATE (Kate).-ENGLAND UNDER THE 
ANGRVIN KINGS. In 2 vols. Bvo. 32$. 

()LIPHANT (Mrs. M. O. W.).-THE MAICBRS 
OF FLORENCE: DANTE, GIOTTO, SAVONA
ROLA, AND THEIR CITY. Illustr. Cr. Bvo. 
Jor. 6d.-EdititJII. de Lux,. Bvo. 218. net. 

-- THE MAKERS OF VENICE: DOGES, CON
QU~RORS, PAINTERS, AND MEN OF LETTERS. 
Illustrated. Cr. Bvo. tOl.6d. 

-- ROYAL EDINBURGH: HER SAINTS 
KINGS, PRO·PHRTS, AND POETS. Inustrat~ 
by G. REID, R.S.A. Cr. avo. 10I.6d. 

-- JERUSALEM, JTS HISTORY AND HopE. 
IIlust. 8vo. 2II.-Large Paper Edit. SOl'. net. 

<:ITTt (E. C.).-SCANDINAVIAN H,STORY. 
With Maps. Globe Bvo. 61. . 

PALGRAVE (Sir F.).-H,STORY OF NOR
• IANDY AND OF ENGLAND ... vols. 8vo . • 1.48. 

PARKMAN (Francis). - MONTCALM AND 
WOLII'S. Library Edition. Illustrated with 
Portraits and Maps. 2 vol~. 8vo. 121.6ci. each. 

-- THE COLLECTED WORKS OF FRANCIS 
PARKMAN. Popular Edition. In 10 vols. 
Cr. 8vo. 7S.6d. each: or complete, 31.13S.6d. 
-PIONEERS OF FRANCE IN THE NEW WORLD, 
I vol.: THE JESUITS IN NORTH AMERICA, 
I vol.: LA SALLB AND THE DISCOVERY OF 
THB GREAT WEST, 1 vol.; THE OREGON 
TRAIL, I vol.. THE OLD RtGiMB IN CANADA 
UNDER LoUIS XIV., 1 vol.; COUNT FRON
TBNAC AND NEW FRANCE UNDER LoUIS 
XIV., 1 vol.; MONTCALM AND WOLFE, 2 
vols. ; THE CONSPIRACY OF PONTIAC, 2 vols. 

-- A HALP CENTURY OP CONFLICT. 2 vols. 
8vo. 251. 

POOLE (R. L.).-A H,STORY OF THE HUGUE. 
NOTS OF THE DISPERSION AT THE RECA.LL 
OP THE EDICT OF NANTES. Cr. Bvo. 6&'. 

ROGERS (Prof. J. E. Tborold).-H,STOR,CAL 
GLBANINGS. Cr. Bvo.-lSt Series. .....6d.-
2nd Series. 61. 

SAYCE (Prof. A. H.).-THE ANCIENT EM
PIRES OF THE EAST. Cr. Bvo. 61. 

SEELEY (Prof. J. R.).-LECTURES AND 
EsSAYS. Bvo. 101'. M. 

-- THS EXPANSION OP ENGLAND. Two 
Courses of Lectures. Cr. Bvo. ..... 6d. 

-- OUR COLONIAL EXPANSION. Extraits 
from the above. Cr. Bvo. IJ'. 

SEWELL (E. M.) and YONGE (C. M.).
EUROPEAN HISTORY, NARRATED IN A 
SERIES OF HISTORICAL SELECTIONS FROM 
THE BEST AUTHORITIES. 2 vols. 3rd Edit. 
Cr. avo. 6<. eacb. 

SHUCKBURGH (E. S.).-A SCHOOL HIS
TORY OF ROME. Cr. avo. [In;nparatiolo . 

STEPHEN (Sir J. Fitzjames, Bart.).-THB 
STORY OF NUNCOMAR AND THB IMPEACH
MENT OF SIR ELIJAH IMPEY.' 2 vols. Cr. 
Bvo. 1"51. 

TAIT (C. W. A.).-ANALYSIS OF ENGLISH 
HISTORY, BASED ON GREEN'S II SHORT HIS
TORY OF THE ENGLISH PEOPLE." Cr. avo. 
..... 6d. 

TOUT (T. F.).-ANALYSIS OF ENGLISH HIS
TORY. lamO. 1"8. 

TREVELYAN (Sir Geo. Otto).-CAWHPOU. 
0. Bvo., 61. 

WHEELER U. Talboys).-PRIMER OF IN
DIAN HISTORY, AsiATIC AND EUROPBAJI'. 
18mo. u. 

-- CoLLEGE HISTORY OF INDIA, ASIATIC 
AND EUROPEAN. Cr. Bvo. 3-f.; swd. 2S.6tl. 

-- A SHORT H,STORY OF INDIA. With Maps. 
Cr. Bvo. 1"2$. 

-- INDIA UNDER BRITISH RULE. 8vo. IU.6tl. 

WOOD (Rev. E. G.).-THE REGAL POWE_ 
OF THE CHURCH. Bvo. 41.6d. 

YONGE(Charlotte).-CAMEOS FROM ENGLISH 
HISTORY. Ext. fcp. Bvo. 51. each.-Vol. I. 
FROM ROLLO TO EDWARD II.; Vol. 2 .. THS 
WARS IN FRANCE; Vol. 3. THE WARS OF 
THE ROSES; Vol ••• REFORMATION TIMBS; 
Vol. 5. ENGLAND AND SPAIN; Vol. 6. FORTY 
YEARS OF STEWART RULE (1603-43) ; Vol. 7. 
THE REBELLION AND RESTORATION (1642-
167B) • 

-- THE VICTORIAN 'HALF-CENTURY. Cr. 
Bvo. 1$. 6d.; sewed, IS. . 

-- THE STORY OF THE CHRISTIANS AND 
MOORS IN SPAIN. 18mo. 43.6d. 

HORTICULTURE. (S •• GAEDENING.) 

HYGIENE. 
BERNERSu.}-FIRST LesSONS ON HEALTH. 

x8mo. 1"8. 

BLYTH (A. Wynter).-A MANUAL OF PUBLIC 
HEALTH. 8vo. 17" net. 

BROWNE U. H. Balfour).-WATER SUPPLY. 
Cr. Bvo. 28.6d. 

COR FIELD (Dr. W. H.).-THE TREATMENT 
AND UTILISATION OF SEWAGE. 3rd Edit. 
Revised by tbe Author, and by LoUIS C. 
PARKES, M.D. 8vo. X66. 

GOODFELLOWU.).-THE DIETETIC VALUR 
OF BREAD. Cr. avo. 63. 

KINGSLEY (Charles).-SANITARY AND So
CIAL LECTURES. Cr. Bvo. 31. M. 

-- HEALTH AND EDUCATION. Cr. Bvo. 6.r. 

REYNOLDS (Prof. Osbome).-SEwER GAS
I 

AND How TO KEEP IT OUT OF HOUSES. 3M 
Edit. Cr. Bvo. 1S.6d. 

'RICHARDSON (Dr. 'B. W.).-HYGliIA: A 
CITY OF HEALTH. Cr. Bvo. 11. 

-- THB FUTURE OF SANITARY SCIB1fCB 
Cr. Bvo .. u. 

-- ON ALcOHOL. Cr. avo. u. 

HYMNOLOGY. 
(S ... -.urTHEOLOGY. p. 33.) 



ILLUSTRATED BOOKS-LAW. c 

ILLUSTRATED BOOKS. 
BALCH "(Elizabeth). - GLIMPSES OF OLD 

ENGLISH HOMES. GI. 410. I4S. 

BLAKE. (Su BIOGRAPHY.) 
BOUGHTON (G. H.) and ABBEY (E. A.). 

(S~e VOYAGES AND TRAVELS.) 

CHRISTMAS CAROL (A). Printed in 
Colours. with Illuminated Borders. 4tO. 21.1'. 

DAY! WJTH SIR ROGER DE COVER. 
LEY. From the Spectator. Illustrated by 
HUGH THOMSON. Fcp. 4tO. 6r. 

DELL (E. C.l.-PICTURES FROM SHELLEY. 
Engraved by J. D. COOPER. Folio. 21S. net. 

ENGLISH ILLUSTRATED MAGAZINE, 
THE. (S •• PRRIODICALS.) 

-- Proof Impressions of Engravings originally 
published in Tire English IllflStrlllt.d Mar • 
.u.e. 188... In Portfolio 4to. 21$. 

GASKELL (Mrs.).-CRANFORD. Illustrated" 
bv HUGH THOMSON. Cr. 8vo. 6s.-Also 
with uncut edges paper label. 6s. 

GOLDSMITH (Oliver). - THE VICAR OF 
WAKEFIELD. New Edition, with 182 Ill~ 
trations by HUGH THOMSON. Preface by 
AUSTIN DOBSON. Cr. Bvo. 6.r.-Also with 
UDcUt Edges, paper label. 6$. 

GREEN UOhD Richard). - ILLUSTRATED 
EDITION OF THE SHORT HISTORY OF THE 
ENGLISH PEOPLE. In Parts. Super roy. 
avo. 1$. each net. Part I. Oct. 1891. 

GRIMM. (S .. BOOKS FOR THE YOUNG.) 
HALLWARD (R. F.).-FLOWERS OF PARA· 

DISE. Music, Verse, Design, Illustration~ 61. 

IRVING (Washington).-OLD CHRISTMAS. 
From the Sketch Book. Illustr. by RANDOLPH 
CALDECOTT. Gill edges. Cr. Bvo. 6.r.-Also 

~t~~~:~:;~i ')f!~L~a~:ius:" by RAN-
DOLPH CALDECOTT. Gilt edges. Cr. 8vo. 
6.r.-Also with uncut edges, paper label. 6.r. 

-- OLD CHRISTMAS AND BRACEBRIDGB 
HALL. Edih"OII de Luxe. Roy.8vo.. :ns. 

KINGSLEY(Charles).-THE WATER BABIES. 
(S~e BOOKS FOR THE YOUNG.) 

-- THE HEROES. (S" BOOKS for the YOUNG.) 
-- GLAUCUS. (Sn NATURAL HISTORY.) 

.LANG (Andrew).-THE LIBRARY. With a 
Chapter on Modem Illustraled Books, by 
AUSTIN DOBSON. Cr.8vo. 3-'.6d. 

LYTE (H. C. Maxwell). (S .. HISTOl'y.l 
MAHAFFY (Rev. Prof. J. P.) and ROGERS 

U. E.). (S .. VOYAGES AND TRAVELS.) 
I,IEREDITH (L. A.).-BuSH FRIENDS IN 

TASMANIA. Native Flowers, Fruits, and 
Insects, with Prose and Verse Descriptions. 
Folio. 52S. 6tJ. net. 

OLD SONGS. With Drawing. by E. A. 
ABBEY and A. PARSONS ... to,mor. gilt. 3IS.6d. 

PROPERT U. L.). (S •• ART.) 
STUART, RELICS OF THE ROYAL 

HOUSE OF. lllustrated by 40 Plates in 
Colours drawn from Relics of the Stuarts by 
WILLIAM GIBB. With an Introduction by 
JOHN SKELTON, C.B., LL.D.,!",d Descrip
tive Notes by W. ST. JOHN HOPB. Folio, 
half morocco, gilt edges. 7/. 7$. Det. 

TENNYSON (HOD. Hallam).-JAcK A ..... 
THE BEAN-STALK. English Hexameters_ 
Illustrated by R. CALDECOTT. F CP.41O. 3'.64. 

TRISTRAM (W. O.).-CoACHING DAYS ANI> 
COACHING WAYS. IlIuSL H.,RAILTON andt 
HUGH THOMSON. Ext. cr. 4tO. 31S.6d. 

TURNER'S UBER STUDIORUM: A. 
DESCRIPTION AND A CATALOGUE. ByW.G. 
RAWLINSON. Med. 8vo. 12S.6d. 

WALTON andCOTTON-LOWELL.-TH .. 
COMPLETE ANGLER. With Introduction bV 
JAS. RUSSELL LoWELL. 2 vols. Ext. cr. 8vo_ 
SU. 6d. net. 

LANGUAGE. (See PHILOLOGY.) 

LAW. 
BERNARD (M.).-FoUR LECTURES ON SUB

JECTSCONNECTEDWITHDIPLOMACY.8vo.9S_ 

BIGELOW (M. M.).-HISTORY OF PROCE' 
DURB IN ENGLAND FROM THE NORMA» 
CONQUEST. 1066-1304_ 8vo. 16.r. 

BOUTMY (E.). - STUDIES IN CONSTITU
TIONAL LAw. Transl. by Mrs. DICEY. Pre
face by Prof. A. V. DICEY. Cr. 8vo. 6.>-. 

- THB ENGLISH CONSTITUTION. Transl .. 
by Mrs. EADEM. Introduction by Sir }'_ 
POLLOCK, Bart. Cr. 8vo. 61. 

CHERRY (R. R.). - LECTURES ON THE< 
GROWTH OF CRIMINAL LAW IN ANCIEN?' 
COrdMUNITIES. 8vo. 55. net. 

DICEY (Prof. A. V.).-LECTURES INTRODUC' 
TORY TO THE STUDY OF THE LAW OF THB: 
CONSTITUTION. 3rd Edit. 8vo. 12$. 6J. 

ENGLISH CITIZEN SERIES, THE. 
(S .. POLITICS.) 

HOLLAND (Prof. T. E.).-THB TREATY RE
LATIONS OF RUSSIA AND TpRKEY, PROIO 
1774 TO 1853. Cr. 8vo. ... 

HOLMES (0. W., jUD.).-THE COMMO .. 
LAW. 8vo. IU. -

LIGHTWOOD U. M.).-THE NATURE 01'" 
POSITIVE LAW. 8vo. 12S. 6d. " 

MAITLAND(F. W.).-PLEASOFTHE CROW .. 
FOR THE COUNTY OF GLOUCESTER, A.D. 1221_ 
8vo. 7$.6d • 

- JUSTICE AND POLICE. Cr. 8vo. 3'.64. 
MONAHAN Uames H.).-THE METHOD 01'" 

LAW. Cr. 8vo. 6s. 
PATERSON Uames).-COMMENTARIES ON 

THE LIBERTY OF THE SUBJECT, AND THK. 
LAws OF ENGLAND RELATING TO THB SE
CURITYOPTHRPSRSON. 2vols. Cr.8vo. US_ 

- THE LIBERTY OF THE PRESS, SPEECH,. 
AfrfD PUBLIC WORSHIP. Cr. 8vo. 12.5'. 

PHILLIMORE Uohn G.).-PRIVATB LA ... 
AMONG THK ROMANS. 8vo. 61. 

POLLOCK (Sir F., Bart.).-EssAYS IN JURIS' 
PRUDBNCE AND ETHICS. avo. 101.611. 

- THB LAND LAWS. Cr.8vo. 3S.6d. 
- LEADING CASBS DCNE INTO ENGLISH .. 

Cr. 8vo. 3'. 6d. 
RICHEY (AI.,.. G.).-THE IRISH LAND LAws. 

Cr. 8vo. 3'. 6d. 
SELBORNE (E~rl of).-JUDlClAL PROCK· 

nuRS IN THB PRIVY COUNCIL. 8vo. IS. ne'--
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'STEPHEN (Sir J. Fitzjames, Bart.).-A D,· 
GESTOF THE LAWOP EVIDENCE. Cr.8vo. 68. 

-- A DIGEST OF THE CRIMINAL LAW: 
CRIMES AND PUNISHMENTS. 4th Ed. 8VO.I63. 

-- A DIGEST Oil' THE LAW 011' CRIMINAL 
PROCEDUKF1..IN IHDICTABLB OFFENCES. By 
Sir J. F OJ Hart., and HERBERT STUHBN, 
LL.M. 8vo. I2s.6d. 

-- A HISTORY OF THE CRIMINAL LAW or 
ENGLAND. 3 vols. 8vo. 48s. 

--.& GENERAL VIEW 0 .. THE CRIMINAL 
LAW OP ENGLAND. .nd Edit. 8vo. ' ..... 

STEPHEN U. K.).-INTERNATIONAL LAw 
AND INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS. Cr. 
8vo. 68. 

WILLIAMS (S. E.).-FoRENS'C FACTS AND 
F ALLACIBS. Globe 8vo. ..... 6d. 

UTTERS. (Su "11M" L'TERATURE, p. '9.) 
LIFE-BOAT. 

CILMORE (Rev. John).-SToRM WARRIORS; 
or, Life·Boat Work on tbe Goodwin Sands. 
Cr. 8vo. 3I.6d. 

LEWIS (Richard).-H'STORY OP "MB LI,FE' 
BOAT AND ITS WORK. Cr.8vo. 58. 

LIGHT. (S., .. lIMr PHYSICS, p. '7.) 

LITERATURE. 
History aNd Criticis", IIf-C"",,,,mttnie,'/. 

,te.-PiNt"" "''''' tlu Dmm.-p •• tie",l C •• 
• Ileti",1S and SelectioN-Prose Fiction-Col .. 

leeled Work.r, Essays, Lectuws, Lett,,,,,, 
M;sulialUow W ... Iu. 

Hlstory and Crltlclsm of. 
(s .. ",Is. ESSAYS, p. '9.) 

ARNOLD (M.). (S .. ESSAYS. p. '9.) 
IIROOKE (Stopford A.).-A PRIMER OP ENG' 

LISH LITERATURE. 18mo. IS. - Large 
Paper Edition. 8vo. 7" 6d. 

- A HISTORY OF EARLY ENGLISH LITERA
TURB. :I vols. 8vo. 

CLASSICAL WRITERS. Edited by JOHN 
RICHARD GREEN. Fcp. Bvo. IS. 6d. each. 
DBMOSTHBNES. By Prof. BUTCHER, M.A. 
EURIPIDES. By Prof. MAHAFFY. 
LIVY. By the Rev. W. W. CAPES, M.A. 
MILTON. By STOPFORD A. BROOKE. 
SOPHOCLBS. By Prof. L. CAMPBELL, M.A. 
TACITUS. By Messrs.CHURCH and BRODRIBS. 
VERGIL. By Prof. NBTTLESHIP, M.A. 

ENGLISH MEW OF LETTERS. (S .. 
BIOGRAPHY.) 

HISTORY OF ENGLISH LITERATURE. 

~~~:IEN~~;S~).ITBRATURE. By STOP. 

E~I~!~!~~"..KBl:::~!;.TU.!i" f,7~~7>: 
. By GSGRGB SAIHTSBURY. 18.6d. 
EIGHTBENTH CSNTURY LITERATURE (1660 

-'780). By EDMUND GOSSE, M.A. 7" 6d. 
THE MODERN PERIOD. By Prof. DOWDEN. 

[I .. pr';.r",tw... 
,EBB (Prof. R. C.).-A PRIMER OP GREEK 

LITBRATUR& 18m.o. 1.1, 
-- THB ATT'IC ORATORS, FROM ANTIPHON 

TO IsAKOS. 2 vola 8vo. 25". 

,OHNSON'S LIVES OF THE POETS. 
MILTON, DRVDEN, POPE, ADDISON, SWIPT, 
AND GRAY. Wilh Macaulay's .. Life of 
j obnlon .. Ed. by M. ARNOLD. Cr.avo • ..... 6d. 

KINGSLEY (Charles). - LITERARY AN. 
GENERAL LECTURES. Cr. 8vo. 3I.6d. 

MAHAFFY (Prof. J. P.).-A HISTORY or 
CLASSICAL GREEK LITERATURB. 2 vals. 
Cr. 8vo.-Vol. I. THE POETS. With aD 
Appendix on Homer by Prof. SAYCB. In. 
Parts.-Vol. 2. THB PROSE WRITERS. In,. 
Parts. ..... 6d. eacb. 

MORLEY Uohn). (S .. COLLECTED WORKS, 
p.22.) 

NICHOL(Prof. J.)and McCORMICK (Prof 
(W. S.).-A SHORT H,STORY OP ENGLISH 
LITERATURE. Glob.8vo. [l"prepar.n_ 

OLIPHANT (Mrs. M. O. W.).-THB LITE
RARY HISTORY 011' ENGLAND IN THE END 
OF THE 18TH AND BEGINNING OF THE 19TH 
CENTURY. 3 vols. avo. 218. 

RYLAND (F.).-CHRONOLOGICAL OUTLINES 
OF ENGLISH LITERATURE. Cr. 8vo. W. 

WARD (Prof. A. W.).-A HISTORY OP ENG
LISH DRAMATIC LITERATURE, TO THB 
DEATH OF QUEEN ANNE. 2vols. Bvo. 32.1'. 

WILKINS (Prof. A. S.).-A PRIMER OP Ro
MAN L~TERATURE. 18ma. 18. 

Commentaries, etc. 
BROWNING. 

APRlMERON BROWNING. ByMARYWILSON. 
Cr. avo. os. 6d. 

DANTE. 
READINGS ON THE PURGATORIO 0]1' DANTB 

Chiefly based on the Commentary of Ben. 
venuto da Imola. By the Hon. W. W. 
VERNON, M.A. Witb an Introduction by 
Dean CHURCH. 2 vals. Cr. Bvo. 248. 

HOMER. 
HOMERIC DICTIONARY. (St', DICTIONARIES.) 
THE PROBLEM OF THB HOMERIC POEMS. 

By Prof. W. D. GEDDES. 8vo. ' ..... 
HOMERIC SV:NCHRONISM. An Inquiry into 

the Time and Place of Homer. By tho 
Rt. Hon. W. E. GLADSTONE. Cr. 8vo. 68. 

. PRIMER OF HOMER. By tbe same. lamo. IS. 
LANDMARKS OF HOMERIC STUDY, TOGETHER 

WITH AN ESSAY ON THE POINTS OF CON_ 
TACT BETWEEN THE ASSYRIAN TABLETS 
AND THE HOMERIC TEXT. By the same. 
Cr. 8vo. os.6d. 

COMPANION TO THE ILIAD POR ENGLISH 
READERS. By W. LEAP, Litt.D. [In prep. 

HORACE. 
STUDIBS, LITERARY AND HISTORICAL, III 

THE ODES OF HORACE. By A. W. VER. 
RALL, Litt.D. 8vo. Ss.6d. 

SHAKESPEARE. 
SHAICKSPRAREGLOSSARY. SUDICTIONARtltS. 
A PRIMER OP SHAKSPBRB. By Prof. Dow_ 

DEN. ISmo. IS, 
A SHAKESPEARIAN GRAMMAR. By Rev. 

E. A. ABBOTT. Ext. fcp. 8vo. 6,~ 
SHAKESPEAREANA GENBALOGICA. By G. R. 

FRENCH. 8vo. ISS. 
A SBLECTION FROM THE LIVES IN NORTH'S 

PLUTARCH WHICH ILLUSTRATB SHAKES_ 
PEARE'S PLAYS. Edited hy Rev. W. W. 
SKEAT, M.A. Cr. 8vo. 68. 

SHORT STUDIES 0" SHAKBSPBARS'S PLOTS. 
By Prof. CYRIL RANSOM ... Cr.8vo. 3,.6<1. 

CALIBAN: A Critique ou uTbe Temv.est" 
and" A Midsummer Night's Dream.' By 
Sir DANIEL W,LSON. avO. IOS.6d. 
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LITERATURE. 
Commentaries, etc.-c ... w. ... d. 

'l'ENNYSON. 
A COMPANION TO U IN MEMORIAM." By 

ELIZABETH R. CHAPMAN. Globe avO. 21. 

WORDSWORTH. 
WORDSWORTH lANA : A Selectinn of Pavers 

read to the Wordsworth Society. Edited 
by W. KNIGHT. Cr. 8vo. 7S.6d. 

Poetry and the Drama. 
ALDRICH (T. Bailey).-THE SISTERS' TRA· 

GEDY: with other Poems, Lyrical and Dra
matic. Fcp. Bvo. 3$. 6d. net. 

AN ANCIENT CITY: AND OTHER POEMS. 
Ext. fep. 8vo. 68. 

ANDERSON (A.).-BALLADS AND SONNBTS. 
Cr.8vo. 5"'. 

ARNOLD (Matthew). - THB COMPLETB 
POETICAL WORKS. New Editi~ 3 vals. 
Cr. 8vo. 7s. 6d. each. 

Vol I. EARLVPOEMS, NARRATIVKPOEMS 
AND SONNETS. 

Vol. 2. LYRIC AND ELEGIAC POEMS. 
Vol. 3. DRAMATIC AND LATER POEMS. 

-- COMPLETE POETICAL WORKS. J: vol. 
Cr. 8vo. 7s. 6d. • 

-- SSLECTED POEMS •• lamo. 4$. 6tL 
AUSTIN (Alfred).-POBTICAL WORKS. New 

Collected Edition. 6 vols. Cr. 8vo. 5"'. each. 
Vol. I. THE TOWER OF BABEL. 
Vol. 2. SAVONAROLA, etc. 
Vol. 3. PRINCE LUCIFER. 
Vol. 4. THE HUMAN TRAGEDY. 
Vol. S. LYRICAL POEMS. 
Vol. 6. NARRATIVE POEMS. 

-- SOLILOQUIES IN SONG. Cr. avo. 6.1'. 
-- AT THE GATB OF THE CONVENT: and 

other Poems. Cr. 8vo. N. 
- MADONNA'S CHILD. Cr. 4to. 3f.6d. 
-- ROME OR DEATH. Cr. 4to. 91. 
-- THE GOI.DEN AGE. Cr. Bvo. ,5S. == ~:B~SBA~:~w~~~!v:O~jS~ther Poems. 

Cr.8vo. 68. 
- ENGLISH LYRICS. Cr. 8vo. ].1'.64. 

BETSY LEE: A FO'C'S'LB YARN. Ext. fep. 
8vo. )S.6d. 

BLACKIE Uob" Stuart).-MBSSIS VITAB: 
Gleanings of Song from a Happy Life. Cr. 
8vo. 4$.6d. 

-- THE WISB MEN OF GREECE.. In a Series 
of Dramatic Dialogues. Cr. 8vo. 9S, 

- GOETHB'S FAUST. Translated into Eng
lish Verse. .nd Edit. Cr. 8vo. 9$. 

BLAKE. (S •• BIOGRAPHY.) 
IlROOKE (Stopford A.).-RIQUBT OF THB 

TUFT: A Love Drama. Ext. cr. Bvo. 6s. 
-- POEMS. Globe 8vo. 68. 
BROWN (T. E.).-THB MANX WITCH: and 

other Poems. Cr. Bvo. 7S.6d. 

BURGON (Dean).-PoEMS. Ex.fep.8vo. 4$.6d. 

BURNS. THB POETICAL WORKS. Witb a 
Biographical Memoir by ALEXANDER SMITH. 
In 2 vols. Fcp. Bvo. lOS. (See tJ.lsD GLOn 
LIBRARY, p. RO.) 

BUTLER (Samuel).-HuDIBRAS. Edit. by 
ALFRED MILNES. Fep. 8vo.-Part I .. )1'.64.; 
ParIS 11. and Ill. 4$. 6d. 

BYRON. (See GoLDEN TRBASURY SERIES. 
p. 20.) 

CALDERON.-SELBCT PLAvs. Edited by 
NORMAN MACCOLL Cr.8vo. 14'. 

CAUTLEY (G. S.).-A CENTURY OF EM
BLEMS. With Illustrations byl..ady MARlON 
ALFORD. Small 4to. IOS.6d. 

CLOUGH (A. H.).-PoEMs. Cr.8vo. 7S.6d_ 
COLERIDGE: POBTICAL AND DRA>1ATIC 

WORKS. 4 vols. Fcp. Bvo. 3IS.6d._AJso. 
an Edition on Large Paper J 2/ .. us. 6d. 

COLQUHOUN.-RHYMES AND CHIMES. By 
F. S. COLQUHOUN ("t. F. S. FULLER MAIT
LAND). Ext. (cp. 8vo. 2$.6d. 

COWPER. (See GLOBE LIBRARV, P. 20; 
GoLDEN TREASURY SERIES, p. 20,.) 

CRAlK (Mrs.).-POEMS. Ext. fep. 8vo. 68. 
DOYLE (Sir F. H.).-THB RETURN OF TH& 

GUARDS: and other Poems. Cr. 8vo.. 7$. 6tL 
DRYDEN. (S., GLOBB LIBRARY, p.:zo.) 
EMERSON. (S .. CoLLECTED WORKS, p. 20.) 

EVANS (Sebastian). - BROTHER FABIAN's 
MANUSCRIPT:andotherPoems. Fcp.8vo. 61. 

---- IN THE STUDIO: A Decade of Poems .. 
Ext. fcp. 8vo. 5"'. 

FITZ GERALD (Caroline).-VENETIA VIC
TRIX : and other Poems. Ext. fep. 8vo. )S.6d.. 

FITZGERALD (Edward).-THE RUBAIYA"-. 
OF OMAR KH..{YVAM. Ext. cr. Bvo. los.6d .. 

FO'C'SLE YARNS, including" Betsy Lee," 
and other Poems. Cr. 8vo. 7S,6d. 

FRASER·TYTLER:- SoNGS IN MINoa 
KEYS. By C. C. FRASER·TvTLER (Mrs_ 
EDWARD LIDDELL). 2nd Edit. 18mo. 6.t' .. 

FURNIVALL(F.J.).-LB \ltORTEARTHUR 
Edited from the Harleian MSS. 2252, in the 
British Museum. F ep. Bvo. 7&. 6d. 

GARNETT (R.).-IDYLLS AND EPIGRAMS_ 
Cbiefty from the Greek Anthology. Fep_ 
8vo. 2$.6d. 

GOETHE.-F AUST. (S .. BLACKm.) 
- REYNARD THB Fox. Trans!. into English 

Verse by A. D. AINSLIE. Cr.8vo. 7S,6d. 

GOLDSMITH.-THB TRAVBLLER AND THE 
DESERTED VILLAGB. With Introduction and 
Notes, by ARTHUR BARRETT, B.A. IS. gil. ;. 
sewed, Is.6d.-THE TRAVELLER (separately).. 
sewed, Is.-By J. W. HALES. Cr. 8vo. 6d.. 
(S., I&iso GLOBE LIBRARY, p. 20.) 

GRAHAM (David).-KING JAMES I. AD 
Historical Tragedy.· Globe 8vo. 7s. 

GRAY.-POBMS. WitbintroductionandNotes. 
by}. BRADSHAW, LL.D. Gl. 8vo. IS. gd.. 
sewed, IS. 6tl. (Se, als~ COLLECTED WORKs,. 
p •• 1.) 

HALLWARD. (S .. ILLUSTRATBD Booxs.) 
HAYES (A.).-THB MARCH OF MAN: an" 

other Poems. Fcp. 8vo. )S.6d. net. 
HERRICK. (S •• GoLDEN TRBASURY Sa

RIBS. P. 20.) 
HOPKINS (Ellice).-AuTuMN SWALLOWS 

A Book of Lyrics. Ext. (cp. 8vo. 68. 
HOSKEN (T. D.). -PHAON AND SAPPHo, ANP 

NIMROD. Fep.. 8yo. 56. 
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Ext. fcp. Bvo. 3S. 6d. 

KEATS. (See GOLDEN TREASURY SERIES, 
p.20.) 

KINGSLEY (Chades).-PoEMS. Cr. 8vo. 
3S. 6d.-P(jcket Edition. I8mo. IS. 6d.
Eversley Edition. :l vols. Cr. 8vo. lOS. 
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LANDOR. (Sit GOLDEN TREASURY SERIES, 
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LONGFELLOW. (See GOLDEN TREASURY 
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CAL WORKS. 18mo. 4S.6d. 
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and Portrait. Cr. avo. 7S. 6d. 
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EARTH. Ext. fcp. Bvo. 5S. 

-- POEMS AND LVRICS OF THE JOY OF 
EARTH. Ext. fcp. Bvo. 6s. 

-- BALLADS AND POEMS OF TRAGIC LIFE. 
Cr.8vo. 6s. 

-- MODERN LOVE. Ex. fcap. 8vo. 5S. 

MIlTON.-POETICAL WORKS. Edited, with 
Introductions and Notes, by Prof. DAVID 
MASSON, M.A. 3 vols. Bvo. 2/.2s.-[Uni
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-- -- Edited by Prof. MASSON. 3 vols. 
Fcp. 8vo. ISS. 

-- -- Globe Edition. Edited by Prof. 
MASSON. Globe Bvo. 3S. 6d. 
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by MICHAEL MACMILLAN, B.A. Is.9d. ; 
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-- L'ALLEGRO, IL PENSEROSO, LYCIDAS, 
ARCADES, SONNETS, ETC. Edited by WM. 
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-- SAMSON AGONISTES. Edited by H. M. 

PERCIVAL, M.A. 2S.; sewed, IS.9d. 
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Cr.8vo. 6s. 
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4th Edit. Ext. fcp. 8vo. 3S.6d. 

MYERS (E.).-THlf PURITANS: A Poem. 
Ext. fcp. 8vo. 2s.6d. 

-- POEMS. Ext. fcp. 8vo. 4s.6d. 
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Poems. Ext. fcp. 8vo. 5S. 
-- THE JUDGMENT OF PROMETHEUS: and 

other Poems. Ext. fcp. 8vo. 3S. 6d. 
MYERS (F. W. H.).-THE RENEWAL OF 

YOUTH: and other Poems. Cr.8vo. 7$.6d. 
-- ST. PAUL: A Poem. Ext. fcp. 8vo. 2s.6d. 
NORTON (Hon. Mrs.).-THE LADY OF LA 

GARAYE. 9th Edit. Fcp.8vo. 4S.6d. 
PALGRAVE(Prof.F.T.).-ORIGINAL HYMNS. 

3rd Edit. I8mo. IS.6d. 
-- LYRICAL POEMS. Ext. fcp. 8vo. 6s. 
-- VISIONS OF ENGLAND. Cr. 8vo. 7S' 6d. 
PALGRAVE (W. G.).-A V,SION OF LIFE: 

SEMBLANCE AND REALITY. Cr.8vo., 7&. net. 

PEEL (Edmund).-EcHoEs FROM HOREB ~ 
and other Poems. Cr. Svo. 3$. 6d 

POPE. (See GLOBE LIBRARY, p. 20.) 

RAWNSLEY (H. D.).-POEMS, BALLADS. 
AND BUCOLlcs. Fcp. 8vo. 5S. 

ROSCOE (W. C.),-POEMS. Edit. by E. M 
ROSCOB. Cr. 8vo. 7S. net. 

ROSSETTI (Christina).-PoEMs. New Col
lected Edition. Globe 8vo. 7S. 6d. 

-- A PAGEANT: and other Poems. Ext_ 
fcp. 8vo. 6s. 

SCOTT.-THE LAY OF THE LAST MINSTREL, 
and THE LADY OF THE LAKE. Edited by' 
Prof. F. T. PALGRAVE. IS. 

-- THE LAY OF THE LAST MINSTREL. By 
G. H. STUART, M.A., and E. H. ELLIOT. 
B.A. Globe avo. 2&.; sewed, IS. 9d.-CantOt 
1. 9d.-Cantos I.-III. and IV.-VI. IS. 3d. 
each; sewed, IS. each. 

-- MARMION. Edited by MICHAEL MAC
MILLAN, B.A. 3S.; sewed, 2S. 6d. 

-- MARMION, and THE LORD OF THE ISLES .. 
By Prof. F. T. PALGRAVE. IS. 

-- THE LADY OF THE LAKE. By G. H. 
STUART, M.A. GL 8vo. 2S.6d.; swd. 2S. 

-- ROKEBY. By MICHAEL MACMILLAN,. 
B.A. 3S.; sewed, 2S. 6d. 

(See also GLOBE LIBRARY, p. 20.) 

SHAIRP (John Campbell).-GLEN DESSERAY~ 
and other Poems, Lyrical and Elegiac. Ed ... 
by F. T. PALGRAVE. Cr.8vo. 6s. 

SHAKESPEARE.-THE WORKS OF W,LL,AM 
SHAKESPEARE. Cambridge Edit£on. New 
and Revised Edition, byW. ALDIS WRIGHT,. 
M.A. 9 vols. 8vo. Ios.6d. each.-Quar. 
terlv Yols. Vol. I. Jan. IS9". 

-- -- Victoria Edltion. In 3 voIS.-COME
DIES; H1STORIES; TRAGEDIES. Cr. 8vo., 
6s. each. 

-- THE TEMPEST. With Introduction and 
Notes, by K. DEIGHTON .. Gl. Bvo. IS. 9d.;. 
sewed, IS. 6d. 

-- MUCH ADO ABOUT ~ OTHING. 2S.; sewed,. 
IS·9d. 

-- A MIDSUMMER NIGflT'S DREAM. IS. 9d. ;.. 
sewed, IS. 6d. 

-- THE MERCHANT OF VENICE. IS. f)d. ;. 
sewed, IS. 6d. 

-- As You LIKE IT. IS. gd.; sewed, IS. 6d.. 
-- TWELFTH NIGHT. IS. 9d. ; sewed, IS. M .. 
-- THE WINTER'S TALE. 2S.; sewed, IS. gti. 
-- KING JOHN. IS.9d.; sewed, IS.6d. 
-- RICHARD II. IS. 9~. ; sewed, IS. 6d. 
-- HENRY V. IS.9d., sewed, IS.6d. 
-- RICHARD III. By C. H. TAWNEY, M.A. 

2S. 6d.; sewed, 2S. 
-- CORIOLANUS. By K. DEIGHTON. 2S.6d. r 

sewed,2$. 
-- JULIUS C...KSAR. IS. 9d. ; sewed, Is.6d. 
-- MACBETH. IS. 9d.; sewed, IS.6d. 
-- HAMLET. 2S.; sewed, IS. gd. 
-- KING LEAR. IS. 9d. ; sewed, IS. M. 
-- OTHELLO. 2S.; sewed, IS.9d. 
-- ANTONY AND CLEOPATRA. 2s.6d.;swd.2.I ... 
-- CVMBELINE. 2S.6d.; sewed, 2S. 

(See also GLOBE LIBRARY, p. 20; GOLDEN 
TREASURY SERIES, p. 20.) 

SHELLEY.-COMPLETE POETICAL woaia./ 
Edited by Prof. DOWDEN. Portrait. Cr.8voA... 
7S.6d. (See GOLDEN TREASURY SEIUES,P. '"",. 



LITERATURE. « 
LITERATURE. 

Poetry and the Drama-<" ... ti ..... d. 
SMITH (C. Barnard).-POEMS. Fop. 8vo. 5'. 
SMITH (Horace).-PoEMS. Globe 8vo. 5'. 
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SYMONS (Arthur).-DAYS AND NIGHTS. 
Globe 8vo. 6.<. 

'TENNYSON (Lord).-COMPLETB WORKS. 
New and Enlarged Edition, with Portrait.. 
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Parts. Cr. 8vo. ... 64. each . 

. -- POETICAL WORKS. PDCktt Etlititnl. 
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MARIAN. 6s. 
__ TIU Royal Edit;"". I vol. 8vo. I6.f. 
__ THE TENNYSON BIRTHDAY BOOK. Edit. 

by EMILY SHAKESPBAR. :r8mo. 28.6tl. 
__ THE BROOK. With.o Illustrations by A. 

WOODRUFP. 32mo. 2S.6d.. . 
.-- SONGS FROM TSNNYSON'S WRITINGS. 

Square 8vo. ... 64. 
. _ SELECTIONS FROM TENNYSON. With In .. 

troduction and Notes, by F. J. RoWE, M.A.., 
and W. T. WEBB, M.A. Globe 8vo. 3'.6d. 

. __ ENOCH ARDEN. By W. T. WEBB, M.A. 
Globe 8vo. os. 

__ AYLMBR'S FIELD. ByW. T. WEBB,M.A. 
Globe 8vo. os. 

. __ THE COMING OF ARTHUR, and THB PASS
INGOFARTHUR. ByF. T. RoWE. Gl8vo. :ItS. 

. __ THE PRINCESS. By 1'. M. WALLACE, M.A. 
Glob. 8vo. 3'. 6d. 

__ GARETH AND LYNETTE. By G. C_ 
MACAULAY, M.A. [I .. tlu p". ... 
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"lICUt, 3'. 6d.; gilt edges, ..... 6d. 

TENNYSON (Frederic~).-THB ISLES 01' 
GRI!:BCB: SAPPHO AND ALCAEUS. Cr. 8vo. 
7$·64-
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TENNYSON (Hon. Hallam). (S.. ILLUS-
TRA TED BOOKS.) • 

TRUMANUos.).-AFTER-THOUGHTS: Poems. 
Cr. 8vo. 3'.64. 
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SONNETS, OLD AND NEW. Ext.rep.8vo. 7S.6d. 
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GUARDS: and other Verses. GI. 8vo. 3'.64. 

WARD (Samuel).-LYRICAL REcREATIONS. 
Fep.8vo. 6.< • 

WATSON (W.).-POEUS. Fcap.8vo. 5'. 
WHITTIER.-CoMPLETB POETICAL WORKS 

OF JOHN GREENLEAF WHITTIER. With 
Portrait. I8mo. ..... 64. (S.. .Is. Co .... 
LECTED WORKS.) 

WILLS (W. G.).-MEL~HIOR. Cr. 8vo. 9$. 

WOOD (Andrew Goldie).-THE ISLES OF THE 
BLEST: and other Poems. Globe 8vo. .;s. 

WOOLNER (Thoma._). - My BEAUTIFUL 
LADY. 3rd Edit. Fcp_ 8vo. 5$. 

-- PYGMALtON~ Cr. 8vo. 7$.6d. 
-- SILBNUS. Cr. avo. 6.s. 
WORDSWORTH. -COMPLETB POETICAL 

WORKS. COJ2yright Edition_ With an I ntto
duction by JOHN MORLEY. and Portrait. 
Cr.8vo. 78.64. 

- THB RECLUSE. Fcp.8>-o. 2.r.64.-Large 
Paper Edition. SvO. :los.6d. 

(Se, auo GOLDEN TREASURY SERIES, Q, 20.) 

Poetical CoUec:t1oDS and Selections. 
(Sit • • 1stJ GOLDEN TREASURY SERIES, p. 20 » 

BOOKS FOR THB YOUNG, P. 38.) 

HALES (Prof. J. W.).-LoNGER ENGLISH 
POBMS. With Notes, Philological and Ex
planatory, and an Introduction on the Teach
mg of English. Ext. fep. 8vo. ..... 6d. 

MACDONALD (George).-ENGLAND'S AN
TIPHON. Cr.8vo. ¥.64. 

MARTIN (F.). (S •• BOOKS FOR THE YOUNG, 
P·38.) • 

MASSON (R. O. and D.).-THREE CENTURIES 
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PALGRAVE (Prof. F. T.).-THB GoLDEN 
TREASURY OF THE BEST SONGS AND LYRICAL 
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TREASURY SERIES, p. 20; BOOKS FOR THB 
YOUNG, Po 38.) 

WARD (T. H.).-ENGLISH POETS. Selections, 
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and a General Introdur.tion by MATTHEW 
ARNOLD. Edit~ be.. T. H. WARD, M.A. 

tr~I~ .. C-:;:u:~t;.o DO~V:~: ~$i.~·I::'fo;;: 
SON TO DRYDEN; lII. ADDISON TO BLAJCB, 
IV .. WORDSWORTH TO ROSSETTI. 
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-- A SECOND POETRY BOOK. 0 Parts. Fep. 
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Translated by JULIE SUTTER. Cr. Bvo. 6<. 
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THa SQUATTER'S DREAM. 
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-- LIVING OR DBAD. Cr. Bvo. '1'. 6d. 
CORBETTUulian).-THB FALL OP AsGARD: 

A Tale of St. Olaf's Day. ovols. GI. Bvo. '0'. 
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My MOTHER AND I. 
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KING ARTHUR: Not a Love Story. 
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Cr. Bvo. 3$. 6d. each. 
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DR. CLAUDIUS. 
A ROMAN SINGER. 
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-- THB WITCH 0" PRAGUB. Cr. Bvo. 6<. 
-- THB THREE FATES. 3 vols. 311.6tl. 
CUNNINGHAM (Sir H. S.).-THB CCBRU' 

LEANS: A Vacation Idyll. Cr. Bvo. 3" 6d. 
-- THB HBRIOTS. Cr. Bvo. 3$.6d. 
-- WHEAT AND TARES. Cr. Bvo. 3$.6d. 

DAGONET THE JESTER. Cr. Bvo. -IS.fIG. 
DAHN (Felix).-FELICITAS. Translated "" 

M.A.C.E. Cr. Bvo. 4$.6d. 
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GoLDSN TREASURY SERIES, p. 20.) 
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Bvo. -IS.6d • 

DICKENS (Charles). - Uniform Editioro. 
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NICHOLAS NICKLBBY. 
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-- THE POSTHUMOUS PAPERS OF THE PICK
WICK CLUB. must. Edit. by C. DICKBNS, 
Jun. :2: vols. Ext. cr. Bvo. 21$. 

DILLWYN (E. A.).-JILL. Cr. Bvo. 6<. 
-- JILL AND JACK. 0 vols. Globe Bvo. • ... 
DUNSMUIR (Amy).-VIDA: Study of a 

Girl. 3rd Edit. Cr. Bvo. 6s. 

EBERS (Dr~ George).-THE BURGOMASTBR'S 
WIFE. Transl. by C. BELL. Cr. Bvo. 4$.6d. 

-- ONLY A WORD. Translated by CLARA 
BBLL. Cr. Bvo. -IS. 6d. 
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HARMONIA. 3 vols. Cr. Bvo. 3's. 6d. 
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FLEMING(G.).-ANILENoVEL. GI.Bvo. OS. 
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HARBOUR BAR, THE. Cr. Bvo. 6<. 
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-- THB PRINCESS CASAMASSIMA. Cr. avo. 
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- THE REVERBERATOR. Cr. Bvo. 6.5'. 
- THE ASPERN PAPERS: LOUISAP'ALLANT; 

THE l\<10DERN WARNING. Cr. Bvo. 3.1.6d. 
_ A LONDON LIFE. Cr. Bvo. 31. 6d. 
- THE TRAGIC MUSE. Cr. Bvo. ]S.6tl. 
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KEARY (Annie):-JANET'S HOME. Cr. Bvo. 

3S. 6d• 
-- CLEMENCY FRANKLYN. Globe 8vo. ... 
- OLDBURY, Cr. Bvo. :!S.6tl. 
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Bvo. 3 •• 6d. 
-- CASTLR DALY. Cr. 8vo. 3S.6d. 
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YEARS AGO.-HEREWARD THE WAKE. 
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Cr. Bvo. 53. 

LYTTON (Earl of).-THE- RING OF AMAsIs: 
A Romance: Cr. Bvo. 1'.6d. 

McLENNAN (Malcolm).-MuCKLR JOCK;' 
and other Stories of Peasant Life lD the North .. 
Cr. Bvo. 31. 6d. 
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Authors. Cr. Bvo. ",.6d. 

MURRAY (D. Christie). - AUNT RACHEL._ 

~':~~A~';'~' Cr. Bvo. 3S.6d. 
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- JOHN VALE'S GUARDIAN. Cr. Bvo. 3S.6d. 
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3 vols. Cr. Bvo. 31S.64. 
NORRIS (W. E.).-MY FXlBND JIM. Glob<>-
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- CHRIS. Globe 8vo. .lIS. 
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LAS. Cr. Bvo. 6.<. 
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-- THE CURATB IN CHARGK. Globe8vo. II. 
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RUSSELL (W. Clark).-MAROONIED. Cr. 
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THB LITTLB SCHOOLMASTBR MARK: A 

Spiritual Rom!lDce. 
THE COUNTESS EVE, 
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-- BLANCHE, LADY F ALAISE. Cr. Bvo. 6.r. 
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TIM. Cr. 8vo, 6$. 
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TON. Cr. 8yo. 3'.6<1. 
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Cr. 8vo. 3'.6<1. each. 
THB HSIR OF RBDCLVPP8. 
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PILLARS or THB HODSIt. Vol. I. 
PILLARS 01' THB HOUSB. Vol.lI. 
T ... YOUICG STEPMOTHER. 
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THE Two SIDES OF THE SHIELD. 
NUTTlE'S FATHER. 
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CHANTRY HOUSE. 
A MODeRN TELEMACHUS. I BYB WORD&. 
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MORE BYWORDS. 
A REPUTED CHANGELING; or, Three Seventll 
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THE LITTLEDuKEtRICHARDTHE FEARLESS. 
THE LANCES OF LYNWOOD. 
THS: PRINCE AND THB PAGE. 
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GLOBB. 
THE Two PENNILESS PRINCESSES. 

-- THAT STICK. • voIs. Cr.8vo. '01. 
Collected Works: Essays: Lectures: 

Letters; Miscellaneous Works. 
AN AUTHOR'S LOVE. Being the Unpub
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ARNOLP (Matthew),-EsSAVS IN. CRITICISM. 
6th Ed.t. Cr. 8vo. 9". 

-- ESSAYS IN CRITICISM. Second Seri ... 
Cr. 8vo. 7$. 6<1, 

-- D,SCOURSES IN AMBRICA. Cr.8vo. 48.6<1. 
BACON. With Introduction and Not .. , by 

F. G. SBLBY, M.A. GI.8yo. 3',: swd.u.6d. 
(s .... Iso GOLDBN TREASURY SBRIES, p •• 0.) 

BLACKIE Uohn Stuart).-LAY SERMONS. 
Cr.8vo. 61, 

BRIDGES Uohn A.).-IDYLLS 0 .. A LOST 
. V,LLAGB. Cr. 8vo. -I. 6d. 
BRIMLEY(George).-EssAVS. Globe8vo. 51. 
BUNYAN Uohn).-THB PILGRIM'S PROGRIESS 

FROM THIS WORLD TO THAT WHICH IS TO 
COME. IBmo. 2&. 6d. net. 

BUTCHER (Prof. S. H.)-SOMB ASPECTS 0 .. 
THE GRBEK GBNIUS. Cr. 8vo. 7$. 6d. net. 

CARLYLE (Thomas). (S .. BIOGRAPHY.) 
CHURCH (Dean).-MISCELLANBOUS WRI. 

TINGS. Collec.ed Edition. 6 vols. Globe 
8vo, SS. each.-Vol. I. M,SCELLANEOUS 
ESSAYS.-II. DANTS: AND OTHBR ESSAVS. 
-111. ST. ANSELM.-IV. SPBNSER.-V. 
BACON.-VI. THB OXFORD MOVEMBNT, 
,833-45, 

CLIFFORD (Prof. W. K.). LBCTURIES AND 

f~SF~j;OL~~':~ 'Cr.~~~~IB&~~~HBN and 
CLOUGH (A. H.).-PRosB RBMAINS. With 

a Selection from his Letters, and a Memoir 
by HIS W'FB. Cr. 8vo. 7$. 6d. 

COLLINS U, Chur,oD).-THB STUDY OF 
ENGLISH L,TBRATURB. Cr. 8vo. 48. 6d. 

CRAIK (Mrs.).-CONCE .... ,NG MBN: and 
other Papers. Cr. 8vo. 4'. 6<1. 

-- ABoU1\ MONEY: and other Things. Cr, 
8yo. 61. 

--SERJlONSOUTOrCHURCK. Cr.avo. 3'.64. 
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POETRY. fill vol9. Globe Bvo. xu. 
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DEFOE.-:-THE ADVENTURES OF ROBINSON 
CRUSOE. With Introduction by HENRY 
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DRYDEN.-POETICAL WORKS. A Revised 
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GOLDSMITH. -l\lISCBLLANEOUS WORXS. 
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MILTON.-PORTICAL WORKS. Edited. with 
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hy W. G. CLARK and W. ALDIS WRIGHT. 
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R. MORRIS. Memoir by J. W. HALES, M.A. 
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THB GOLDEN TREASURY OF THB BEST SONGS 
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Paper Edition. avo.. lOS'. 6d. net. 

THE CHILDREN'S GARLAND FROM THB BEST 
POETS. Selected by COVENTRY P ... TIIOK&. 

GOLDEN TREASURY SERIE~. 
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THIS WORLD TO THAT WHICH IS TO CoII.B. 
-Large Paper Edition. Bvo. 10S'.6J. net. 

BAcoN.-EsSAYs, and COLOttts OF GOOD 
AND EVIL. With Notes and Glossarial 
Index by W_ ALDIS WRIGHT, M.A.-Laa-ge 
Paper Edition. 8vo~ lOS. 6tl. net. 

THE BOOK OF PRAISB. From the Best Eng
lish Hymn Writers. Selected by ROD .. ' 
DBLL, EARL OF SELBORNE. 

SHELLEY.-POEMS. Edited by STOfPORD 
A. BROOKE_-Laa-ge Paper Edit. • ... 6d. 

THE FAIRY BooK.: THE BEST ?OPUI...A.K 
FAIRY STORIES. Selected by Mrs_ CRAIl<, 
Author of U john Halifax, Gentleman.'" 

WORDSWORTH.-POEMS. Chosen and Edited: 
by M. ARNoLD_-L2rge Paper Edition. 9'. 

PLATO.-THB TRIAL AND DEATH OF SOCKA
TES. Being the Euthypbron, Apology, Crito 
and PhaedoofP.alo. Trans.F_ J_CHURCIL 

THE JEST BOOK. The Choicest Anecdotes 
and Sayings. Arranged by MARK LBMON. 

HBRRICK.-CHRYSOMELA. Edited by Prof. 
F. T. PALGRAVE. 

THE BA.LLAD BOOK. A Selection of the 
Choicest British BalLad6. Edited by 
WILLIAM ALLINGHAM. 

THE SUNDAY BOOK 0 .. POJIITRY FOIt THK 
YOUNG. Selected by C. F. ALEXANDER. 

A BOOK OF GOLDEN DEEDS. By C. K. 
YONGE. 

A BOOK OF WORTHIES_ By C. M. YONGE. 
KEATS.-THE POETICAL WORKS. Edited 

hy Prof. F. T. PALGRAVE. 
PLATo.-THE REPUBLIC. Translated by 

J. LL. DAVIES, M.A., and D. J. V"'''GHAR. 
-Large Paper Edition. Bvo. 101. 6tl.. net. 
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JOHN RICHARD GREEN. 

DEUTSCHE LYRIK. The Golden Treasmy 
of the best German Lyncal Poems. Se
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SIR THOMAS BROWNE.-RELlGlO MBDIO, 
LETTER TO A FRIEND, &c •• AND CHlUST
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LAMB.-TALBS FROM SHAKSPEARK. Edited 
by Rev. ALFRED AINGER •. M.A. 
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LYLE AITKEN. 
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ATTWELL. 

MATTHEW ARNOLD.-SSLECTED POBMS. 
BYRON.-POBTRY. Chosen and arranged 
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HUGHBS.-ToM BROWN'S SCHOOL DAYS. 
LANDOR.-SELECTIONS. Ed. by S. CoLYUI. 
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Translated by STANLEY LANE-POOLE. 
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Cr. 8vo. lOS. 64. 
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HARWOOD (~orge).-FROM WITHIN. Cr. 
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HOBART (Lord).-EsSAYS AND MISCELL ... • 
NEOUS WRITINGS. With Biographical 
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HUTTON (R. H.).-EsSAVS ON SOME OF THE 
MODERN GUIDES 0]1' ENGLISH THOUGHT IN 
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HUXLEY (Prof. T. H.).-LAY SERMONS, AD· 
DRESSES, AND REVIEWS. Bvo. 7S. 6d. 

-- CRITIQUES AND ADDRESSES. Bvo. IOS.6tl. 
-- AMERICAN ADDRESSES, WITH A LECTURB 

ON' THE STUDY t;)P' BIOLOGY. Bvo. 6".6tl. 
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__ INTRODUCTORY SCIENCE PRIMER.18mo. u. 
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JAMES (Henry).-FRENCH POETS AND No· 
VELISTS. New Edition. Cr. avo. 4S.6tl. 

-- PORTRAITS OF PLACES •. Cr. Bvo. 7S.6tl. 
-- PARTIAL PORTRAITS. Cr. Svo. 6.r. 
KEATS.-LETTERs. Edited by SIDNEY 

COLVIN. Globe 8vo. 60. 

KINGSLEY (Charles).-CoMPLETE EDITIOI< 
01" THE WORKS OF CHARLES KINGSLEY. 
Cr. 8vo. 3S.6d. each. 
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ALTON LOCKE. 
Two YEARS AGO. 
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LANKESTER(Prof.E. Ray).-THE ADVANCE· 
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OF POLITICS. 8vo. 14S. net. 

SMITH (Goldwin),-CANADAANDTHBCANA' 
DIAN QUESTION. Bvo. B.r. net. 

STATESMAN'S YEAR·BOOK, THE. (S" 
STATISTICS.) 

STATHAM (R.).-BLACKS, BOBKS, AND 
BRITISH. Cr. Bvo .. 6s. 

THORNTON (W. T.) ... A PLEA "OR PEASANT 
PROPRIETORS. New Edit. Cr. 8vo. 7&. 6tl. 

-- INDIAN PUBLIC WORlCS, AND CoGNATB 
II/DIAN TOPICS. Cr. Svo. Ss. 6tl. 

TRENCH (Capt. F.).-THB Russo.INDI .. " 
QUESTION. Cr.8vo. 18.6d. 

WALLACE (Sir Donald M.).-EGVPT AND 
THE EGYPTIAN QUESTION. Bvo. 14S-

PSYCHOLOGY. 
(S .. "..an PHILOSOPHY, p •• 6.) 

SCULPTURE. (S" ART.) 
SOCIAL ECONOMY. 

BOOTH (C.).-A PICTUR .. 0 .. PAUPERISM. 
Cr. Svo. 5I.-Cheap Edit. ·Svo. Swd.,6d. 

FAWCETT (H. and Mrs. H.). (SII POLITICS.) 
HILL (Octavia).-HoMES 0 .. THB LoNDON 

POOR. Cr. Bvo, sewed. u. 
HUXLEY (Prof. T. H.).-SOCIAL DISEASES 
~NI? W ~JRSB REMEDJ&S : Letters to the 

TImes. Cr. Bvo. sewed. J:.I'. net. 

JEVONS (W. Stanley).-METHODS 0 .. SOCIAL 
REFORM. Svo. XOf. 6tl. 

STANLEY (Hon. Maude). - CLUBS I'OR 
WORKING G,RLS. Cr. Svo. /is. 
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SOUND. (S .... ..a ... PHYSICS, p. 27.) 

SPORT. 
BAKER (Sir Samuel W.).-WILD BEASTS 

AND THEIR WAYS: REMINISCENCES OF 
EUROPE, ASIA, AFRICA, AMERICA, FROM 
:18-45-88. Illustrated. Ext. cr. avo. 12S.6d. 

CHASSERESSE(D.).-SPORTINGSKBTCHES. 
Illustrated. Cr. 8vo. 38. (uf. 

EDWARDS·MOSS (Sir j. E., Bart).-A 
SEASON IN SUTHERLAND. Cr. 8vo. IS. 6d. 

STATISTICS. 
STATESMAN'S YEAR-BOOK, THE. Sta

tistical and Historical Annual of the States 
~fthe World for the Year 18,92, Revised after 
Official Returns_ Ed_ by J. SCOTT KELTIE. 
Cr. 8vo. IOS. (uf. 

SURGERY. (S .. MEDICINS.) 

SWIMMING. 
LEAHY (Sergeant).-THE ART OF SWIMMING 

IN THE ETOH STYLE. Cr.8vo. 25'. 

THEOLOGY. 
TM Bihle-HistoryoftM Christi""Cln ... :t.-

TM Church or Engla..a-D .... tilmal Boola 
-TMF,ztlrn-s-Hy",nology-S .......... , L.e-
'ltlru, Addr,ssu, tuJd TJuological EssaJis. 

The Bible. 
History o/th. Bibl.-

THE ENGLISH BIBLE; An External and 
Critical History of the various English 
Translations of Scripture. By Prof. JOHN 
EADIE. 2 vols. Bvo. 288. 

THE BIOLEIN THE CHURCH. ByRightRev. 
Bp. WESTCOTT. loth edit. 18mo. 45. 6d. 

BiJJlicalllistory-
BIBLE LESSONS. By Rev. E. A. ABBOTT. 

Cr_ 8vO- 4'_ 6d. 
STORIES FROM THE BtBL& By Rev. ~ J. 

CI~,!-RCH. Illust. Cr.8vo. 2 parts. p.6d.eacn. 
. BIBLE READINGS SBLECTED PROM THE PENw 

TATEUCH AND THB BOOK OF JOSHUA. 
By Rev. j. A. CROss. GI.8vo. 23_ 6d. 

THB CHILDREN'S TREASURY OF BIBLE 
STORIES. By Mrs. H. GASKOJN. 18ma.. 
IS. each.-Part I. Old Testament: II. 
New Testament; II I. The Apostles. 

A CLASS-BOOK OF OLD TESTAMENT Hls-

A TC~~~r;!':cv.~r·:E';T:stt;~!r::;T4H~ 
TORY. By the same. 18mo. ,5I.6tI. 

A SHILLING BOOK OF OLD TESTAMENT 
HISTORY. By the same. t8mo. IS. 

A SHILLING BOOK OF NBW TESTAMENT 
HISTORY. By the same. 18ma.. IS. 

TM Old T.st"_,,f-
SCRIPTURE READINGS FOR SCHOOLS AND 

FAMILIES. By C.M. YONGE. Globe 8vo. 
IS. 6d. each: also with comments, 3'. 64. 
each. - GENESIS TO DEUTERONOMY.
JOSHUA TO SOLOMON.-KJNGS AND THE 
~ROPHETS.-THE GoSPELTIMES.-APOs
'I"OLIC TIMES. 

THE PATRIARCHS AND LAWGIVBRS OP THB 
OLD TESTAMENT. By F. D. )dAURICE. 

T~~h ::~~H~~ 8:~;, k~~ Olt THB OLD 
TESTAMENT. By the same. Cr.8vo. W. 

THE CANON Olt THE OLD TESTAMENT. Ey 
Prof. H. E. RVLB. Cr. 8vo. 6.r. 

TM p."tat,ueh-
AN HISTORICO·CRITICAL INQUIRY INTO THB 

ORIGIN AND CoMPOSITION OF THE HaXA
TEUCK (PENTATEUCH AND BOOK or 
JOSHUA). By Prof_ A. KUENEN. Trans. 
by P. H. WICKSTEED, M.A. tavo. X4S. 

Tlte Psalms--
THE PSALMS CHRONOLOGICALLY ARRANGED. 

By FOUR FRIENDS. Cr. 8vo. SSe net. 
GOLDEN TREASURY PSALTER. Student'5 

Edition of the above. 18mo. ).5'. M. 
THE PSALMS. With Introduction and Notes.. 

By A. C. JENNINGS, M.A., and W. H. 
LoWE, M.A. 2 vols. Cr. Bvo. I05'.6d. each. 

INTRODUCTION TO THB STUDY AJrfD USB or 
THB PSALMS. By Rev. J. F. TURUPP_ 
2nd Edit. 2 vols. Bvo. 2IS. 

Is.iaA-
ISAIAH XL.-LXVI. With the Shorter Pro

phecies allied to it. Edited by MATTHBW' 
ARNOLD. Cr. Bvo. SS. 

ISAIAH OF JERUSALEM. In the Authorised 
English Version, with Introduction and 
Notes. By the same. Cr. 8vo. 4.$'.6tI. 

A BIBLE·RliADING FOR SCHOOLS. The Gf'eU; 
Prophecy of Israel's Restoration (Isaiah 
xl.-lxvi.). Arranged and Edited for Young: 
Learners. By the same. 18mo; J.I. 

CoMMENTARY ON THE BOOK OF ISAIAH:' 
Critical, Historical. and Prophetical: in
cluding a Revised English Translation. 
By T. R. BIRKS. :and Edit. Bvo. I2S.6tl.. 

THE BOOK OF ISAIAH CHRONOLOGICALLY 
ARRANGED. By T. K. CHKYNE. Cr. 
8vo. 7S.6d. 

Zec,",rid-
THB HEBREW STUDENT'S COMMENTARY ON 

ZacHARIAH, Hebrew and LXX. By W. H. 
LoWE, M.A. 8Ve>. 10..611. 

Tlu Nn" T~stawu"t-
THE NBW TESTAMENT. Essay on the Righa 

Estimation of MS. Evidence in the Tex. 
of tbe New Testament. By T. R. B'RIts. 
Cr. 8vo. 33. (uf • 

THE M&SSAGES OF THE BOOKS. Disco~ 
and Notes on the BooK.s of the NewTesta
mente By Archd. FARRAR. 8vo. 14.r. 

THE CLASSICAL ELEMENT IN THE NBW 
TESTAMENT. Considered as a Proof of its. 
Genuineness, with an Appendix on the
Oldest Authorities used in the FormatiOD 
of the Canon. ByC.H.HooLB. 8vo. IDI_6d. 

ON A FRESH REVISION OF THB ENGUSa 
NEW TESTAMENT. With an Appendix OD 
the last Petition of the Lord's Prayer. By 
Bishop LIGHTFOOT. Cr. Bvo. 7S. 6d. 

THB UNITY OF THB NBW TEsTAMENT. By 
F. D. MAURICE. 2 vols. Cr. avo. I2S. 

A CoMPANION TO THE GREEK TESTAMBNT 
AND THB ENGLISH VERSION. By PHILIP 
ScHAFIt, D.D. Cr. Bvo. 12S. 

A GBNERAL SURV-EY OP THB HISTORY Oil"' 
THB CANON OF THE NBW TESTAMBNT" 
DURING THII FIRST FOUR CENTURIES. By 
Bishop WESTCOTT. Cr. Bvo. 10S'.6tL 

THS NEW TESTAMENT IN THE ORIGINAL 
GRl<EK. The Text revised by Bisbop 
WESTCOTT ... D.D., and Prof. F. j. A
HORT, D.u. 2 vols. Cr. Bvo. IOS.6tl. 
each.-Vol. I. Text.-VoL II. Introduc
tion and Appendix. 

SCHOOL EDITION' OF THB AHOV" 18mo~ 
...... M.: 18mo, roaD, SS. 6d. ; morocco, 'lil. 
edges, 6.r. (uf. 
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Tlu Gosf.l.-
THE COMMON TRADITION OF THB SYNOPTIC 

GOSPELS. In the Text of the Revised 
Version. By Rev. E. A. ABBOTT and 
W. G. RUSHBROOKB. Cr. Bvo . . 18. 6d. 

SVNOPTICd'N : An Exposition of the Common 

r~!~~:!~:~S>Pri~:~d ?:~:~u!y ~·S?~ 
Parts, and Appendi". 4to.-Part I. 3" 6tI. 
-Parts II. and III. 7"-Parts IV. V. and 
VI., with Indices, lOS'. 6d.-Appendices. 
10'" 6d.--<:Omplete in I "",I. 358. 

INTRODUCTION TO THE STUDY OF THB FOUR 
GOSPELS. ByBp.WESTCOTT.Cr.Bvo •• 0I.64. 

THB COMPOSITION OP THB FOUR GOSPELS. 
By Rev. ARTHUR WRIGHT. Ca. Bvo. 58. 

~.lofSt. Mtdtluw-
THE GREEK TEXT, with Introduction and 

Notes by Rev. A. SLOMAN •. Fcp.Bvo • ... 6tI. 
CHOICR NOTKS ON ST. MATTHEW. Drawn 

from Old and New Sources. Ca. Bvo. 45.64. 
(St. Matthew aod SL M8Ik in • vol. g •• ) 

Go,;.Iq/St. Mar4-
SCHOOL READINGS IN THB GRBBK TESTA" 

MBNT. HeinS' tbe Outlines of the Life of 
ou. Lwd as gIven by St. Malk, with addi. 
lions from tbe Text of the other Evange
lists. Edited, with Notes and Vocabula!YJ 
by Rev. A. CALVERT, M.A. Fcp. Bvo • ... Od. 

CHOICB NOTBS ON ST. )lARK. Drawn from 
Old and New SOURCES. Cr. Bvo. 45.64. 
(St. Matthew and St. Mark in ,vol. ga.) 

Gosftl 6/ St. Lt<k.-
GREEK TEXT, with IntroductioD and Notes 

by Rev. }. BOND, M.A. Fcp. Bvo. os.6tI. 
CHOICE NOTES ON ST. LUKB. Drawn from 

Old and N ow Sources. Cr. Bvo. 45. 6tI. 
THB GOSPEL OP THB KINGDOM OF HEAVEN. 

A Course of Lectures on the Gospel of SL 
Luke. By F. D. MAURICB. Ca. 8vo. 68. 

Go'ftl6/ St. 10"_ 
THE GoSPEL 01' ST. JOHN. By F. D. 

MAURICE. Bth Ed. Cr. Bvo. 68. 
CHOICE NOTES ON ST. JOHN. Drawn from 

Old and New Sourc.... 0. Bve. 45. 6tI. 

Tlu .Act. 6/tlu A;o.tl • ..-
GREEK TEXT, with Notes by T. E. PAGB, 

M.A. Fcp. Bvo. 3" 64. 
THE CHURCH OF THB FIRST DAYS: THB 

CHURCH OF JERUSALEM, THE CHURCH 01' 
THB GENTILas, THB CHURCH 0.. THB 
WORLD. Lectures OD the Acts of tho 
Apostles. By Very Rev. C. J. VAUGHAN. 
Cr. Bvo. ."".6tI. 

. Tlu Epistl .. 6/ St. P""I-
THB EPISTLB TO THB ROMANS. The 

Greek Text, with English Notes. By the 
Very Rev. C. J. VAUGHAN. 7th EdiL 
Cr. Boo. 7" 6tI. 

THE EPISTLES TO THE CORINTHIANS. Greek. 
Text, with Commentary. By Rev, W. 
KAY. Bvo. ga. . 

The EPISTLB TO Till: GALATIANS. A 
Revised Text, witb Introduction, Notes, 
and Db.ertatioos. By Bishop LIGHTFOOT. 
.oth EdiL Bvo. .... 

THB EPISTLB TO THE PHILIPPIANS. A 
Revi~ed Text, with Introduction, Notes, 
and Dissertations. By the same. 8vo. .... 

n,. Epi.tle, of St. Paul-
THE EPISTLE TO THE PHILIPPIANS. With 

Translation, Paraphrase, and Noles fQr 
English Renders. By the Very Rev. C. J. 
VAUGHAN. Ca. Bvo. 58. . 

THB EPISTLES TO THE COLOSSIANS AND 
TO PHILEMON. A Revised Text, with in
troductions, etc. By Bishop LIGHTFOOT. 
9th EdiL Bvo. • ... 

THB EPISTLES TO THB EPHESIANS, THJ5, 
COLOSSIANS, AND PHILEMON. With In ... 
troduction and Notes. By Rev. J. Ll.. 
DAVIES. .nd EdiL Bvo. 7" 6tI. 

THB FIRST EPISTLE TO THB THESSALO. 
NIANS. By Very Rev. C. J. VAUGHAN. 

T!:''E:~~~ Is.;.:tLTHB THESSALONIANS .. 
Commentary on the Greek Text. By Prof_ 
JOHN EAnlE. Bvo. .. •• 

TII6 Ejl.tl. of St. lam.s-
THB GRBEK TEXTj with t utroduction anet 

Notes. By Rev. aSEPH MAYOR. Bvo. 

Tlu EJistl .. of St. 10"-
THE EPISTLES OF ST. JOHN. By F. D. 

MAURICB. 4th Edit. Cr. Bvo. 68. 
- The Greek Tex ... w,ith Notes, by Bishop 

WRSTCOTT. srd Ed~t. avo. xu.6d 

Tlu E;istl. to tlte H,6nw.-
GREEK AND ENGLISH. Edited by Rev. 

FREDERIC RENDALL. Cr. 8vo. 6.5'. 
ENGLISH TEXT, with Commentary. By the

same. Cr. avo. 78. 6d. 
THK GREEK TEXT, with Notes, by Vet)'" 

Rev. C. J. VAUGHAN. Cr. Bvo. ;,.6tI. 
THE GREEK TEXT, with Notes an Essays,. 

by Bishop WESTCOTT. Bvo. '45. 

Revelaew-
LECTURES ON THK ApOCALYPSE. By F. D. 

MAURICE. 2nd Edit. Cr. Bvo. 68. 
THB REVELATION 01' ST. JOHN. By Rev. 

Prof. W. MILLIGAN. Cr. Bve. 7" 6tI. 
LECTURES ON THE APOCALYPSE. By tho 

same. Crown 8vo. sS. 
LECTURES ON THB REVELATION OF' ST. 

JOHN. By Very Rev. C. J. VAUGHAN. 
sth Edit. Ca. Bvo. .os. 6tI. 

THE BIBLE WORD· BOOK. By W. ALDIS. 
WRIGHT. 2nd EdiL Cr. 8vo. 7" 64. 

Btstory of the Chr1stlan Church. 
CHURCH (Dean). - THE OXFORJ) MoYII

MENT, .B33-4S. Gl. Bvo. S •• 

CUNNINGHAM(Rev.}oho).-THEGROWT" 
OF THE CHURCH IN ITS ORGANISATION AN~ 
INSTITUTIONS. avo. 9$. 

CUNNINGHAM (Rev. William). - TH& 
CHURCHES 01' ASIA: A Methodical Sketch. 
ofthe Second Century. Cr. Bve. 68. 

DALE (A. W. W.).-THE SYNOD 01' ELYI~ 
AND CHRISTIAN LIFE IN THS FouaTH CSN
-rURY. Cr. Bvo. 106.6tL 

HARDWICK(A.chdeacon).-A HISTORY or 
THB CHRISTIAN CHURCH: MIDDLB AGs' 
Edited by Bp. STUBBS. Ca. Bvo. .os.6tI. 

-- A HtsTORY OF THE CHRISTIAN CHURea. 
DURING TH& RBJI'ORMATION. 9th Edit., re
vised hy Bishop STUBBS. Ca. Bvo. Jot. 6tI. 
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THEOLOGY. 

Biatory of the Chrtsttan Church-cOlltd. 
HORT(Dr. F. J. A.).-Two DISSERTATIONS. 

. I. ON MONOrENH% 8EO% IN SCRIPTURS 
AND TRADITION. II. ON THE U CoNSTAN'
TINOPOLITAN I, CREBD AND OTHER EASTHRN 

,cREEDS OF THB FOURTH CENTURY. 8vo. 
7" 6d. 

KILLEN (W. D.).-EcCLESIASTICAL HIs· 
TORY OF IRELAND, FROM THE EARLIEST 
DATE TO THB PRESENT TIME. :a vols. 
Bvo. 256. 

SIMPSON (Rev. W.).-AN EPITOME OF THB 
HISTORY OF THE CHRISTIAN CHURCH. 7th 
Edit. Fcp. 8vo. 3$. 6d. 

VAUGHAN (Very Rev. C. J.).-THECHURCH 
0 ... THE FIRST DAYS: THE CHURCH OF 
JERUSALEM,· THB CHURCH OF THB GEN .. 
TILES. THE CHURCH OF THE WORLD. Cr. 
8vo. lor.6tl. 

WARD (W.).-WILLIAM GEORGE WARD AND 
THE OXFORD MOVEMENT. Byo. X4$. 

The Church of England. 
CtoI<ckism q-

A CLAss-BooIC OF THB CATECHISM OP 
THE CHURCH OP' ENGLAND. By Rev. Canon 
MACLEAR. tama. IS. M. -

A FIRST CLAss-BooK. OF THE CATECHISM 
OF THE CHURCH OF ENGLAND. By the 
same. 18mo. 6tL 

THE ORDSR OF CoNFIRMATION. With 
Prayers and Devotions. By· the same. 
32mo. 6d. 

Colkcts-
COLLECTS OF THB CHURCH OF ENGLAND. 

With a Coloured Floral Design to each 
Collect. Cr. 8vo. 128. 

.DuestalJlulo". ... t-
DISESTABLISHMENT AND DISENDOWMBNT. 

WHAT ARB THEY! By Prof. E. A. FRS ... 
MAN. 4th Edit. Cr. 8vo. IS. 

DISESTABLISHMENT; or! A Defence of the 
Principle of a N ationaJ. Church. By GBO. 
HARWOOD. Bvo. us. 

A DEFENCE OF TH' CHURCH OF ENGLAND 
AGAINST DISESTABLISHMENT. By RouM
DELL, EARL OF SELBORNE. Cr. Bvo. u.6tl. 

ANCIBNT FACTS AND FICTIONS CONCERNING 
CHURCHES AND TITHES. By the same. 
ond Edit. Cr. 8vo. 78. 6d. 

Dissent ,'", its RliatitnJ ttl-. 
DISSENT IN ITS RELATION TO THE CHURCH 

OF ENGLAND. By Rev. G. H. CURTBIS. 
Bampton Lectures for 1871. Cr. 8vo. 78.6tJ. 

Htlly CtmlmUlu'(11J-
THB COMMUNION SERVICE FROM THE BooK. 

OF COMMON PRAYER. With Select Read· 
ings from the Writings of the Rev. F. D. 
MAURICE. Edited by Bishop COLBNSO. 
6th Edit. y6mot u. 6d. 

.BEFORE THE TABLE: An Inq~iry I Historical 
and Theological, into the Meaning of the 
Consecration Rubric in the Communion 
Service of the Church of England. By 
Very Rev. J. S. HOWSON. 8vo. 78.6d. 

FIRST COMMUNION. With Prayers ami De· 
votions for the newly Confirmed. By Rev. 
Canon MACLBAlto 32mo. 6d. 

.A MANUAL OF INSTRUCTION FOIt. CONJI'IR" 
NATION AND FIRST COMMUNION. With 
Prayers and Devotions. By the same. 
3amo. :II. 

Liturgy-
AN INTRODUCTION TO THB CREEDS. By 

Rev. Canon MACLBAR. lamo. ]S. 6tJ. 
AN INTRODUCTION TO THE THIRTY·NIHB 

ARncLES. By same. 18mo. [Ilt tlte Prez6 .. 
A HISTORY OF THE BOOK .1" COMMON 

PHA YER. By Rev F. PROCTER. 18th 
Edit. Cr. Bvo. lOS. 6d. 

AN ELEMENTAY INTRODUCTION TO THB 
BOOK OF COMMON PRAYER. By Rev. F. 
PROCTER and Rev. Canon MACLBAll. 
lamo. 28. 6d. 

TWELVE DISCOURSES ON SUBJECTS CON
NECTED WITH THE LITURGY AND WOR
SHIP OF THE CHURCH O~ ENGLAND. By 
Very Rev. C. J. VAUGHAN. Fcp.8vo. 6.<. 

A COMPANION 'TO THE LECTIONARY. By 
Rev. W. BENHAM, B.D. Cr. 8vo. ...... 6d. 

JUDGMENT IN THB CASE OF READ AND 
OTHERS fl. THE LoRD BISHOP OF LINCOLN. 

:~~~:~pl~~T~:B~:V.G~:. !!.eJR;!: 
Devotional Books. 

EASTLAKE (Lady). -·FELLOWSHIP: LET
TERS ADDRESSED TO MY SISTER-MOURNERS. 
Cr.8vo. 2I'.6d. 

IMITATIO CHRISTI. Libri IV. Printed 
in Borders after Holbein, Durer, and other 
old Masters, containing Dances of Death 
Acts of Mercy, Emblems, etc. Cr.8vo. 78.6:1.. 

KINGSLEY (Charles).-OuT OF THE DEEP 
WORDS POR THE SORROWFUL. From the 
Writings of CHARLES KINGSLEY. Ext. (cp. 
8vo. 3$.6d. 

-- DAILY THOUGHTS. Selected from the 
Wntings of CHARLES KINGSLEY. By HIS 
WIFE. Cr. 8vo. 6.< • 

- FROM DEATH TO LIFB. Fragments or 
Teaching to a Village Congregation. Edit. 
by HIS WIFB. Fcp. 8vo. 2S.6d. 

MACLEAR (Rev. Canon).-A MANUAL 0 .. 
INSTRUCTION FOR CONFIRMATION AND 
FIRST COMMUNION, WITH PRAYERS AND. 
DEVOTIONS. 32mo. 28. 

- THE HOUR OF SORROW; or, The Office 
for the Burial of the Dead. 30rnO. ... 

MAURICE (F. D.).-LESSONS 01' Hop ... 
Readings from the Works of F. D. MAURICL 
Selected by Rev. J. LL. DAVIES, IIl.A. Cr. 
8vo. SS •• 

RAYS OF SUNLIGHT FOR DARK DAYS. 
With a Preface by Very Rev. C. J. VAUGHAN. 

. D.D. New Edition. 18mo. 3'.6d. 

SERVICE (Rev. J.).-PRAYBRS POR PUBLIC 
WOR.o;;HIP. Cr. avo. 4S.6d. 

THE WORSHIP OF GOD, AND FEL· 
LOWSHIP AMONG MEN. By Prof. 
MAURICE and other.!. Fcp. 8vo. 3S. 6d. 

WELBY·GREGORV (Hon. Lady).-LINKS 
AND CLUES. 2Ild Edit. Cr. 8vo. 6.<. 

WESTCOTT (Rt. Rev. Bishop).-THOUGHTS 
ON REVELATION AND LIFE. Selections from 
the Writings of Bishop WESTCOTT. Edited 
by Rev. S. PHILLIPS. Cr. 8vo. 6.<. 

WILBRAHAM (Francis M.).-IN THB SERIl 
AND YRLLOW LEAP': THOUGHTS AND R.s
COLLECTIONS POR OLD AND YOUNG. Globe 
8vo. 3" 6d. 
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The Fathers. 
DONALDSON (Prof. James).-THB Apos· 

TOLIC Jo'ATKERS. A Critical Account of their 
Genuine Wrilings, and of their Doctrines. 
2nd Edit., Cr. 8vo. 7'. 6". 

WDrk. 0/ tile G.-eek and Lati .. Fatlle ... : 
THE ApOSTOLIC FATHERS. Revised Texts, 

with Introductions, Notes, Dissertations, 

~~!i~~~~iC~~M~~~i~~oKoI;.:;~T:~~: 
Bvo. 32s.-Part II. ST. IGNATIUS TO ST. 
POLVCARP. 3 vols ... 2nd Edit. Bvo. 4&. 

THE ApOSTOI.JC F ATH8RS. Abridged Edit. 
With Short Introductions, Greek Text. alld 
English Translation. By same. 8vo. JW. 

THB EPISTLB OF ST. BARNABAS. Its Date 
and Authorship. With Greek Text, Latin 
Version, Translation and Commentary. By 
Rev. W. CUNNINGHAM. Cr. Bvo. 11'.6tL 

Hymnology. 
tlROOKE (S. A.).-CHRISTIA'; HYMNS. GI. 

Bvo. 2s.6d,net.-·CHRISTIAN HVMNSANDSER
YICE BOOK OF BRDFORD CHAPEL, BLOOMS
BURV. GI. Bvo. 38.6d. net.-SERVICE BooK. 
G£. avo. IS. net. 

I'AT.GRAVE (Frof. F. T.). - ORIGINAL 
HVMNS. 3rd Edit. I8ma. IS.6d. 

SELBORNE (Round ell, Earlof).-THE BOOK 
OF PRAISE. IBmo. 2S. 6d. net. 

-- A HYMNAL. Chiefly from" The Book of 
Praise."-A. R.lyal 32mO, limp. 6d.-B. 
18mo,largertype. IS.-C. Fine paper. IS.6d. 
-With Music. Selected, Harmonised, and 
Composed by JOHN HULLAH. 18mo. 31.64. 

WOODS (Miss M. A.).-HYMNS FOR SCHOOL 
WORSHIP. 18mo. Is.6d. 

Sermons, Lectures, Addresses, and 
Theological Essays. 

ABBOT (F. E.).-SCIBNTIFIC THEISM. Cr. 
8vo. 7 •• 6d. 

-- THB WAY OUT OF AGNOSTICISM; or, The 
Philosophy of Free Religion. Cr. Bvo. ¥.6d. 

ABBOTT (Rev. E. A.).-CAMBRIDGE SBR· 
MONS. Bvo. 61'. 

-- OXFORD SERMONS. Bvo. 7S' 6d. 
-- PIHLOMVTHUS. A discussion of Cardinal 

Newman's Essay on Ecclesiastical Miracles. 
Cr. 8vo. 3'. 64. 

-- NEWMANIANISM. Cr. Bvo. IS. net. 
AINGER (Canon).-SBRMONS PRBACHBD IN 

THE TEMPLE CHURCH. Ext. {ep. Bvo. 61'. 
ALEXANDER (W., Bishop of Derry and 

Raphoe).-TliB LEADING IDEAS OF THE 
GOSPELS. New Edit. Cr. ivo. 61. 

BAINES (Rev. Edward).-SERMONS. Preface 
and Memoir by Bishop BARRY. Cr. Bvo. 61'. 

BATHER (Archdeacon).--Ox SOME MINIS· 
TERIAL DUTIES, CATECHISINGbPR&ACHING, 
Etc. Edited, with a Preface, y Very Rev. 
C. J. VAUGHAN, D.D. Fcp. 8vo. ¥.6d. 

BERNARD(Canon).-THBCE .... RAL TEACH-
ING OF CHRIST. Cr. Bvo. r/" the Prell. 

BETHUNE·BAKER (J. F.).-THB INFLD· 
BNCB OF CHRISTIANITY OM W AL Bvo. ss. 

-- THB STERNNESS OP CHRIST'S TEACHING, 
AND ITS RELATION TO THB LAW 01' Foa .. 
GIVENESS. C;:r. 8vo. ... 6d. 

BINNIE (Rev. W.).-SBRMONS. Cr.8vo. 6,. 
BIRKS (Thomas Rawson).-THB DIFFICUL· 

TIES OP BELIEF IN CONNECTION WITH THB 
CREATION AND THE FALL, REDEMPTION. 
AND JUDGMENT. 2nd Edit. Cr. Bvo. SS~ 

-- JUSTIPICATION AND IMPUTED RldHT. 
BOUSNESS. A Review. Cr.8vo. 68. 

-- SUPERNATURAL REVELATION; or, Firsl 
Principles of Moral Theolo~. 8vo. Ss. 

BROOKE S. A.).-SHORT SERMONS. ° Crown 
8vo. 68. 

BROOKS (Bishop Phillips).-THE CANDLE 0 .. 
THE LORD: and other Sermons. Cr. avo. 6.1'. 

-- SERMONS PREACHED IN ENGLlSH 
CHURCHES. Cr.8vo. 6s. 

- TWENTY SERMONS. Cr. Bvo.· 6.s. 
-- TOLERANCE. Cr. Bvo. 2S. 6d. 
-- THE LIGHT OF THEWORI,D. Cr.Svo. 3S.6d. 

BRUNTON (T. Lauder).-THE BIBLE AND 
SCIENCE. Illustrated. Cr. 8vo. :10 .... 6.1. 

BUTLER (Archer),-SERMo"s, DOCTRINAl. 
AND PRACTICAL. 11th Edit. Bvo. Ss. 

-- SECOND SERIES OF SEnMONS. Bvo. 7J. 
-- LETTERS ON ROMANI SM. Bvo. los.6d. 

BUTLER (Rev. Geo.),-SERMONS PREACIIED 
IN CHELTENHAM COLL. CHAPEL. 8vo. 7S.6tL 

CAMPBELL (Dr. Jobn M'Leod).-THE NA
TURE OF THE ATONEMENT. Cr. Bvo. 6s. 

-- REMINISCENCES AND REFLECTIONs.. 
Edited by his Son, DONAI.D CAMPBELL, 
M.A. Cr. 8vo. 7 •• 6d. 

-- THOUGHTS ON REVELATION. Cr.Bvo. 5$. 

- RESPONSIBILITY FOR THE (riFT OF 
ETERNAL LIFE. Compiled from Sermons 
preached 1829-31. Cr. Bvo. SS. 

CANTER BUR Y (Edward White, Archbishop 
of).-Boy.LIFE: ITS TRIAL, ITS STRENGTH, 
ITS FUI.NESS. Sundays in Wellington Col .. 
lege, 1859-73. Cr. 8vo. 68. 

-- THE SEVEN GIFTS. Primary Visitation 
Address. Cr. 8vo. 61. 

- CHRIST AND HIS TIMES. Second Visi
tation Address. Cr. 8vo. 6 .... 

-- A PASTORAL LETTER TO THE DIOCESB 
OF CANTERBURY, IBQOo Bvo, sewed. '1d. 

CARPENTER (W. Boyd, Bishop of Ripon).
TRUTH IN TALK. A1dresses, chiefly to 
Children. Cr. 8vo. 41. 6tl. 

- THE PERMANENT ELEMENTS OF RB
LlGION. 2nd Edit. Cr. 8vo. 61. 

CAZENOVE (J. Gihson).-CoNCERNINGo 

THB 
BEING AND ATTRIBUTES OF GOD. avo. 5.1. 

CHURGH (Dean).-HuMAN LIFB AND ITS 
CoNDITIONS. Cr. Bvo. 68. 

-- THE GIFTS OF CIVILISATION: and other 
Sermons and Letters. Cr. Bvo. 7S. 6d. 

-- DISCIPLINE OF THE CHRISTIAN CHAR-
ACTER; and other Sermons. Cr. Bvo. 4$. 6d. 

-- ADVENT SERMONS,188S. Cr.8vo. 4&.6d. 
-- VILLAGB SERMONS. Cr. Bvo. ~. 

CLERGYMAN'S SELF·EXAMINATION 
CONCERNING THE APOSTLES' 
CREED. ExL fep. 8vo. u. 6d. 

CONGREVE (Rev. JOhn).-HIGK HoPBS 
AND PLEADINGS FOR A REASONAIlLE FAITH, 
NOBLER THOUGHTSJ AND LARGBR CHARITY. 
Cr.8vo. St. 



THEOLOGY. 

THEOLOGY. 
&lennonB. Lectures, Addresses, and 

Theological Essays-<: .... t ........ d. 
COOKE Uosiah P., jUD.}.-RELlGlON AND 

CHEMISTRY. Cr. 8vo. 7" 6d. 
COTTON (Bishop).-SERMONS PREACHED TO 

ENGLISH CONGREGATIONS IN INDIA... Cr. 
8vo. 7'. 6d. 

CUNNINGHAM (Rev. W.).-CHR.STIAN 
CIVILISATION, WITH SPECIAL REFERENCE 
TO INDIA. Cr. avo. sr. 

CURTEIS (Rev. G. H.}.-THE Scn.NTIFlc 
OSST ACLES TO CHRISTIAN BELIEF. The: 
Boyle Lectures. I88.. Cr. 8vo. 6s. 

DAVIES (Rev. i' Llewelyn).-THE GosPEL 
A:ofD MODERN IFE. Ext. fcp. 8vo. 68. 

- SOCIAL QUESTIONS FROM THE POINT all' 
VIEW OF CHRISTIAN THEOLOGY. Cr.8vo. 6.s. 

- WARNINGS AGAJNST SUPERSTITION. J:xt. 
rep. Svo. :IS. 6d. 

- THSCHRISTIANCALLING. Ext.fp.8~. 6.1'. 
- ORDER AND GROWTH AS INVOLVED IN 

THE SPIRITUAL CONSTITUTION OF HUMAN 
SOCIETY. Cr.8vo. 3" 64. 

---L. BAPTISM, CONFIRM.ATION, AND THE 
LoRD'S SUPPER. Addresses. lama. I&'. 

DIGGLE (Rev. J. W.).-GODLINESS AND 
MAKl.INESS. Cr. avo. 6.1'. 

DRUMMOND (Prof. Jas.).-INTRODUCTION 
TO THE STUDY OF THEOLOGY. Cr~ avo. ss. 

DU BOSE CW. P.}.-THE SoTERIOLOGY OF 
THSNsw rESTAMENT. ByW. P.Du Bos& 
Cr. 8vo. "s.64. 

ECCE HOMO: A SURVEY OF THE LIFE AND 
WORK OF JESUS CHRIST. Globe avo. 6.<. 

ELLERTON (Rev. John).-THE HOLIEST 
~!ANHOOD, AND ITS LESSONS FOR Busy 
LIVES. Cr. 8vo. 6.<. 

FAITH AND CONDUCT: AN EssAY ON 
VBRIFIABI.B RBLlGION. Cr. 8vo. 7S.64. 

FARRAR (Ven. ArchdeacoD}.-WoRKs. U .. •• 
JtJ",Ht Edititm. Cr. 8vo. ]S. 6d. each. 
Monthly from December, 11191. 
SEEKERS AFTER GoD. 
E rERNAL HopE. Westminster Abbey 

Sermons. 
TilE FALL OF }O:lAN: and other Sermons. 
TIIS WITNESS OF HISTORY TO CHRIST. 

Hulsean Lectures, .:870. 
THE SILSNCE AND VOICES OF Goo. Sermons. 
IN THB DAYS OF THY YOUTH. Marlborough 

College Sermons. 
SAINTLY WORKERS. Five Lenten Lectures. 
El'HPHATHA; or, The Amelioration of the 
MERCY AND JUDGMENT. [World. 
SERMONS AND ADDRESSES DELIVERED IN 
AMERICA. 

- THE HISTORY OF INTERPRETATION. 
Hampton Lectures, 1885. 8vo. IN. 

FISKE Uohn).-MAN·S DESTINY VIEWED IN 
THE LIGHT OF HIS ORIGIN. Cr. 8vo. 38. 6tI. 

FORBES (Rev. GranviUe).-THE VOICE OF 
GOD IN THE PSALMS. Cr. Bvo. 61. 6d. 

FOWLE (Rev. T. W.}.-A NEW ANALOGY 
1lET\\'EEN RBVEALED RBLIGION AND THB 
COUlCSB AND CONSTITUTION OP NATURa. 
Cr.8vo. 6.<. 

FRASER (Rishop),-SERMONS. Edited by 
JOHN W. DIGGLK.. • vols. Cr. Bvo. 6.s. each. 

HAMILTON Uobn).-ONTRUTH A"D ERROR. 
Cr.8vo. SS. 

- ARTHUR'S SEAT; or, The Church of the 
Banned. Cr. 8vo. 6.<. 

- ABOVE AND 'AROUND: Thoughts on God 
and Man. J2mo. 2.S. 6d. • 

HARDWICK (An:hdeacon).!....CHRIST ANI> 
OTHER MASTERS. 6th Edit. Cr. 8,,'0. IOS.6d.. 

HARE Uulius Cbarl.s).-THE Mlsslo" or 
THE COMFORTER. New Edition. EditeO 
by Dean PLUMPTRE. Cr, Bvo. 7$.6d. 

- THE VICTORY Olli FAITH. Edited by 
Dean PLUMPTRB. With Notices by Prof. 
MAuRICKandDeanSTANLBY. Cr.8vo. 6.s.6d.. 

HARPER (Father Thomas).-THE META
PHYSICS OP THE SCHOOL. Vols. I. and .1. 
8vo. ISs. eacb.-Vol. Ill. Part I. I2S. 

HARRIS (Rev. G. C.).-SERMONS. With a. 
Memoir byC. M. YONGE. EXI. fcp. 8yo. 6.<. 

HUTTON (R. H.J. (S" COLLECTED WORKS, 
p.OI.) 

ILLINGWORTH (Rev. J. R.).-SER>JONS
PREACHED IN A COLLEGE CHAPgL. Cr.8vo. 5.1'. 

JACOB (Rev. J. A.).-BuILD'NG IN SILENCE: 
and other Sermons. Ext. (cpo S\'(). 6.r. 

JAMES (Rev. Herbert). - TH" COUNTRY" 
CLERGYM.AN AND HIS \\-·ORK. Cr. 8vo. 61 .. 

JEANS (Rev. G. E.).-HAILEYBURY CHAPEL: 
and other Sermons. Fcp. 8vo. 3'. 6./. 

JELLETT (Rev. Dr.).-THE ELDER SON ~ 
and other Sermons. Cr. 8vo. 6.r. 

- THE EFFICACY OF PRAYER. Cl 8vo. SS. 
KELLOGG (Rev. S. H.).-THI!: LIGHT or 

ASIA AND THE LIGHT OF THE \VORLD. Cr. 
8vo. 7s,6d. 

KINGSLEY (Charles). (Sn COLLECTE& 
WORKS, p. 21.) 

KIRKPATRICK (Prof).-THE DIVINE LI
BRARY OF THB OLD TESTAMENT. Cr. Bvo. 
31'. net. 

KYNASTON (Rev. Herbert, D.D.).-CHEL· 
TBNHAM COLLEGB SERMONS. Cr. 6\'0- N. 

LEGGE (A. O.).-THE GROWTH OF THE TEM
POltALPOWER OF THSPUACY. Cr.8vo. 8.s.6d. 

LIGHTFOOT (Bishop}.-LEADERS IN THB 
NORTHERN CHURCH: Sermons. Cr. SNo. 6.s. 

- ORDINATION ADDRESSES A~D COVNSEJ..S. 
TO CLERGY. Cr. 8vo. 61. 

- CAM.BRIDGE SERMONS- Cr. 8vo.. 6s. 
-- SERMONS PREACHED IN ST. PAUL'S. 

CATHEDRAL Cr. Bvo. 61. 
__ SERMONS ON SPECIAL OCCASIONS. Svo. 6.r .. 
- A CHARGE DELIVERED TO THE CLERGY 

OF THIlDIOCESE ov DL'RHAM, ISS6. 8,0. 3$_ 

_ EssAvs ON THE WORK ENTITLED "SU
PBRNATURAL RxUGlON:' 8vo.. lOS. &I. 

- ON A FRESH REVISION OF THE EXGLISH 
NBW TESTAMENT. Cr. 8vo. 7S' 6d~ 

- Es!-AVS • vols. 8\'0. 1. DISSERTATIONS 
ON TH .. APOSTOLIC AGB. II. MI~L" 
LANEOVS. [I" 1M Prus .. 

MACLAREN (Rev. A.}.-SER"ONS PREACHED 
AT MANCHESTER. 11th Ed. Fep. avo. 4$.6d.. = ~~~~~DS~~~~ l::: ft· ~:::. ~.~ 

- WBEK·DAY EVENING ADDRESSES. 4th 
Edit. Fcp.8vo ...... 64. 

_ THE SECRET OF POWER: and other SeI'
mODs. F cpo 8\'0. 4S. 6d. 



• SERMONS, LECTURES, ETC. 

MACMILLAN (Rev. Hugh).-BIBLE TEACH
INGS IN NATURE. '5thEdit. Globe Bvo. 6s. 

-- THE TRUE VINE; or, The Analogies of 
our Lord·, Allegory. 5th EdiL Gl. Bvo. 6s. 

-- THE l\lINISTRY OF NATURE. Bth Ed;t. 
Globe Bve! 6s. • 

-- THE SABBATH OF THE FIELDS. 6th 
Edit. Globe Bvo. 6s. 

-- THB MARRIAGE IN CANA. Globe Bvo. N. 
-- Two WORLDS ARE OURS. GI. Bvo. 6s. 
-- THE OLIVE LEAF. Globe Bvo. 6s. 
-- THE GATE BEAUTIFUL: and other Bible 

Teachings for the Young. Cr. Bvo. 31. 6ti.. 

MAHAFFY (Prof. J. P.).-THB DECAY OF 
MODE.N PREACHING. Cr. Bvo. 31. 6tI. 

MATURIN (Rev. W.).-THB BLESSEDNESS 
OP THE DEAD IN CHRIST. Cr. Bvo. 7s. 6d. 

MAURICE (Frederick Denison).-THE KING-

~E~~~s~:~~~ S:!~~:';,o,!s~~~. ~v~v~~: 
BOOK,ANDTHSLoRO'SPRAYER. Cr.8vo. N. 

-- SERMONS PREACHED IN COUNTRY 
CHURCHES. 2nd Edit. Cr. Bvo. 6s. 

-- THlt CONSCIENCE: Lectures on Casuistry. 
3rd Edit. Cr. Bvo. 4S. 6d. 

-- DIALOGUES ON FAMILY WORSHIP.. Cr. 
Bvo. 4".6d. 

-- THE DOCTRINE OP' SACRIFICE DEDUCED 
PROM THE SCRIPTURES. 2nd Edit. Cr.8vo. N. 

-- TilE RELIGIONS OF THB WORLD. 6th 
Edit. Cr. Bvo. 4S. 6tI. 

-- ON THa SABBATH DAV; THSCHARACTBR 
01' THE WARRIOR; AND ON THE INTERPRE
TATION OF HISTORY. Fcp.8vo. 2S.6t1. 

-- LRARNING AND WORKING. Cr.Bvo. +".~ 
-- THB LoRD'S PRAYER, THB CREED. AND 

THE CoMMANDMENTS. 18mo. 'IS. 
-- THBOLOGICAL ESSAYS. Cr. 8vo. 6.t. 
-- SERMONS PRBACHED IN LINCOLN'S INN 

CHAPBL. 6 voL.. Cr. avo. ]S. 6d. each. 

MILLIGAN tRev. Prof. W.).-THB RESUR
RECTION OJl' OUR LoRD. lind Edit. Cr.8vo. 51. 

-- THE AsCENSION AND HEAVENLY PRIEST" 
HOOD OP OUR LoRD. Cr.8vo. 7S.6d. 

MOORHOUSE (J., Bishop of Manchester).
JACOB: Three Sennons. Ext. fep. Bvo. 3S.6ti. 

-- THE TEACHING Oil' CHRIST! its Condi
tioDS, Secret, and Results. Cr. Svo. 3$. net. 

MYLNE (L. G., Bishop of Bombay).
SERMONS PREACHED IN ST. THOMAS'S 
CATHBDRAL, BOMBAY. Cr. Svo. 6.r. 

NATURAL RELIGION. By the Author of 
.. Ecce Homo." 3111 EdiL Globe Bvo. 6s. 

PATTISON (Mark).-SERMoNs. Cr. avo. 6s. 
PAUL OF TARSUS. BTO. ,01.64. 

. PHILOCHRISTUS: MBMOIRS OF A DIS
CIPLB OJl' THB LoRD. ,rd. Edit. 8vo. 121. 

PLUMPTRE (Dean).-MovK"""'TS IN RE
LIGIOUS THOUGHT. Fep. Bvo. 3'. 64. 

POTTER (R.).-THB RELATION OF ETHICS 
TO RSLIGION. Cr. 8vo. 'II. 6tJ. 

REASONABLE FAITH: A SIIORT EssAY 
By .. Three FriendL II Cr. 8vo. II. 

REICHEL (C. P., Bishop of Meath).-THB 
LoRD'. PRAYER. Cr. avo. 76.6d. 

-- CATHEDRAL AND UNIVERSITY SERMONS. 
Cr. avo. 6s. 

RENDALL (Rev. F.).-THE ·THEOLOGV OP 
THB HEBREW CHRISTIANS. Cr. Bvo. 56. 

REYNOLDS (H. R.).-NoTESOFTHBCHRIS
TIAN LIFB.. Cr. Bvo. 7S. 64. 

ROBINSON (Prebendary H. G.).-MAN IN 
THE IMAGE OF GOD: and other Sermons. 
Cr. Bvo. 7S. 6d. 

RUSSELL (Dean).-THE LIGHT THAT LIGHT. 
ETH EVERY MAN: Sermons. With an Intro· 
ductionloyDeanPLuMPTRE,D.D. Cr.Bvo. 64. 

SALMON (Rev. George, D.D.).-NoN.Mn,. 
ACULOUS CHRISTIANITY: and other SermoDbo 
2nd Edit. Cr. Bvo. 6s. 

-- GNOSTICISM AND AGNOSTICISM: and 
other Sermons. Cr. 8vo. 7S. 6d. 

SCOTCH SERMONS, .8Bo. By Principal 
CAIRD and others. 3rd Edit. 8vo. lo.r. 6d. 

SERVICE (Rev. J.).-SERMONS. Cr.8vo. 6s. 
SHIRLEY (W. N.).-ELIJAH: Four Uni·,.,..· 

sity Sermons. Fcp. Bvo. 28. 6d. 
SMITH (Rev. 'rravers).-MAN'S KNOWLBI>GB, 

OF MAN AND OF GOD. Cr .. Bvo. N. • 

SMITH(W. SaumaTez).-THE BLOOD OF THB 
NBWCOVENANT: An Essay. Cr. Svo. 28.6tl. 

STANLEY(Dean).·.THKNATIONALTHANKS. 
GIVING. Sermons Preached in Westminster 
Abbey. 2nd Edit. Cr. Bvo. 0$. 64. 

-- ADDRESSES AND SERMONS delivered iD 
America, 1818. Cr. Bvo. 6,. 

STEWART (Prof. Balfour) and TAIT (Prof. 
P. G.).-THE UNSEEN UNIVERSE, OR PHY
SICAL SPECULATIONS ON A FUTURE STATE. 
'5th Edit. Cr. Bvo. 6s. 

-- PARADOXICAL PHILOSOPHY: A Sequel to 
the above. Cr. Bvo. 7S. 6d. 

STUBBS (Rev. C. W.).-FOR CHRIST AND 
CITY. Sermons and Addresses. Cr. Svo. w. 

TAIT (Archbp.).-THB PRESENT CONDITIO. 
Oil' THE CHURCH OF ENGLAND. PrimarJ' 
Visitation Charge. 3rd Edit. Bvo. 31. 6ti. 

-- DUTIES OF THE CHURCH OF ENGLAND. 
Second Visitation Addresses. Bvo. ..,. 6t1. 

-- THB CHURCH OF THE FUTURE. Quad
rennial Visitation Charges. Cr. Bvo. 3I.6d. 

TAYLOR (Isaac).-THE RESTORATION OP 
BELIEF. Cr. 8vo. Ss. 6tl. 

TEMPLE (Frederick, Bishop of London).
SERMONS PREACHED IN THE CHAPEL O. 
RUGBY SCHOOL. SECOND SERIES. Ext. 
fep. Bvo. 6s. 

-- "rHIRDSERIES. 4th Edit. Ext.fep.8vo. 6s • 
- TIfE RELATIONS BETWEEN' RELIGION' 

AND SCIENCE. Bampton Lectures, 18S4. 
7th and Cheaper Edition. _ Cr. Bvo. 6s. 

TRENCH (Archbishop)' - THE HULSIIAII 
LECTURES FOR .B45-6. Bvo. 76. 6tI. 

TULLOCH (Principal).-THB CHRIST OF THB 
GOSPELS AND THE CHRIST Oil' MODERN' 
CRITICISM. Ext. fcp. Bvo. 4S. 64. . 

VAUGHAN (C. J., Dean of Landatf).-M .. 
MORIALSOF HARROWSUNDAYS •. Bvo. J:o.t.6d. 

-- EPIPHANY,LENT,ANDEASTER.8vo.laf.U. 

-- HEROES OF FAITH. 2nd Edit. Cr. avo. 61_ 



THEOLOGY-TRANSLATIONS. • 
THEOLOGY. 

Sermons, Lectures, Addresses, and 
Theological Essays-c""tillwd. 

VAUGHAN (Dr. C. J.).-LIFE·S WORK AND 
GoD'S DISCIPLINE. Ext. fep. 8vo. u. 6tL 

- THE WHOLESOME WORDS OF JESUS 
CH KIST. 2nd Edit. Fcp. 8vo. "". 6tJ. 

- FOESOFFAITH. 2nd Edit. Fcp.8vo. ,3S.6tL 
- CHRIST SATISFYING THE INSTINCTS OF 

HUMANITY. 2nd Edit. Ext. fep. 8vo. "".6tJ. 
- COUNSELS FOR YOUNG STUDENTS. Fcp. 

Bvo. 2.5'.6d. 
- THE Two GREAT TEMPTATIONS. smd 

Edit.· F cpo 8"0. 3'. 6tJ. 
- ADDRESSES FOR YOUNG CLERGYMEN. 

Ext. fep. 8vo. ",. 6d. 
_"'0 A[y SON, GIVE ME THINE HEART.II 

Ext. rep. Bvo. ss. 
- REST AWHILE. Addresses to Toilers in 

the Ministry. Ext. fep. Bvo. SS'. 
- TEMPLE SERMONS. Cr. Bvo. 10S'.6d. 
- AUTHORISED OR REVISED! Sermons. 

Cr. 8vo. 7". 6tl. 
- LESSONS OF THB CROSS AND PASSION j 

WORDS FROM THE CROSS; THE REIGN OF 
StH: THE LORD'S PRAYER. Four Courses 
of Lent Lectures. Cr. 8vo. IOS.6tI. 

- UNIVERSITY SSRMONS. NEW AND OLD. 
Cr. 8vo. 10tI'.6d. 

- TH8 PRAYERS OF JESUS CHRIST. Globe 
8"0. 3S.6d. 

- DONCASTER SERMONS; L~soNS OF LIFE 
AND GODLINIL"iS; WORDS FROM THE Gos
PELS. Cr. 8vo. lOS'. 6d. 

- NOT&SFORLECTURBSONCONFIRMATION. 
t4th Edit. Fcp. 8vo. IS. 6d. 

VAUGHAN (Rev. D. J.).-THE PRESENT 
TRIAL OF FAITH. Cr.8vo. 9'. 

VAUGHAN (Rev. E. T.)-SOME REASONS 01' 
OUR CHRISTIAN HOPE. Hulsean Lectures 
for t875. Cr. 8vo. 65. 6d. 

VAUGHAN (Rev. Robert).-STONES I'ROM 
rHE QUARRY. Sermons. Cr. 8vo. 5$. 

VENN (Rev. Tohn).-ON SOM8 CHARACTER' 
ISTICS OF ]JELlEY, SCIBNTIFIC, AND RE
f.lGtOUS. Hulsean Lectures, 1869. 8vo. 6s.6d. 

WARINGTON (G.).-THE WEEK OF CRBA· 
'"ION. Cr. 8vo. 4S.6tI. 

W ~;LLDON (Rev. 1. E. C.).-THE SPIRITUAL 
, .1 FE: and other Sermons. Cr. 8vo. 6s. 

WESTCOTT (RL Rev. B. Y., Bishop ofDur-o 
hnm).-ON THB RELIGIOUS OFFICE OF THB 
\. NIVERSITIES. Sermons.. Cr. 8vo. 4$.6d.. 

- GIPTS FOR MINISTRY. AddressestoCan
Jida.tes for Ordination. Cr. 8vo. IS. 6J. 

- THE VICTORY OF THB CROSS. Sermons 
Pre,'\cbed in IS88. Cr. 8vo. 3.1'. 6d. 

_ It"'ROM STRENGTH TO STRENGTH. Three 
Sermons(InMemoriamJ.B.D.). Cr..8vo. os. 

- THE RaVELATION OF THE RISEN LoRD. 
• 4th Edit. Cr. 8vo. 6s. 

- THE HISTORIC FAITH. Cr.8vo. 61. 
- THE GoSPEL OF THB RBSURRItCT10N. 

6th Edit. Cr. 8vo. 65. 
~ THE REVELATION OF THE FATHER. Cr. 

8vo. 65. 
..:...- CHRISTUS CONSUMMATOR. Cr. 8vo. 60s. 
-- SOME THOUGHTS FROM THE ORDINAL. 

·Cr. 8vo. n.6tJ. 
- SOCIAL AsPECTS OF CHRISTIANITY. Cr. 

Ivo. 65. 
-- LBCTUR&S ON GOSPEL LIFS. Crown 

8vo. [I" tlu Prrss. 

WESTCOTT (Rt. Rev. B. F.).-EssAYS I'" 
THE HISTORY OF REUGIOUS THOUGHT IN 
THE WEST. Globe 8vo. 6.r. 

IVICKHAM (Rev. E. C.).-WELLINGTOJO 
CoLLEGE S8RMONS. Cr. 8vo. ~ 

WILKINS (Prof. A. S.).-THE LIGHT OF THE 
WORLD: AoEssay •• odEd. Cr.8vo . .... 6tJ. 

WILSON U. M., Archdeacon of Manchester). 
-SERMONS PREACHED IN CLIFTON CoLLEGB 
CHAPEL. 2nd Series, 1888-Qo. Cr. avo. 61. 

-- ESSAYSANDADJlRESSES. Cr.8vo. 4S.6ti. 
-- SOMB CoNTRIBUTIONS TO THE RELlGIOtiS 

THOUGHT OF OUR TIME. Cr. avO. 6.1. 
WOOD (Rev. E. G.).-THE REGAl. POWER 

OP THE CHURCH. avo. 4S.6d. 

THERAPEUTICS. (See MEDICINE, p. 22.) 

TlI.ANSLATIONS. 
F"'""tIuGn.~F • ..,. t".ltIJIlitu<-F.."",tlu 

L.ti_I"t. Lati" iliad Gne" Verse. 
From the Greek. 

AESCHYLUS.-THESuPPLlCEs. With Trans
lation, byT. G. TUCKER, Litt.D. 8vo. lOS.6d.. 

- THB SEVEN AGAINST THEBES. With 
Translation, by A. W. VERRALL, Lin. D_ 
8vo. 7.1'.6d. . 

-- EUMENIDES. With Verse Translation .. 
by BERNARD DRAKE, M.A. 8vo. ;So 

ARATUS. (S .. PHYSIOGRAPHY, p. 27.) 
ARISTOPHANES.-THE BIRDS. Trans. int'" 

English Verse, by B. H. KENNEDY. 8vo. 65. 
ARISTOTLE ON FALLACIES; oR,·THE 

SOPHISTICI ELENCHI. "Tith Translation, by 
E. POSTE M.A. 8vo. Ss. 6tJ. 

ARISTOTLE.-THE FIRST BOOK OF THB 
METAPHYSICS OF ARISTOTLE. By a Cam
brid~ Graduate. 8vo. 5'. 

-- THB POLITICS. By J. E. C. WBLLOON. 
M.A. tos.6tJ. 

- THE RHETORIC. Bysame. Cr.8vo. 7S.6d.. 
_ THB NlCOMACHEAN ETHICS. By same. 

(In tlu Pross. 
- OM THE CoNSTITUTION OF ATHENS

By E. POSTB. Cr. 8vo. "". 6tJ. 
BION. (S" TH80CRITUS.) 
HERODOTUS.-THB HISTORY. By G. c.. 

MACAULAY, M.A. Sf vols. Cr. avO. ISs. 

HOMER.-THE ODYSSEY DONB INTO ENG-
~SL;=~~MX S'c~·8~:'TCC:;.BR, M.A.. anel 

__ THE ODYSSEY. Books I.-XII. TraJJSI. 
into English Verse by EARL OF CARNARVON ... 

Cr. 8vo. 7S' 6tJ. 
-- THE ILIAD DONE INTO ENGLISH PROSB,. 

by ANDREW LANG, WALTER LEAP, and' 
ERNEST MVSRS. Cr. 8vo. ns.6tI. 

MELEAGER.-FIFTY POEMS. Translated 
into English Verse: by W ALTER HKADLAM .. 

Fcp. 4'0. 7s, 6tJ • 
MOSCHUS. (S .. THEOCRITUS). 
PINDAR.-THE EXTANT ODES. By ERNEST 

MYERS. Cr.8vo. 5'. 
PLATO.-TIMAlUS. With Translation, by 

R. D. ARCHBR-HIND, M.A. 8vo. 161 .. 
(See,./so GoLDEN TREASURY SER"'S, p ..... ) 

POLYBIUS.-THE HISTORIES. By E. S. 
SHUCK BURGH. Cr .. 8vo. 24$. 

SOPHOCLES.-CEDIPUS THE KING. Trans
lated into English Verse hy E. D. A. MOR"'
HBAD, M.A. Fcp. 8vo. 3S.6tJ. 



• VOYAGES AND TRAVELS; 

THEOCRITUS, BION, AND MOSCHUS. 
By A. LANG, M.A. ,Smo. .....6d.-I.arge 
Pa_ Edition. 8vo. 91. 

XENOPHON.-THB COMPLBTB WORKS. 

¥~:A~l!!.~~sT:~,!'IB~;'K~ri.8:~;;-rLL .; 
THB HBLUlNICA. ,os. 6d. 

[VDI. II. j,. t"" P".... 

From the Ital1aIl. 
DANTE.-THB PURGATORY. With TnmsL 

and Notes, by A.J. BUTLBR. c,. Bvo. .. s.~. 
-- THB PARADIS"" By tho oame. 2Ild Ed.t. 

Cr. 8vo. , ..... 6d. 
-- THB HBLL. By the same. Cr. avo. , ... 6tl. 
-- DB MONARCHIA. By F. J. CHURCH. 

~OTH":'~~~INB CoMEDY. By C. Eo NOR. 
TON. I. HELL. II. PURGATORY. III. 
PARADIS... c,. 8vo. 68. each. 

From the Latin. 
CICERO.-THB LIFB AND LETTBRSO" MAR· 

eus TULLIUS CICERO. By tho Rev. G. E. 
JBANS, M.A. 2nd Edit. c,. 8vo. ,or. 6t1. 

--" THEACADE.lICS. By J.S. RaID. avo. 5I.6tl. 
HORACE: THE WORKS or. By J. LoNSDALB, 

M.A., and S. LEB, M.A. Gl. 8vo. 3'". 6tl. 
-- THE ODES IN A METRICAL PARAPHRASB. 

~tI~~~~EC::=~~;!~ ~~:Ct:x~~r:~ 
HIS SATIRES AND EPISTLKS. By R. M. 
HOVENDEN, B.A. Ext. fep. Bvo. 4'. 6t1. 

- WORD FOR WORD PROM HORACE: The 
Odes Literally Versified. By W. T. THORN· 
TON, C.B. Cr. Bvo. 71.6d. 

JUVENAL.-THIRTEEN SATIRBS. BvALBx. 
LEEPER, LL.D. New Ed. Cr. avO. 3'".6tl. 

LIVY.-BoOKS XXI.-XXV. THB SECOND 
PUNIC WAR. By A. 1. CHURCH, M.A., and 
W. J. BRODRIBB, M.A. Cr. avO. 7'.6tl. 

MARCUS AURELIUS ANTONINUS.
BOOK IV. 0" THE MEDITATIONS. With 
Translation and Commentary, hy H. CROSS· 
LBY, M.A. Bvo. 68. 

SALLUST.-THB CONSPIRACY 0" CATILINB 
ANO TNB JUGURTHINB WAR. By A. W. 
POLLARD. Cr. Bvo. 68.-CATILU.B. ;JI. 

:fACITUS, THB WORKS OF. By A. J. 
CHURCH, M.A., and W. J. BRODRIBB, M.A
THB HISTORY. 4th Edit. Cr. dYo. 68. 
THB AGRICOLA AND GaRMANJA. With the 

Dialogue on Oratory. Cr. Bvo. ..... 6d. 
THB ANNALS. 5th Edit. c,. Bvo. 78. 6tl. 

VIRGIL: THE WORKS 0". By J. LONSDAI;B} 
M.A., and S. LEE, M.A. Globe Bvo. 3'". oa. 

._- THE ./ENBID. By J. W. MACKAlL, M.A. 
Cr. avo. 7'. 6tl. 

Into Lat1n and Greek Verse. 
CHURCH (Rev. A. J.).-L .. TIN VERSI"" or 

SELECTIONS PROM TENNYSON. By Prof. 
CONJNGTON. Prof. SEELEY, Dr. HBSSEY. 
T. E. KEBBBL, &0. Edited by A. J. eu"RCH, 
M.A. EEt. fep. Bvo. 68. 

GEDDES (Prof. W. D.).-FL08Cuu GILBCI 
Bo .... AL&S. Cr. Bvo. 68. 

KYNASTON (Herbert D.D.).-ExaMPLAlUA 
CHaL TONrBNSIA. Ext. fep. Pvo. 51. 

VOYAGBS Am> TlU.VBLS. 
(S .. aJs. H,STORY, p. 9; SPORT, p. 30.) 

APPLETON (T. G.).-A NILB JOURNAL. 
Illustrated by EUGBNB BENSON. c,. Bvo. 68. 

" BACCHANTE." THB CRUISB OF H.M.S. 
u BACCHANTE," J879-1882. Compiled from 
the Private Journals, Letters and Note-hooks 
of PRINCE ALBERT VICTOR and PRINCB 
GEORGE or WALKS. By the Rev. CanOD 
DALTON. • vols. Med. Bvo. su.6d. 

BAKER (Sir Samuel W.).-IsMAlLtA. A 
Narrative of tho Expedition to Central 
Mrica for the Suppression of the Slave Trade, 
organised by ISMAIL, Khedive Of Egypt. 
Cr. Bvo. 68. 

-- THE NILB TRIBUTARIES OF ABYSSINIA,. 
ANDTHB SWORD HUNTERS OF THE HAMIlAN' 
ARABS. c,. avo. 6 •• 

-- THE ALBERT N'YANZA GREAT BASIN or 
THE NILS AND EXPLORATION OF THI!: NILE. 
SOURCIIS. Cr. Bvo. 61. 

-- CYPRUSASIsAWITINJ879- 8vo. 12.t.6d. 

BARKER(Lady).-A YEAR'S HOUSEKEIIPING 
IN SOUTH AFRICA. Illustr. Cr. Bvo. 3'".6tl. 

-- STATION LIPS IN NEW ZEALAND. Cr. 
Bvo. 3$.6d. 

-- LETTERS TO GUY. Cr. Bvo. 58. 
BOUGHTON (G. H.) and ABBEY (E. A.):

SKETCHING RAMBLES IN HOLLAND. Wlth 
IllustratioD& Fcp. 4to. ~J" 

BRYCE Uames, M.P.). - TRANSCAUCASIA 
AND ARARAT. 3rd Edit. c,. Bvo. 91. 

CA~ERON (V. L).-OUR FUTURB HIGHWAY 
TO INDIA. :I valSe Cr. Bvo. 218. 

CAMPBELL U. F.).-MY CIRCULAR NOTBS. 
Cr. Bvo. 68. 

CARLES(W.R.).-LIFBINCoRIIA. Bvo.r28.6tl. 
CAUCA~:US: NOTES ON THE. By"WAN-

DERER. Bvo. g.r. 
CRAIK (Mrs.).-AN UNKNOWIf COUNTRY. 

Illustr. by F. NOEL PATON.· Roy. Bvo. 7 •. 6d. 
-- AN UNSENTIMKNTAL]OURNRYTHROUGH 

CORNWALL. Illustrated. 4to. us.6d. 
DILKE (Sir Charles). (S .. pp. "4. 29.) 
DUFF (Right Hon. Sir M. E. Grant).-N OTIIS 

OF AN INDIAN] OURNBY. Bvo. JQI'. 6d. 
FORBES (Archibald).-SoUVII>IIRS OF SOM& 

CoNTINENTS. Cr. Bvo. 6.1'. 
_. - BARRACKS, BIVOUACS, AND BATTLES .. 

Cr. Bvo. ?S.6d 
FULLERTON (W. M.).-IN CAIRO. Fcp. 

Bvo. 3'. 6tl. 
GONE TO TEXAS: LETTERS FROM OUR 

Boys. Ed. byTHos. HUGHES. Cr.Bvo • ..... 6d. 
GORDON (Lady Duff). - LAST LETTERS 

FROM EGYPT I TOWHICH ARE ADDED LETTERS 
FROM. THE CAPE. Rod Edit. Cr. Bvo. QI'. 

GREEN (W. S.).-AMONG THB SELKIRK 
GLACIERS. Cr. Bvo. 7$. 6tI. 

HOOKER (Sir Joseph D.) and BALL U.).
JOURNAL OF A TOUR IN MAROCCO AND THB 
GOAT ATLAS. Bvo. 211. 

HUBNER (Baron von).-A RAMBLE ROUND 
THE WORLD •. Cr. Bvo. 68. 

HUGHES (Thos.).-RuGBY, TEIlNlI$sEB. Cr. 
8vo. ..... »<1. 

KALM.-AccouNTor HIS VISIT TO ENGLAlfD. 
Trans. by J. LucAS. Illus. Bvo. 128. Det. 
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VOYAGES AND TRAVEI.S--cmoIiAwti. 
KINGSLEY (Charles).-AT LAST: A Christ· 

mas in the West Indies. Cr. Bvo. 38. 6d. 
KINGSLEY (Henry). - TALES OF OLD 

TRAVEL. Cr. Bvo. 38.6d. 
KIPLING U. L.).-BRAST AND MAN IN 

INDIA. Illustrated6 8vo. SItS. 

MACMILLAN (Rev. Hugh).-HoLIDAYS ON 
HIGH LANDS. Globe Bvo. 60'. 

MAHAFFY (Prof. J. P.).-RAMBLES AND 
STUDIES IN GREECE. lllust. Cr. Bvo. 'O$.6d. 

MAHAFFY (Prof. J. P.) and ROGERS 
U. E.).-5KETCHES FROM A TOUR THROUGH 
ROLLAND AND GERMANY. Illustrated by 
J. E. ROGRRS. Ext. cr. Bvo. lOS. 6d. 

MURRAY (E. C. Grenville).-RoUND ABOUT 
FRANCB. Cr. Bvo. 1" 6d.. 

NORDENSKIOLD. - VOYAGE OF THE 
II VEGA II ROUND ASIA AND EUROPE. By 
Baron A. E. VON NORDENSKIOLD. Trans. by 
ALEX. LESLIE.. 400 Illustrations, Maps, etc. 
• vol .. Bvo. 4SS.-p.p"l&r Edit. Cr. Bvo. 60'. 

OLIPHANT (Mrs.). (S •• HISTORY, P. n.) 
OLIVER (Capt. S. P.).-MADAGASCAR: AM 

HISTORICAL AND DESCRIPTIYB.ACCOUNT OF 
THB ISLAND. 2 vols. Med. 8vo. SU. 6tl. 

PALGRAVE (W. Gifford).-A NARRATIVE 
OF A YEAR'S JOURNEY THROUGH CENTRAL 
AND EASTERN ARABIA, 1862:-63. Cr. 8vo. 61. 

- DUTCH GUIANA. 8vo. gs. 
-- ULYSSES; or, Scenes and Studies in 

many Lands. Bvo. us.6d. 
PERSIA, EASTERN. AN ACCOUNT OF THE 

JOURNEYS OF THB PERSIAN BOUNDARY 
tOM MISSION, 1870"'7.1-7:1. 2 vols. avo. 4". 

PIKE(W )-THB BARRRNGROUNDOF NORTH· 
ERN CANADA. 8vo. 10"'0 M. 

ST. JOHNSTON (A.).-CAMPING AMONG 
CANNIBALs. Cr. 8vo. <!S.6d. 

SANDYS U. E.).-AN EASTRR VACATION IN 
GRBECR. Cr. Bvo. 3'. 6d. 

STRANG FORD (Viscountess). - EGYPTIAN 
SEPULCHRBS AND SYRIAN SHRINES. New Edition. Cr. Bvo. 7S' 6d. 

TAVERNIER (Baron): TRAVELS IN INDIA 
OF JEAN BAPTISTS TAVERNIER. Transl. 
by • BALL, LL.D. • vol.. Bvo. 42$. • 

TRISTRAM. (S,. ILLUSTRATED BOOKS.) 
TURNER (Rev. G.). (S,. ANTHROPOLOGY.) 
WALLACE (A. R.). (S,. NATURAL HISTORY.) 
WATERTON (Charles).-WANDRRINGS IN 

SOUTH AMERICA, THS NORTH~WEST 0,. 
THB UNITED STATES, AND THB ANTILLES. 
Edited by Rev.!. G. WOOD. lllustr. Cr. 
8,'0. 6o'.-P,opil, Editi-. 4tO. 6d. 

W :H~~~~~~JI,;;,~:>riO~o~~T ~:":~.~ 
YOUNG, Books for the. 

(S,. .uo BIBLICAL HISTORY, p. 30-) 
JESOP-CALDECOTT.-SoMR 0 .. }Esop's 

FABLBS. with Modem Instances, shown in 
Designs by RANDOLPH CALDBCOTT. 4to. SSe 

ARIOSTO.-PALADIN AND SARACEN. Stories 
from Ariosto. By H. C. HOLLWAY·C ..... 
THROP. lllustrated. Cr. 8vo. 60'. 

ATKINSON (Rev. J. C.).-THE LAsT 01' 
THE GIANT KILLERS. Globe Bvo. 3'. 6d. 

- WALKS, TALKS, TKAVBLC;, AND EXPLOITS 
0,. TWO SCHOOLBOYS. Cr. avo. Yo 6tl. 

- PLAYHOURS AND HALF-HOLIDAYS, OR 
FURTHER EXPERIENCES 0' TWb ScHOOL
BOYS. Cr. 8vo. 3' 6d. 

AWDRY (Frances).-THE STORY 01' .. FE ... 
LOW SOLDIER. (A Life of Bishop Pattesoa 
for the Young.) Globe Bvo. N.6d. 

BAKER (Sir S. W.).-TRUB TALES FOR MY 
G ..... NDSONS. lllustrated. Cr. Bvo. 38. 6d. 

-- CAST UP BY THE SEA: OR, THB ADVBN
TURKS OF NaD GRAY. lllns Cr. Bvo. 60'. 

BUMBLEBEE BOGO'S BUDGET, By a 
RETIRED JUDGI!. lIInst. Cr. Bvo. .... 6d. 

CARROLL (LeWlS).-ALICE'S ADVENTURES 
IN WONDERLAND. With 411 Illustrations by 
T&NNIEL. Cr. avo. 60S. neL 

P'iC:s~tfo~::.''Cr. ~th 2S~~t~~L ori~ 
A GERMAN TRANSLATION OF THE SAMB. 

Cr. Bvo. 6r. neL -A FRENCH TRANSLA' 
TION 0,. THE SAMB. Cr. 8vo. 6.t. neL 
AN ITALIAN TRANSLATION OF THB SAM ... 
Cr. Bvo. 6s. net. 

- ALICE'S ADYBNTU1lES UNDER-GROUND. 
Being a Fascimile of the Oripnal MS. Book, 
afterwards developed into' Alice's Adven
tures in Wonderland." With 27 Illustrations 
by the Author. Cr. 8vo. +,. net. 

- THROUGH THE LooKING-GLASS AND 
WHAT ALICE FOUND THERB. With SO 
Illustrations by TENNIEL. Cr. 8vo. 68. DeL 
Pt~)ple's EdituJII.. With all the original 

Illustrations. Cr. 8vo. 28. 6d. neL 
People's Edition of U Alice's Adventures in 

W onderland," and II Through the Looking
Glass." 1 voL Cr. 8vo. 4S. M. net. 

- RHYMR? AND RRASONf With 6s III .... 
trations by ARTHUR B. FROST, and 9 ." 
HENRY HOLIDAY. Cr. avo. 60S. DeL 

-- A TANGLED TALI!. WiIh 6 Illustrations 
by ARTHUR B. FROST. Cr.8vo. 4S.6tL net. 

-- SYLVIE AND BRUNO. With 46 Illustra
tions by HARRY FURNIss. Cr.8vo. 7S.6& net. 

-- THE NURSER\' "ALICE." Twen~Coloured 

~nl~rXik:·~tsldv~t~Ni:LIW~nd:a~d~ 
with Text adapted to Nursery Readers. 
.. to. 4S. net. -PIOPU'S EditiOfl. 4to.. ft. net. 

- THE HUNTING OF THE SNARK, AN AGONY 
IN EIGHT FITS. With 9 Illustrations by 
HBNRY HOLIDAY. Cr. 8vo. 4S. 6tL DeL 

CLiFFORD(Mrs. W. K.).-ANYHOW STORIEs. 
With Illustrations by DOROTHY TENNANT 
Cr. 8vo. IS. 6d. ; paper covers, IS. 

CORBETT Uulian).-FoR GOD AND GoLD. 
Cr. Bvo. 60'. 

CRAIK (Mrs.).-ALICR LBARMONT: A F .. IRY 
TAU" Illustrated. Globe 8vo. +,. 6d. 

- THE ADVBNTURES OF A BROWN lB. Il1us
·trated by Mrs. ALLINGHAM. GI.8vo. +,.6d. 

-- THB LITTLE LAME PRINCS AND HIS 
TRAVaLLING CLOAK. Illustrated by J. MeL. 
R .. LSTON. Cr. 8vo. +,. 6d. 

- OUR YEAR: A CHILD'S BOOK IN PROSS 
.. ND VERSI!. Illustrated. GI. Bvo. os.6d. 

__ LITTLB SUNSHINS'S HOLIDAY. Globe 
Bvo. os.6d. 

- THR FAIRY BOOK: THE BEST POPULAII 
FAIRY STORIBS. ISma. at.6J.. Del. 
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CRAI K (Mrs.).-CHILDREN 5 POETRY. Ex. 
fep. Bvo. ...... 64. 

-- SONGS 0" OUR YOUTH. Small4to. 66. 
DE MORGAN (Mary).-THE NECKLACE 0" 

PRINCESS FIORIMONDB, ANDOTHBRSTORIBS. 
Ulustrat~ by WALTER CRANa. Ext. fcp. 
Bvo. 31. 6a'.-Large Paper Ed., with II1u .. 
trations on India Paper. :roo copies printed. 

.. OWLER(W. W.). (See NATURAL HISTORY.) 
GREENWOOD Uessy E.).-THB MOON 

MAIDEN: ANDOTHERSTORIES. Cr.8vo. 3S.6d. 
-GRIMM'S FAIRY TALES. Translated by 

LuCY CRANE, and Illustrated by W ALTER 
CRANE. Cr. Bvo. 66. 

KEARY (A. and E.).-THE HEROES 0 .. 
AsGARD. Tales from Scandinavian My. 
tbology. Globe Bvo. os. 6d. 

KEARY (E.).-THE MAGIC VALLEY. llIustr •. 
by "E.V.B." Globe Bvo. .... 6a'. 

KINGSLEY (Cbarles).-T .... HEROES; or, 
Greek Fairy Tales for my Cbildren. Cr. Bvo. 
),.64.-Pnse .. tatUm Ed., gilt edges. 1s.6a'. 
MADAM How AND LADY WHY; or, First 

Lessons in Earth·Lore. Cr. 8vo. p. 6tl. 
THE WATER·BABIES: A Fairy Tale for a 

Land Baby. Cr. Bvo. )'. 6a'.-New Edit. 
II1us. by L. SAM BOURNE. FCP.4to. IU.6d. 

MACLAREN (Arch.).-THE FAIRY FAMILY. 
A Series of Ballads and Metrical Tal ... 
Cr. Bvo. 58. 

MACMILLAN (Hugh). (S .. p. 35.) 
MADAME TABBY'S ESTABLISHMENT. 

By KARl. IIIust. by L. WAIN. Cr. Bvo ....... 64. 
MAGUIRE U. F.).-YOUNG PRINCE MARl· 

GOLD. Illustrated. Globe B.o. ...... 6d. 
MARTIN (Frances).-THE POET'S HOUR. 

Poetry selected for Children. IBmo. 2$.6d. 
- SPRING-TIMBWITHTHEPoBTS.18mo.y.6d. 

MAZINI (Linda).-IN THE GOLDEN SHELL 
Witb Illustrations. Globe Bvo. ...... 6d. 

MOLESWORTH (Mrs.).-WORKS. IIIust. by 
WALTER CRANE. Globe Bvo. 2J'. 6d. each. 
II CARROTS," JUST A LITTLB Boy. 
A CHRISTMAS CHILD. 
CHRISTMAS-TREB LAND. 
THB CUCKOO CLOCK. 
FOUR WINDS FARM. 
-GRANDMOTHER DEAR. 
HERR BABY. 
LITTLB MISS PEGGY. 

"THB RECTORY CHILDRE)I'. 
Rosy. 

"THB TAPIlSTRY ROOM. 
TELL MB A STORY. 
'Two LITTLE W AlP'S. 
"US": An Old·Fasbioned Story. 
CHI~RBH 01' THB CASTLE. 

__ A CHRISTMAS POSY. Illustrated by 
W AL TBR CRANE. Cr. Bvo. ...... 6d. 

.-- SUMMER STORIES.. Cr. Bvo. 41. 6tl. 
. __ FOUR GHOST STORIES. Cr. Bvo. 66. 
__ NURSB HEATHKRDALB'S STORY. Illust. 

by LESLIE BROOICB. Cr. Bvo. ...... 6d. 
. " MRS. JERNINGHAM'S JOURNAL" 

(Autbor of).-THE RUNAWAY. GLBvo. 2$.6a'. 
-OLIPHANT (Mrs.).-AGNES HOPETOON'S 

SCHOOLS AND HOLlDA YS.lIlust. Gl. Bvo. ... 6a'. 
IPALGRAVE (Francis Tumer).-THE FIVE 

DAYS' ENTERTAINMENTS AT WENTWORTH 
GRANGE. Small.to. 66. 

PALGRAVE (F. T.).-THE CHILDREN'S 
TRBASultY Olf LYRICAL POBTRY. 18mo. 
28'. 6d.-Or in :I parts. xs. each. 

PATMORE (C.).-THB CHILDREN'S GAR' 
LAND FROII THB BEST POBTS. J.8mo. 
2$.6tl. neL 

ROSSETTI (Christina).-SPBAKING LIKE. 
NESS"S. llIust. by A. HUGHES. Cr.Bvo ....... 64 

RUTH AND HER FRIENDS: A STORY 
FOR GIRLS. Illustrated. Globe Bvo. 2S. 6d. 

ST. JOHNSTON (A.). - CAMPING AMONG 
CANNIBALS. Cr. 8vo. 401'. 6d. 

-- CHARLIS ASGARDB: THE SToRY OF A 
FRIENDSHIP. Illustrated hy HUGH THOM 
SON. Cr. Bvo. SS. 

.. ST. OLA VE'S" (Author of). Illustrated. 
Globe Bvo. 
WHEN I WAS A LITTLE GIRL .... 6d. 
NINB YEARS OLD. 2 •• 6d. 
WHKN PAPA COMES HOME • ....... 6d. 
PANSIS'S FLOUR BIN, 4f8. 6d. 

STEWART (Aubrey).-'-THB TALE OF TROY. 
Done into English. Globe Bvo. ),.6a'. 

TENNYSON (Hon. Hallam).-JAcl< AND 
THB BRAN-STALK.. Englisn Hexameters. 
llIust. by R. CALDKCOTT. Fcp. 4to. ),.6d. 

"WANDERING WILLIE" (Author of);
CoNRAD THE SQUIRREL Globe Bvo. .... 6d. 

WARD (Mrs. T. Humphry).-MILLY AND 
OLLY. With illustrations by Mrs. ALMA 
TADKMA. Globe Bvo. ....6a'. 

WEBSTER (Augusta).~DAFFODlL AND THB 
CROAXAXICANS. Cr. 8vo. 6$. 

WILLOUGHBY (F.).-FAIRY GUARDIANS. 
llIustr. by TOWNLEY GREEN. Cr. Bvo. 5" 

WOODS (M. A.). (S.e COLLECTIONS, p. 17.) 
YONGE (Charlotte M.).-THB PRINCB AND 

THE PAGE. Cr. avo. ~. 6d. 
-- A BOOK OF GOLDEN DEEDS. rBmo. 26.6ti. 

net. Globe BVo. ....-Abridg.d Edition. ... 
- LANCES 011' LYNWOOD. Cr. avo. 2S. M. 
-- P's AND Q's; and LITTLE Lucy's WON-

DERFUL GLOBB. Illustrated. Cr. avo. 3S.6tl. 
-- A STOREHOUSB OP STORIES. 2 ,ols. 

Globe Bvo. ... 6a'. each. 
-- THB POPULATION OF AN OLD PEAR

TREE; or, Stories of Insect Life. From E. 
VAN BRUYSSEL IlIustr. GI. Bvo. ... 6d. 

ZOOLOGY. 
C"",pamtive A""tomy-PrtU:m:al Zoology

E..tDIIUIIDgy-Omillrology. 
(See tUstJ BIOLOGYi NATURAL HISTORY; 

PHYSIOLOGY.) 

Comparative Anatomy.· 
FLOWER(Prof. W. H.).-AN INTRODUCTIOII 

TO THB OSTROLOGY OF THB MAMMALIA. 
Illustrated. 3rd Edit., revised with tbe assis," 
anceofHANsGADow,Ph.D. Cr.Bvo. IOS.6d. 

HUMPHRY (Prof. Sir G. M.).-QBSERYAo 
TIONS IN MYOLOGY. 8vo. 6r • 

LANG (Prof. Amold).-TKxT·BooK 0 .. Co.,:. 
PARATIVE ANATOMY. Transl. by H. M. and 
M. BERNARD. Preface by Prof. E. HAEC
KEL IlIustr. 2 vols. Bvo. Part I. 17'. net. 

PARKER (T. Jeffery).-A COURSE OF Ii.. 
STRUCTION IN ZOOTOMY (VUTBBRATA). 
Illustrated. Cr. Bvo. 8s 6d. 



ZOOLOGY. • 
ZOOLOGY. 

Comparative AlIatomy....., ... ti ...... d. 
PETTIGREW U. Bell).-TH" PHYSIOLOGY 

OF THB CIRCULATION IN PLANTS, IN THB 
LoWER ANIMALS, AND IN MAN. Bvo. 12:8. 

THOMSON (Sir C. Wyville).-THB DsPTHS 
OF THE SEA. AD Account of the Results of 
the Dredging Cruises of H.M.SS ... Light
ning" and ., Porcupine," 1868-6g-70- With 
lllustratioos, Maps, and Plans. 8vo. 3'''6d.. 

• 
Entomology. 

SHUFELDT (R. W.).-TH" MYOLOGY OF 
THB RAVEN (CtwfIUS Ctwaz Si"N4t'llS). A 
Guide to the Study of the Muscular System 
in Birds. Illustrated. 8vo. I3.$'. net. 

NIEDERSHEIM (Prof. R.).-ELEMENTS ov 
THB CoMPARATIVE ANATOMY OF VERTB
BRATES. Adapted byW. NEWTON PARJ<ER. 
With Additions. Illustrated. 8vo. , .... 6d. 

BUCK TON (G. B.).-MoNOGRAPH OF THa; 
BRITISH Cl~ OR TETTIGID& 2 vols. 
33'. 6.1. each net; orin 8 Parts. Ss. each net. 

Practical Zoology. 
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