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PREFACE TO THE SERIES.

Task intention of the Statesmen Series is, as its
title implies, to comprise a collection of brief
biographical studies of the great men who have
influenced the political history of the world.
Its scope is, therefore, extremely catholic, em-
bracing the ancients and the moderns, conti.,
nental as well as English statesmen, and
including not only those who have shaped our
foreign policy and domestic institutions, but
also the creators of our Indian and Colonial
Empires. And the list of subjects will not be
confined to those who have been statesmen in
the narrower sense of the term, that is, to
ministers of State and members of legislative.
assemblies. A statesman, accordmg to Dr.

Johnson, is ‘“one who iz versed in political
affairs,” and statesmanship is exergised not
only by Czars and Popes who act as their’own
Prime Ministers, but also by constitutional
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sovereigns who, though in theory they reign
but<do not govern, have frequently, as Sir
Theodore Martin's ILife pf the Prince Consort
shows, brought into action a very appreciable
amount of personal authority. Even to modern
republics, Thucydides’ description of the Athe-
nian’ constitution in the time of Pericles is
invariably applicable — they are ostensibly
democracies, but are, as a matter of fact, ruled
by their first man. Presidents, therefore, and
govereigns—rois fainéants always excepted—
will find places in the Statesmen Series.
+ -~ Though the Series will be comprehensive, it
does not pretend to be exhaustive. Complete-
ness of treatment is no doubt desirable in
roQ0oks of reference, the primary object of
which is to supply information on points that
‘general reading fails to illuminate, but would
be unattainable in a collection of volumes
which, though deriving a certain amount of
strength from unity, musb ultimately stand or
fall by the merits of each individual work.
Nor is the arrangement in which the volumes
« are to appear affected at all by any considera-
tions of chronology, Their publication ‘in
historical order would, perhaps, have some
advantages, but gaps would inevitably occur in
the ranks, and the groups would fail to form a
picture. The provinces of history and bio-
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graphy are, after all, widely different, and the
old view of history which regarded it as a
string of lives of great men has long since
been consigned to®the limbo of rejected
fallacies.

Political biography has, however, a distinct
value and interest of its own ; for if the states-
man is the child of his epoch, none the less
is his epoch moulded by the statesman; nor
can the relative importance of great social
movements be properly understood without an
adequate knowledge of the human forces by
which they are impelled or controlled. .It is
the aim of the Statesmen Series to supply that
knowledge, in & compact form, and without -
prejudice to the larger works which, for those
who have leisure to consult them, must alwsy®
contain the most authoritative, because the
most detailed, accounts of great political
careers. And of incident and interest the
lives of great statesmen, as a rule, possess a
far greater measure than those of literary men,
though less, perhaps, than those of men of
action. For if much of a statesman’s time ig
passed in the solitude of the study, much als¢”’
is passed in the passionate precinots of the .
Senate and in the hardly less dramatic debates
round the council-table.

Within the limits of a well-defined subject,
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the selection, then, will be purely arbitrary;
and what the Series will lose in continuity of
interest it will perhaps be thought to gain in
variety. It so happens“that the volumes in
preparation, as well as that now published, deal
with the present century, and may, therefore,
be considered to derive a certain amount of
additional interest from that quality which it is
the fashion to call actuality. They are as fol-
low: The Prince Consort, by Miss Charlotte
Yonge; O'Connell, by J. A. Hamilton; Prince
Gortschakoff, by Charles Marvin ; Gambetia, by
F. T. Marzials; Earl Russell, by Edward Wal-
ford; Lord Palmerston, by the Editor. Other
volumes have been arranged.

e L. C. S.




PREFATORY NOTE.

“T DI8APPROVE of contemporary biography,” Lord Bea-
consfield once said to the present writer, “ and I dislike
being the subjeot of it.” We way reasonably conclude,
therefore, that none of the biographies which appeared
during his lifetime owe much to his own communica-
tions. They are all in fact founded on materials acoes-
sible to the whole world; nor, down to the present
time, has his death set free any information not g™
viously known to all who had stedied his eareer, beyond
that contained in the highly interesting Correspondence
with his Sister brought ont by Mr. Ralph Disraeli. The
time will come when a complete and particular aceount
of the life and times of Lord Beaconsfield will be one
of the most interesting as well as one of the most valu-
able works which cen atand upon a statesman’s shelves.
Till then we must content ourselves with such provi-
sional snd preliminary bingraphies as, in the case of
almost all our great men, precede the one final and
authentio narrative which disposes of the subject and
clears the field of all competitors. Of iptermediate
works of this description there are, in the case Jf Lord
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Beaconsfield, only three with which I am acquainted,
pretending to the character of regular biographies, one
by MT. Thomas Macknight, published in 1854, one by
Mr. T. P. O'Connor, published in 1878, and ome, by
much the best, by Mr. A. C. Ewald, published in 1883.
Beside thess, a very clever and appreciative study of
Mr. Disraeli, by Mr. George Henry Francis, was re-
published in 1852 from Fraser's Magazine, while the
public life of Lord Beaconsficld has been brought out
more recently by Mr, Hitchman. A German study of
Lord Beaconsfield by G. Brandes, of which a translation
was published by Mr, Bentley in 1880, is, I believe,
worth reading, and I am sorry that my attention was
oot called to it till it was too late to consult it for the
‘purpose of the present volume. OF course, of the
various” pamphlets, memoirs, and quasi-biographical
notices of Lord Beaconsfield which have appeared
during the last forty years the name is legion, and to
spiye anything like a complete list of them on the pre-
sent occasion wounld be impossible. The obituary
notices of him which appeared in the principal daily
papers contain much interesting matter, and the
Standard potice was republished by Messrs. Macmillan
in a small octavo volume., From the numerous
volumes of political memoirs, diaries, and correspon-
dence, of whioh the last few years have been so fertile,
abundant particulars relating to both the public and
“private life of Lord Beaconsfield are to be eollected,
especially from the Greville Journals, the Memoirs of
an Ezx-Minister, by Lord Malmesbury, St. Petersburg
and London, by Count Vitzthum, the Croker Papers,
and the Lives of Lord Palmeraton, Lord Melbourne,
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Lord Lyndhurst, Bishop Wilberforce, and Mr. Herries,
which have all appeared within the last twenty years.

The first complete edition of Lord Beaconsfield's
works down to that dat®, was published in 1853. An-
other, in ten volumes, appesred in 1857 ; and a second
impression of it in 1870. The Hughenden edition of
hig tales and novels was published in 1881. A very
useful and well-executed edition of the Letters of Run-
nymede, the Vindic wion of the British Constitution,
and the Spirit of Whiggism, has also been published.
by Mr. Hitchman. And two volumes of speeches,
edited by myself, with explanatory prefaces attached,
were issued by Mesers. Longmans in 1881.

T.E. K.
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LIFE OF
LORD BEACONSFIELD.

CHAPTER L

PRE-PARLIAMENTARY PERIOD.
18041887,

Birth and borhood—First appearance in print— Fivian Grey—Travels

on the Continent—Letters to Sarah Disraeli—Entrancs int: =

Society—Literary and political activity—Attempts to get into
Parlisment—Popular Toryism—The Crisis Eramined—Quarrel
with 0'Connoll—Disraeli’s vindieation of his public conduct—Rela-
tions with Hume—Disraeli and Lyndhurst—Elected for Maidatone.

BexsaMin DisraELI was born in London on the 91st
of December, either in the year 1804 or 1808, the son of
Isaac Disraeli, anthor of the Curicsities of Literature,
and Maria Basevi, sister of the well-known architect ;
but whether he first saw the light in Bloomsbury»Square,
in the Adelphi, or in King’s Road, Gray's Inn, is still
uncertain. It is proved by the Parish+Rate Book that
at the date of his- eldest son’s birth Isaac Disraeli was
tepant of a house in the last-mentioned street. But
against this is to be set the direot statement made by
1
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Lord Beaconsfield himself to Lord Barrington, that he
. was born “in a set of chambers in the Adelphi”; and
likewise the testimony of Mr. Jones, son of the medical
men who attended Mrs. Disragli at the time. In favour
of Bloomsbury Square, besides the local tradition, we
have merely the statement that when Lord Beaconsfield
was asked if he was born there, he said that he had been
told so. The best extant account of his own family is
contained in his Preface to an edition of the Curiosities
published in 1849, from which we learn that his ancestors,
who belonged to the Sephardim, or purest branch of the"
Jewish race, which never left the shores of the Medi-
terranean, were driven out of Spain by the Inquisition,
and settled in Venice at the end of the fifteenth ocen-
tury. His grandfather came to England in 1748, at
the age of eighteen, where he acquired a moderate for-
tune, and died at Enfield in 1817 at the age of ninety.
Isaac was born in 1766, and died in 1848 at Braden-
ham in Buckinghamshire, where he had resided for
“more than twenty years, The future statesman was one
of four children, three sons and a daughter, one of
whom alone, Mr. Ralph Disraeli, is now living. Of the
other brother, I am not aware that anything is known,
beyond the circle of his own family; but the sister,
Sarah Disraeli, has lately been introduced to us in a
seriea of very interesting letters, to which reference will
frequently be made in this narrative. Benjamin, who
wag bapt.lzed at. St. Andrew’'s, Holbora, July 81, 1817,
was edicated at a sohool kept by the Rev. John Pot-.
ticarey at Blackheath, where he was popular with his
schoolfellows, %ho usually called him *Jack.,” His
favourite game was * playing at horses,” which is so far
curiaus that in after life he took no interest whatever
in horse or anything relating to them. At the age
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of seventeen he was articled to Messrs. Swain and
Stevenson, solicitors in the Old Jewry, where he gave
such promise of excellence, that his master recom.
mended his father to segd him to the bar. Of this
period of bhis life no anecdotes have been preserved;
but, born in a library, as he used to say of himself,
he was Dot long in putting his literary powers to the
test,

It is commonly said that his first appearence in print
was ‘in the Representative newspaper, brought ont by
Mr. Murray in Jannary 1826 ; but Mr. Disraeli himself
denied that he had any connection withk it. A share in
the Star Chamber, a paper which appeared every Wed-
nesday, between the 19th of April and the 7th of June
in the same year, has also been attributed to Mr. Dis-
raeli, who is seid to have written in it a poem, called
the “ Modern Dunciad,” in imitation of Pope. But as
the poem is extremely poor, and as Vivian Grey, which
was published only two days before the appearance of
the Star Chamber, is described in it as the work of one
who “is not a very young man,” his connection with this
short-lived periodical must still remain a doubtful point.
Vivian Grey was published on the 17th or 18th of
April 1826, and established his reputation at a single
stroke. But whether the ignorance of its author professed
by the writer in the Star Chamber was real or assumed,
we have no means of ascertaining.

Satisfied for the time with the sensation wlnch he
had created, Mr. Disraeli seems to have spent the next
two years in rambling through Italy, Switzerland, and
parts of Greece. But the Young Duke was written
before the passage of the Roman Catholioc Emancipation
Bill in 1829, and in July 1830 we find Disraeli} who
was then at Malte, writing to his sister to send a copy

1

»
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of the book to Lady Don, the wife of the Governor of
Grbraltar, which place Disraeli had just guitted.

He had started from England a second time on
the 1st of June 1830, and ite was now that he began
the correspondence with his sister which has just been
mentioned, extending to May 1881, within which
space of time he visited the south of Spain, Greece,
Albania, .Constantinople, the Holy Land, and Egypt.
The companions of his journey were James Clay and
William Meredith, of whom the former lived to be
Liberal Member for Hull, and a well-known personage
both in Parliament and society ; the latter, a young man
of the highest promise, and engaged to Mr. Disraeli’s
sister, died at Cairo, on his way back to England, in
1831. The friends, however, did not always keep to-
gether, and during the greater part of the time Disraeli
seems to have been alone. His letters are always
piquant, full of that sprightly and playful egotism,

-half real and balf affected, which was peculiar to hirp-
self. He ocoasionally appears as the hero of rollick-
ing adventures, and indulging in a strain of jocularity
difficult to reconcile with the calm and somewhat
scornful repose which was the habitual expression of hig
“features in more advanced years. But we prefer to quote
his account of peaceful life and society at Granada :—

After dinner you take your sicsta. I generally sleep for twe hours.
1 think this practice conducive to health. Old peoples, however, are
apt to canry it to excess. By the time I have risen and arrangsd my
toiletto it is time to steal out, and call upon any agreeable family
whose Tertullis you may choose to honour, which you do, stter the
first time, uninvited, and with them you take your tea or chocolate,
This is often al+fresco, under the piazza or cclonnade of the patio.
Horo you while away the time until it is cool enough for the alameda
or pubjio walk. At Cadis, and even at Seville np the Gusdalquivir,
you are sure of & delightful breeze from the water. The sea-breese
comes like & apirit. The effact is quite magical. As you are lolling
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in listless languor in the hot and perfumed air, sn invisible guest
<omes dancing into the party and tonehes them all with an enchanted
wand.; All start, all amile. It has come; it is tho sea-breeze. There
4is much dizcussion whether it is aa strong, or whether weaker than
the night before. The ladies ful] their fans and seize their mantillas,
‘the cavaliers stretch their legs and give signs of life. Al rise. I
offer my arm to Dolores or Florentina (is not this familiarity
strange?), and in ter miowtes yom are in the alameda. What a
<hange] All is now life and liveliness. Such bowing, such kiseing,
such fluttering of fans, snch gentle oriticism of gentle frienda! but
the fan is the most wonderful part of the whole scene, A Spanish
1ady with her fan might shame the tactics of a troop of horse. Now
-ghe unfurls it with the slow pomp and conacions elegance of & peacock.
Now she flutters it with sll the languor of a listleas beanty, now
«xith all the liveliness of a vivacions one. Now,in the midst of a
very tornado, she closes it with a whir which makes you start, pop !
In the midst of your confusion Doleres taps you on the elbow.. You
turn round to listen, and Florentina pokes you in your side. Magical
instroment! You know that it speaks a particular language, and
gallantry requires no other mode to express itsa most subtle conceits
or its moat unreasonable demends than this slight, delicate organ.
But remember, whils you read, that here, as in England, it is not con-
fined alone to youor delightful sex. I also have my fan, which makea
my cano extremely jealons. If you think I have grown extraordinarily
«ffeminate, learn that in this acorching clime the seldier will not
mount goard without one. Night wears on, we sit, we take a panal,
which is as quick work &s snapdragon, and far more elegant; again
we stroll. Midnight clears tbe public walks, and but few Spanish
families retire till two. A solitary bachelor like myself still wanders,
or still lounges on & bench in the warm moonlight. The last guitar
dies away, the cathedral clock wakes up your reverie, you too seck
. your couch, and amid a gentle, aweet Sow of loveliness, and light,
:and musio, and fresh air, thus dies a day in Spain. -

Disraeli as well as Pope could make the same idens
serve his purpose twice, as the above description*figures
again in Contarini Fleming.

The last letter of this series is dated fiom Cairo, May
28th, 1881, giving an account of a voyage up the Nile
as far as Nubiz, and the next we hear of him is from

his lodgings in Duke Street, 8t. James’, February 18th,
1832,
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Disraeli was now about to meke his entry into
London society, and there is no reason to distrust his
own account of the reception which he met with., The
gecond series of letters to bls sister, extending from
1832 to 1852, is our chief authority on this point, and
they clearly show that he mingled with people of the
highest rank at as early an age as most men who are
not born in the purple. His father's reputation and
his own, combined with the fact that he had travelled
in countries then but little known to Englishmen, were
sufficient at once to secure him an introduction to that
border land in which literature and fashion meet; and
having secured his footing so far, he did the rest for
himself. In 1833 he dines with Lord and Lady St.
Maur. In the following year Lady Tankerville, who
shared with Lady Jersey the leadership of the fashion-
able world, admits him to Almack’s. He*is intimate
with Lady Chesterfield and Lady Londonderry. In

«1836, before he was a Member of Parliament, he was
clected at the Carltom, and, in fact, there is over-
whelming evidence to show that the critios who sneered
st his portraits of lords and ladies in Coningsby snd
Sybil, as being drawn exclusively from his own imagi-
nation, only showed their own ignorance of that great
world which had long before thrown open its doors to
him.

Disraeli, however, makes no secret of his position.
So far from disguising the fact that he has won his own
way into the charmed oircle, instead of having taken his
place in it from the first as his natural and proper
sphere, the language in which he writes of his social
suocegses eproolaim it with almost boyish exultation.
He writes like a youthful oonqueror, marching from
victory to victory, and every fresh card of invitation is.
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s fresh certificate of his prowess. Of the style in which
he boasts of the attention that was paid to him by, the
great, had it been intended for any other eyes than
those of the little circle *at Bradenham, the good taste
might perhaps be called in question. But the letters were
written to a sister; and much that might otherwise be
set down to intoxicated vanity, may fairly be attribated
to the desire to amuse, and possibly to divert her mind
from brooding over recent troubles. '

It was soon after his plunge into the world of fashion
that he first met, at Lytton Bulwer’s, in April 1832, his
future wife, Mrs. Wyndham Lewis, whom he describes
as “ a pretty little woman, a flirt, and e rattle ; indeed,
gifted with & volubility I should think unequalled, and
of which I can convey no idea. She told me she liked
‘gilent, melancholy men.’ I observed that I'had no
doubt of it.” It was sbout this time, also, that he met
Lord Melbourne at Mrs, Norton’s, and when Melbourne
enquired how he could serve him, replied that he desired -
to be Prime Minister. It ie quite clear that he had
already made his mark in society, and was a familiar
figure in some of the best Londor drawing-rooms several
years before he entered Parliament.

The five years which lie between 1832, when Disraeli
returned to England, and 1837, when he became mem-
ber of the House of Commons, present a tangled skein
to the biographer. They are the five years of his
greatest literary industry, and they are also fiveyears of
incessant political activity, during which it must often
have seemed doubtful to himself whether polities or
letters were $o be his ultimate passport to immortality.
‘Novels, essays and poems, speeches, addresses, and
personal controversies pour upon us in such quick
suocession, and so frequently solicit our attention at the
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same moment, that it is perhaps better to keep the two
threpds distinet, and reserve all notice of the purely
literary works which he published during this period till
we come to conaider his literafy position by itself. Our
epace will thus be left clear for the continuous treatment
of his public life during its most complicated and ambi-
guous stage, of which, however, it is absolutely necessary
that we should form some clear idea, if we would either
comprehend or do justice to the principles by which his
subsequent ocareer was regulated.

On the 22nd of February 1832, Disraeli writas to his
sister : “I think peers will be created, and Charles
Gore has promised to let me have timely notice if
Baring be one.” Mr. Thomas Baring was then the
member for High Wyecombe, the seat on which Disraeli
had his eye, and when, a few months sfterwards, the
expeoted peerage was conferred upon him, the young
aspirant issned his address, His opponent wes Colonel

<Grey; the son of the Prime Minister; and Disracli,
whose home was now at Bradenbam, only a fow miles
from Wycombe, came forward as the local candidate,
Disraeli, who, at this time, declared his sole principle of
-action to be opposition to the Whigs, considered himself
-justified in accepting assistance from all who agreed
with him on this point, whatever their opinion on other
matters. Lytton Bulwer, at that time his great friend,
and & strong Radical, applied to Daniel O’Connell and
My, Hume to know whether they had any interest in
the constituenoy. They replied that they had none,
but in terms suéficiently complimentary to induce Mr.
Disracli’s committee to print their letters. But Mr.
Disracli was neither a Radical nor a Home Ruler.
He had told O'Connell that he could not listen to the
Repeal of the Union; and on this question there could
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be no doubt. Whether he had been equally explicit with
Joseph Hume remains uncertein, Hume himself ,may
natarally have supposed that the advocate of the Ballot
and Triennial Parliamef's was a Radical all round.
But Disraeli said nothing to confirm this opinion in his
speeches or addresses. He declared himself oven then
a staunch supporter of the Established Church, the
House of Lords, and our territorial constitution ; and,
an we shall see, he did not get the Radical vote a second
time.

He had, in fact, fashioned out a ecreed for himself,
which he never appears to have renounced. He tried
to fit the Toryism of 1780 to the circumstances of 1832;
bat notwithstanding some points of resemblance which
are more than superficial, there are fundamental points of
difference between the two periods which rob all his ana-
logies, however interesting and original, of that element
of actuality which is pecessary to give them any locus
standi in the domain of practical politics. In each case
a revolution had been effected by the Whigs, of which
the real and the ostensible motives were not the same.
In each case it secmed that a great party trinmph had
been won from which the people were to gain but little,*
and on each occasion there may have appeared to be
some veal danger lest the balance of power should
be destroyed. But the change of dynasty in 1688 was
a patrician revolution. The Reform Bill of 1832 was a
popular revolution. The Whigs may have turred it to
their own account. But the impulse came from below.
And when M. Disraeli raised the barmer of popular
‘Toryism, recent events were too fresh in men’s minds to
‘make it seem otherwise than fantastic. Down tp the

* Mr. Gladstone's Gleanings of Past Year:, vol. i. p. 148.
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end of the war the Tories undoubtedly sad been the
popular party as well as the monarchical party. Evep
after that time their administration has been much mis-
represented. But their resisthnce to the Reform Bill
was & fact which nobody could get over, Appeals to
Bolingbroke and Wyndham fell flat on men's ears who
saw the Duke of Wellington and Lord Lyndharst, and
Sir Robert Peel and Mr. Croker walking about the
streets of London, and even then perhaps engaged in
gome plot against *“ the people’s rights.” The revival
was premature, A few years later, when the sir began
to clear, and the passions of 1832 to lose their bitter-
ness, the elements of truth which Mr. Disraeli’s theory
contained had a better chance of being appreciated; and
Young England ideas made a place for themselves in our
political system. But when the author of them first
stood for High Wycombe they were totally unintelligible.

It may be doubted, however, whether they did not
gerve Mr. Disraeli’s purpose just as well as if they had
besn more generally comprehended. He could not
have carried the seat whatever he had said; and his
political opinions had the great merit of originality. If
they did not win him the suffrages of Wycombe, they
secured for him the friendship of Lord Lyndhurst,
and enlisted the admiration of even Sir Robert Peel,
who, on reading the Vindication of the British Con-
stitution, in December 1836, said that he was gratified
and sufprised to find that a familiar and apparently
exhansted topio could be tréated with so much of original
foroe of argumeht and novelty of illustration.

It was at the general election in November 1833,
when Mr. Disraeli again stood for Wycombe, that he
expla.med more clearly what he meant by popular
Toryism, and denied ity affinity to Radicalism. Bat



PRAE-PARLIAMENTARY PERIOD. 11

he had lost the confidence of the Badicals, and was of
ocourse defeated. In 1833 he consented to stand for
Marylebone, but, the expected vacancy not occurring,
he was delivered from he embarrassing position in
which the contest certainly would have placed him. A
story was ourrent at the time, that being asked by a
Marylebone elector on what he intended to stand, he
replied, “upon his head.” But he himself seems to
have freated it ms an invention of the newspapers.
With 1834 came the famous crisis which he has depioted
with such vivacity in Coningsby, and which, oddly
enongh, from a letter to his sister of June 4th, he himself
seems to have foreseen. “My own opinion is that in
the recess the King will make an effort to try and form
8 Conservative Government with Peel and Stanley.”
This is exactly what occurred when the death of Lord
Spencer raised Lord Althorp to the Liords, and deprived
the House of Comuwons of its leader: and when it
became chvious that a dissolution must take place, he
for a third time issued an address to the electors of the
little Buckinghamshire borough. He had no better sue-
ocess than before, but his speech of December 16tk was
republished under the title of the Crisis Evamined,
and is worth reading, if only for the very characteristic
observationa to be found in it on the duties and position
of a statesman. ‘

The people [he =ays] werse content to mooept the Rnform Bill
as n great remedial measure which they had often demanded,
and which had been often denied, and they did net choose to acan too
soversly the provious conduct of those who clnceded it to them,
They did not go abont saying, * We must have reform, but wo will
not have it from Lord Palmerston, becanse he is the child of corrnp-
ilon, born of Downing Street, and engendered in the Treasury, a
second-rate official for twenty years under a succession of Tory
Governments, but & Secretary of State under the Whigs.” Not they,
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indeed! The people returned Lord Palmerston in triumph for Hamp-
shire, and pennies were subscribed tc present him with testimnonials
of popular applauce. The people then took reform os some other
people take stolen goods, # and no questions asked.” The Cabinet of
Lord Grey was no} ungemeronsly twhited with the abandonment of
principles which the country had given np, and to which nc man
could adhere who entertsined the slightest hope of rendering him«~
selt an effective public servant. The truth is, gentlemen, a statos-
man is the creatare of his age, the child of circumstances, the
ereation of his times. A statesman is essentially a practical cha-
racter; and when he is called upon to take office, he is not to inqaire
what his opinions might or might not have heen uapon this or that
subject; he is only to ascertain the needful and the beneficial, and
the most feasible measures are to be carried on. The fact is, the
<onduct and the opinions of public men at different periods of their
<aresr must not be too curicusly contrasted in a free and sapiring
country. The people have their passions, and i is even the duoty
of public men occasionally to adopt sentiments with which they do
not sympathise, bocause the people must have leaders. Then the
opinions and prejudices of the Crown must necessarily influence a
riging statesman. I say nothing of the weight which great establish-
ments and corporations, and the necessity of their support and
patronage, must also pessess with an ambitious politician, All this,
however, produces nltimate benéfit; all these influences tend to form
that eminently practical character for which our countrymen are
celebrated. I laugh, therefore, at the objection against a man, that
at a former period of hie careor he advocated a policy different to hia
present one.  All I seek to sscertain is whether his present policy be
just, necessary, oxpediont;- whether at the present moment he is
prapared to serve the country according to its present necessities.

The dissolution of Parliament in January 1885 did
not give Sir Robert Peel an absolute majority, and in
the following April he resigned office, and made way
for the *return of Lord Melbourne. Mr. Labonchere,
the new Master of the Mint, on seeking re-election at
Taunton, was dpposed by Mr, Disraeli, who in the
ocourse of his canvass, gave that provocation to
O'Cognell *which the agitator never forgave. In a
speech, of which no report has been preserved, Mr,
Disraeli said that the Whigs had ¢ grasped the bloody
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hand of O'Connell.”” The meaning of this was that the
Whigs, who had themselves accused O Connell of
treasonable and rebellions practices, had now stooped to
solicit his assistance. Tke attack was upon the Whigs,
not upon O’Connell ; but when the words found their
way into a London paper, the latter chose to accept it
as a personal offence, and, in & speech made soon after-
wards at Dublin, stigmatised Disraeli as the descendant
of the impenitent thief. Mr. O'Connell baving killed
a man in 8 duel,* had declared that nothing hence-
forth should induce him to fight another. But Mr,
Morgan O’Connell, who, in the previous May, had
acted as his father’s representative in 8 duel with Lord
Alvanley, whom O’Connell had called a “bloated
buffoon,” was at once challenged by Mr. Disraeli in a
letter dated from Park Street, Grosvenor Square, May
6th, 1835. The son declined to fight in the father's
quarrel a second time, and so far Disraeli came out
of the affair with flying colours. But in the news-
paper controversy which followed he does not show
to equal advantage. The whole story of his con-
pection with Hume and O’Connell in 1832 was, of"
course, raked up against him, combined with taunts and
insinoations which evidently stung him to the quick;
and in his retorts apon the editor of the Glode, who
was the chief offender, he loses his temper, and in--
dulges in a species of vituperation, of which we may at.
least say what he said of one of his own assailanis many
years afterwards, that “ it wants finish.”

All Disraeli’s letters on this subject appeared in the-
Times, and though the personal abuse contained in them

L

® Mr. Esterre, a member of the Dublin Corporation, who challenged-
O'Connall for calling the corporation * beggarly.”
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borders upon Billingsgate, still, in one letter, of the
B1st of December 1835, is to be read the best vindication
of the writer's publio conduct down to that date, which
is anywhere to be found, My readers will, perhaps,
thank me for the following brilliant specimen of it,
in whioch he anticipates Coningsdy.

1 was absent from England during the discussions on the Reform
Bill, The Bill was virtually, though not formally, passed when I
returned to my country in the spring of 1832. Far trom that scene
.of discord snd dissension, unconnected with its parties, and untonched
by its passions, viewing a3 a whole what all had witnessed only in the
fiery passage of its intense and alarming details, ovents have proved,
with all humility be it spcken, that the opinion I formed of that mea-
sure on my Arrival was more correct than the one commonly adopted.
I found tho nation in terror of & rampant democracy. I saw only an
impending oligarchy. I found the House of Commons packed, and the
independence of the House of Lorde annonnced as terminated. I re-
.eognised a repetition of the same oligarchicsl coup d'état from which we
had escaped by a miracle little more than a century before; therefore
I Qetermined to the utmost of my power to oppose the Whigs. Why
then, it may be asked, did I not join the Tories? Because I found the
Tories in & state of ignorant stupefaction. The Whigs had assured
them that they were annihilated, and they believed them. They had
not a single definite or intelligible idea as to their position or their
dutiea or the character of their party. They were haunnted with a
nervous apprehension of that great bugbear *the people,” that be-
wildering title under which a miserable minority contrives to coerce
and plunder a nation. They were ignorant that the millions of that
nation required to be guided and encouraged, and that they were
that nation's nataral leaders, bound to marshal and to enlighten them.
The Tories trembled at a coming anarchy: what they had to appre-
hend was s rigid tyranny. They fancied themselves on the eve of a
reign of terror, when they were about to sink under the sovereignty
of a Oouncil of Ten. Even that illustrions man, who, after con-
quering the Peninsunla, onght to desm nothing impossible, announced
that the King's Government could not be earried on. The Toriea in
1882 were avowedly no longer & practical party; they had no system
and nqobjecl ; they were paasive and forlorn. They took their seata
in the House of Commons after the Reform Aot as the Senate In the
Foram when the oity was onterod by the Gauls, only to die.
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He then goes on to pay:—

I challenge anyone to quote any speech I have ever made, or one
lice I have ever written, hostile to the institutions of the couhtry.
On the contrary, I have never omitted any opportunity of showing
that on the maintonance of thos®institutions the liberties of the nation
depended ; that if the Crown, the Chureh, the Honse of Lords, the
Corporations, the Magisiracy, the Poor Laws, wers successfully
attacked, we should fall, as once before we nearly fell, under a grinding
oligarchy, and inevitably be governed by a metropolis. 1t is true that
I avowed myself the supporter of trieomisl Parliaments, and for the
game reasons a8 Sir William Wyndbam, the leader of the Tories
against Walpole, becanse the House of Commons had just been recon-
structed for factious purposes by the Reform Act, as in the days of
the Septennial Bill: I thought with Sir Willilam Wyndham, whose
speech I quoted to the electors, that the Whig power could only be
shaken by frequent elections, Woell, has the result proved the shal-
lowness of my views? What has shaken the power of the Whigs to
the centre ? The general election of this year. What will destroy the
power of the Whige? The general election of the next. It istrne
that I avowed myself a supporter of the principle of the ballot. Sir
Willinm Wyndham &id not do this, because in his time the idea was
not in existence, but he would, I warrant it, have been as hearty &
supporter of the ballot as myaself, if with his principles he had been
standing on the hostings in the year of our Lord 1882, with the third
astate of the realm reconstructed for factions purposes by the Whigs,
the gentlemen of England excluded from their own chamber, a
number ‘of paltry little towns enfranchised with the privilege of
returning as many members to Parliament as the shires of this day,
and the nomination of these members placed in a small knot of hard-
hearted sectarjan rulers, opposed to everything noble and rational, and
exeroising an usurions influenoe over the petty tradesmen who are
their slaves and their victims,

¢ More than three years after this,” he continues—

came my contest at Taunton against the Master of the Mint, Yo which
the editor of the Globe has alluded, - I came forward on that oceasion
on procisely the same principles on which I had, offered myself at
Wycorbe; but my situation was different. I was no longer an
independent and isolated member of the political world, I had felt
it my duty to become an earneat partisan. The Tory party had in
this interval roused itself from its lethargy; it had profited by ad-
versity ; it had regeined not & little of its original character and
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primary spirit; it had begun to remember, or to discover, that it was
tho national party of the country; it recognised its duty to place
itaslf at the hond of the nation; it professed the putriotic pnne:ples
of Sir William Wyndham and Lord Bolingbroke, in whose writings I
have ever recognised the most pure and the profoundest sonrces of
politiesl and constitutional wisdom ; dnderthe guidance of an eloquent
and able leader, the principles of primitive Toryiam had again de-
voloped themselves and the obsolete sasocintions which form no
essential portion of that great patriotic scheme had been ably and
effectively discarded. In the grent struggle I joined the party witk
whom I sympathised, and continved to oppose the faction to which

had ever been ndverse. But I did not avow my intentinn of no longer
supporting the questions of short Parlianments and the Ballot, merely
because the party to which I had:attached myself was unfavourable
to those meagures, though that, in my opinion as to the discipline of
political questions, would have been 8 sufficient renson. I censed to
advocato them becaunse they had ceased to be necessary. The pur-
poses for which they had been proposed were obtained. The power
of the Whigs was reduced to a wholesome measure; the balance of
parties in the State was restored; the independence of the House
of Lorda preserved. Perpetual change in the political arrangements of
eountries of such a complicated civilization ns England is 8o great an
evil, that nothing but & clear necessity can justify a recourse to it.

In the second of these extracts peeps out Disraeli's
favourite theory, that one object of the Reform Bill
was to destroy the legitimate influence of the country
gentlemon.* But before concluding this passage of his
life, it remains to notice what passed betwoen himself
and his critics on the subject of his relations with
Mr. Hume, It amounts to no more than this—that
Mr, Home very naturally did not understand the
new Toryism which Mr. Disraeli had adopted, and
suppostd that everyome who supported the changes
which he advocated bimself, did so with the same
object. He could make no approach to the point of
view from which the Ballot and Triennial Parliaments

[ ]

- "lde Vindication of British Constitution and Spirit of Whiggism,

Plﬂ!lm
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seemed favourable to Toryism, and, excusably, theres
fore, when Mr, Disraeli ennounced himself a Tory,
thought he had been deceived. Mr. Hume's mediory
played him false in somg partioulars, as, for instance,
in eupposing that he had an interview with Mr. Dis-
raeli in Bryanston Square in 1883, when the latter
made a personal declaration of his principles. Mr.
Disraeli ealled during bis canvass for Marylebone,
but only saw Mr. Hume’s private seoretary, that gen-
tleman himself being confined to his bed. But these
details are of little consequence. The general conolu-
clusion is that Mr, Disraeli was mistaken by the Radi-
cals for one of themselves, becanse they did not know
that what was a Radical measure in 1832 had been a
Tory one in 1734, and that it was possible to bein
favour of the ballot without being an enemy to the
Constitution, That Mr. Dieraeli took advantage of
their ignorance is, perhaps, the worst that can be said
of him. But we gladly turn from what is, after ail,
but an smbiguous phase in his career, to the days, now
rapidly approacking, when he should appear in his
true colours, as the preacher of & new creed and
the founder of a new party. :

His correspondence at this time is full of Lord
Lyndhurst, whom he regarded as his political chief,
and who seems to have been the only man of any note
who really tried to understend what he meant. Lynd.
hurst oocasionslly went down to Bradenbam, and seems
to have enjoyed a rsmble among the Chilterns with
his eccentric young protégé, who probably told the
older man a good deal that he did pot know before.
The two had much in common. Both werg daring to
the verge of reoklessness, cool, and self-relint—
“pleased with the denger when the waves ran high.”

2
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Both came to the consideration of English politics with
comparahvely open minds, and both had arrived at gon-
clusions eminently unfavourable to the Whigs.

The year 1836 passed away Henrictta Temple had
been . out some time, and Venetia was just finished,
when it was announced that William IV, was suffering
one of his customary attacks of hay fever. Those who
were behind the scenes knew better, and began to pre-
pare for a Dissolution. After lingering, the centre of
bopes and fears, for some weeks, William 1V, expired
early in the morning of the 20th of June 1837. Parlia-
ment was dissolved on the 18th of July, and Mr. Disraeli
wag returned for Maidstone in company with Mr, Wynd-
bam Lewis, on the 27th. Mr. Lewis polled 707 votes,
Disraeli 616, and Colonel Thompson, the Liberal can-
didate, 412. Disracli had now got his foot in the
stirrup, and his boast of 1833 .was to be put to the test,
“ Heard Macaulay's best speoch, Shiel, and Charles
Grant. Macanlay admireble ; but, between ourselves, I
cculd floor them all. This entre nous. I never was
more certain of anything than that I could carry every-
thing before me in that House."* His chance had now
come to him ; as, according to himself, it comes to
every man, if he can only wait. He was to take bhis
. seat among the men whom the country looked up to as
its Jeaders, and measure himself against them ; and it
-<cannot be denied that his wonderful self-confidence was
justified. In writing of Addison, Thackersy says,

‘You could herdly show him an essay, a sermon, or a
poem, But he fglt he oould do it better.” And, sitting
in judgment on Disrasli's overweening self-esteom, we
must make allowance for that consciousness of genius

P

* Letter to his sister, Feb, 7, 1888,
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which told him of his own superiority, and * prophesied
of his glory,” even through the mists of failure,
Seeing what he really was, we must feel that these bubbles
of egotism welled up fgm intellectnal depths which
the world bad not yet fathomed; and though it took a
rather exoeptionable form, in substance it was far from
unwarrantable.
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CHAPTER II.

THE GREAT CONBERVATIVE PARTY.

1887-1843,

Btate of Parties in 1887—Disracli’s maiden speech—Evidence s to

its merits—DPosition in the House-~The Bedchamber plot—The

- Chartist Petition—Disraeli’s’ marringe—Change in his cirenm-

stancea—Dissolution of 1841-—Disraeli returned for Shrowsbury
—Exposition of his views on Protection,

Di1sRAELI took his seat in the House of Commons on
the 15th of November 1887, on the second bench just
behind Sir Robert Peel. The state of parties at this
time has been s0 accurately deseribed by himself in his
politioal novels that the reader who is curious about it
will do well to consult them for himself. Within two
years of the meeting of the first Reformed Parliament
the Whigs had run through nearly all the popularity
which that measure had acquired for them ; and after
the Gregeral Election of 1835 the Tory party, which had
apparently been annihilated, rose from its ashes in num-
bers far from opntemptible, in ability, experience, and
debating powers greatly superior to its opponents, It
was caloulpted by the whips and wire-pullers that after
anotler registration Peel would have a clear majority.
These hopes were nipped in the bud by the accession of
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the young Queen while the Whigs were still in office,
which gave them the shanee of appealing to the country
a8 Aer ministers, an advantage which gained them so many
seats that they were able to retain their hold on office:
through another Parliament.

But the reaction, temporarily arvested, scon set in
again more strongly and steadily tham ever. By their
Irish policy, their ecolesiastical policy, and their finan~
cial policy, the Whigs disgusted and alarmed thou-
sands of independent men, and alienated, at the same
time, many of their old friends, who found it necessary
to become Conservatives to ensure being ruled by men
of business. But it will be seen, as Mr. Disraeli saw,
that the tide of opinion which set in against the
Liberals from 1837 to 1841 was only very partially and
superficially & Conservative er Tory movement. The
middle classes began to turn to Sir BRobert Pesl as
the safest and most experienced statesman to whom
their fortunes could be entrusted. But they went mo
farther. Of Tory principles as they were then under-
etood, the Toryism of Eldon and Wetherell, they were
certainly mot enamoured, and they knew of no other.
If a peaceful, economical and constitutional Govern-
ment, including the ablest administrators of the day,
and prepared to give the country such measures as the
times required, chose to call itself Conservative, then the
nation was Conservative, but not in any other sense.
But a party of this kind could mnever restore that
“ faith " which the Reform Bill had destroyed, and
which, even if devoted to an obsoleto aystem, is still the
fountain light of all political oreeds. This truth did
not dewn on Mr. Disrseli all at once sny more than
it did on Mr. Gladstone. Both imagined thdy saw
something in the apparent revival of Toryism between
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1885 and 1841 which was not there. Mr. Gladstone
says, in his Chapter of Autobiography, that no sooner
were his friends in office than he found there was not s
single man prepared to act o» these principles. And
Mr. Disraeli, who made a similar discovery about the
same time, expressed his sentiments in Coningsby and
8ybsil. Butin 1837 all this was to come. Mr. Diaraeli
had as yet unbounded faith in Sir Robert Peel, and
looked to him to play the part which he afterwards
assigned to Young England.

Full of these ideas he passed within the portsls of
those “* proud and passionate halls,” of which he was
destined one day to be the ruler, confident in his
destinies, and little dreaming, perhaps, of the trials that
awaited him, and which were not to be the least severe
when he had apparently distanced all competitors. His
maiden speech was delivered on the 7th of December
1887, when he experienced a foretaste of the malignity,
the injustice, and the persistent misrepresentation which
pursued him through his whole career. The subject of
debate was a motion made by Mr, Smith ('Brien,
relating to an alleged subscription fund in Ireland for
promoting petitions against the return of members who
belonged to Mr. O’Connell’s party. Disrneli followed
O’Connell, and his voice was immediately drowned in
the clamour raised by a host of members below the bar,
consisting of the agitator’s * tail,” and a few English
Radicals who combined with them. Of the speech itself
it is enough to say that it was in his early style, while
his rhetoric was &till green, and when he bad not yet
learned the due proportion in which epigram should be
mlxed with @olid argument. But it does not appear that
his reception by the House at large was altogether
unfavourable. We read in his own account of it that
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Sir Robert Peel cheered him repeatedly; that Sir
John Campbell, the Attorney-General, assured him
that the front bench had been very anxious to livten
to him, and had . no coptrol over the clique below;
and that Sheil, who heard the speech, said to some
friends at the Athenmum: *“If ever the spirit -of
oratory was in & man, it is in that man.” There is
no difficuity in believing that competent judges saw
the promise of future excellence under all  these
disadvantageous couditions, and notwithstanding the
eocentric exterior of the ambitions neophyte, Bulwer
asked Sheil to meet him at dinner, and in the course
of the evening the experienced orator gave him the
following good advice :— )

H vou had been listened to, what would kave been the result ? Yon
would have made the best speech that you ever wonld have made, It
would bare bean received frigidly, and yon would bave despaired of
yourself. Idid. Ans it is, yon have shown to the housa that yon
have a fino organ, that yon have an unlimited command of language,
that you have courage, temper, and readiness. Now get rid of your
genius for & session. Speak often, for you must not show yourself
eowed, but speak shortly. Be very quiet, try to be dull, only argue,
and reason imperfectly; for if you reason with precision, they will
think yon are trying to be witty. Astonish them by speaking on
subjects of detail. Quote figures, detes, calculations, and in a short
time the House will sigh for the wit and elognence which they all
know are in yon; they will encourage you to pour them forth, and
then you will kave the ear of ths Honse and be a favourite.

But we have still among us a living witness of the
sceue, whose testimony to the real merits of the speech
must be held 10 be conclusive. My lords,” said
Lord Granville, on May 9th, 1881, ‘I myself, assisted
by some of those social advantages which Mr. Disracli
was without, came into the House six months before
Mr. Disracli took his seat in that assembly. ¥ had
thus the opportunity of hearing that speech famous for



i
24 ILIFE OF LORED BEACONSFIELD.

its failure, and I am convinced that if that speech had
been made in a House of Commons which knew him
better it would have been received with cheers and
sympathetio, not derisive, laughter.” Mr. Disraeli
never spoke again without being listened to with
attention. Ten days. after his first appearance, he
presented himself to the House again on Talfourd’s
Copyright Bill, detaining his sudience a very little
while, making a practical soggestion to influence
Talfourd, and winding up with a point which told
very well. ‘' As for myself, I trust that the age of
literary patronage has passed, and it wiill be honour-
able to the present Government if, under its auspices,
it be succeeded by that of legislative protection.”

His course was now clear. It was soon understood
that whatever the genernl character of his speeches,
they were pretty sure to contain something that was
original, and probably something that was witty ; and
though more than this is necessary to make & man a
power in the House of Commous, it is enough, at all
events to secure himt a fair field, and prevent him
from being ¢ howled down,”

The two principal events affecting Mr. Disraeli’s poli-
tical oareer during the existence of his first Parliament
were the Chartist insurrection and the Bedchamber
Plot, such being the name given to a so-called Palace
intrigue, whereby the Whigs, it is said, endeavoured
to secure their own return to power after resigning on
the Jamaica Bill in 1889. Sir Robert Peel, on being
sent for, found that Her Majesty desired to retain
about her person the ladies of the Bedchamber. It
tarned out that there were only two whose dismissal
Sir Roberf thought essential. But the Queen con-
tinving firm, he declined to form & ministry, and
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the Melbourne Government was reinstated. Opiuion
was much divided at the time on the conduct of the
different parties oconeerned. Disraeli thought 8ir
Robert wrong. He thaught it was both ungraceful
and impolitic on the part of the leader of the Tories
to thwart a young sovereign, “and that sovereign a
woman,” in the first exercise of her prerogative.
‘With his head foll of a monarchical revival, it was
natural tbat he should think so0; as nateral, per-
haps, a8 that Sir Robert Peel, who remembered the
effects of female inflaence in a previous reign, should
think the reverse. However, the Whigs took little
by the manceuvre. They only gained time to re-
double their own unpopularity, so that if the advice
which Lord Melbourne gave the Queen was really
unconstitutional, he paid the penalty.

It would have been wiser, however, in Sir Bobert
Peel, to bave waived the point and trusted to the
Queen’s good sense to save him from the difficnlties
which he apprehended; and he too, perbaps, would
have had his reward, for had he taken office in 1839,
instead of 1841, be would not have come into power
so irrevocably committed ¢o the Corn Laws, and his
repeal of them would have looked less like the betrayal
of confidence than it did under the sactual circum-
stances. It is rather curious that in Disraeli’s letters
-« to hie sister we find no reference to this affair, and
only a very brief mention of the Charlist disturb-
ances, in which he took so lively an interest, and of
which be has left us so animated an acocant in Sybil

It was on the 12th of July 1839 that he made his
speech on the Chartist Petition, presented w0 Pa.t‘lu
ment by Mr. Attwood, member for Bmmnghnm, and
demanding what were called the five points—manbood
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suffrage, vote by “ballot, electoral districts, annual
parliaments, and payment of members. He writes
about this speech to bis sister in his usual style: *“I
made a capital speech last gight,” he says. But ad
all events it was a very remarkable speech, and the
one whioch, it is said,: first gained him the ear of the
House. Six years afterwards he described it again in
the novel we have just named. Sybil, the heroine, the
beautiful, refined,- and highly-educated daughter of a
Chartist leader, and enthusiastically devoted to the
cause, is sitting in St. James's Park on a fine snmmer
morning reading the report of the debate.

Yes, thore waa one voice that had sounded in that proud Parliament,
that, free from the slang of faction, had dared to express immortal
truths : the voice of a noble who, withont being a demagogue, had
upheid the popular cause; had promounced his eonvietion thal the
rights of lzbour were as sacred as those of property; that if n diffe-
rence wore to be established, the interests of the living wealth ought
to be preferred; who had declared that the social happiness of the
millions should be the first objact of a statesman, and that, if this
were not achieved, thrones and dominions, the pomtp and power
of courts and empires were alike worthloss,

The speech itself is ohiefly remarkable for a passage
in which Mr, Disraeli expresses his distrust of the
middle classes as a foundation for any system of govern-
ment. But his sympathy with the Chartists of that
day was quite sincere, though he did not agree with them
practically ; and his kindly reception of Cooper the
Chartist, five years after the speech was delivered, was
referred to in terms of high approval by Mr. Gladstone
in his great funeral oratioun over his rival's tomb.

. Throughout the ocorrespondence for the -years
183§-89,¢ the name of Mrs. Wyndham Lewis ocours
frequently. Sometimes Disraeli accompanies her to the
theatre. When he got his Coronation medal he pre-
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sented it to “Mrs. W. L.,” and after her husband’s
death, which took place on the 14th of March 1838;
nobody was surprised at¢ hearing who was to be his
successor. They were married in London on the 28th
of August 1839, and went to Tunbridge Wells for the
first days of their honeymoon. They stayed at the
“ Kentish,” then one of the principal hotels in that
charming little watering place, and visited Bayham
Abbey and Penshurst, where Disracli found, of course,
that his friend De Lisle was out shooting. They only
stayed about ten days in England, and then set out for
Germany, arriving at Baden-Baden on the 16th of Sep-
tember. *“ The most picturesque, agreesble, lounging
sort of place you can imsgine,” he writes; “& bright
little river winding about green hills, with a white
sparkling town of some dozen palaces, called hotels, and
some lodging-houses like the side scenes of a melo-
drama, and an old ruined castle or two on woody
heights.” Mrs. Disraeli, however, pronounced it * not
much better than Cheltenham,” so they left it in about
a week, and went on to Mupich. At Munich they
passed about three weeks, and early in November they
were at Paris. The end of the month fouad them in
England and settled at Grosvenor Gate. Lord Malmes-
buary met them at dinner in the following season, and
describes Mrs. Disracli as a very remarkable woman
both in mind and manner.

Disraeli's marriage made a great obange in his eir-
camstances. He was now for the first time beyond the
pressure of pecuniary cares, and rich exough to take
upon himself the style and fashion of an English
country gentleman. He did not, however, besome the
owner of Hughenden immediately ; and as late as Sep-
tember 1843 made Bradenham his country home. It
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was here, “in bhis old writing-room,” next to bis
siater’s room, that, in the autumn of 1848, he finished
Coningsby, which he had eketched out at Deepdene
early in September. He Was master of Hughenden
before 1847, and that is all that ¥ can ascertain.

Parliement met in the month of January, and the
Whigs struggled desperately on through this session
and the next. But at this time, in the days of the old
ten-pound franchise, and before the growth of that sin-
gular product of our own day, the High Church
Radicel, the three great interests in the country, the
moneyed interest, the agricaltural interest,and the Church
interest, could, when enited, carry all before them, and
Sir Robert Peel kad united them. This was * the great
Conservative Party.” The motley combination of BHe-
pealers, Froe Traders, and Dissenters, which was all the
Whigs had to oppose to him, was no matoh for this
solid phalanx. They were gradually deserted by their
own followers in the House of Commons, and, finally
staking their all on the popularity of & fixed duty on
corn, they were defeated, in the session of 1841, by a
majority of thirty-six, and Sir Robert Peel, who would
“ rather be the leader of the country gentlemen of Eng-
land than possess the corfidence of sovereigns,” and
who opposed the fixed duty avowedly on the ground
that it must lead in the end to Free Trade, gave notice
shortly afterwards of bis intention to move s vote of
wantf confidence. This was carried against Govern-
ment by 2 majority of one, and on the 23rd of June
Parliament was dissolved.

The Conservative canse was everywhere triumphant.
Mz, Disvaeli was returned for Shrewsbury. And Sir
Robert Peel became Prime Minister with a majority of
eeventy at his back, Guizot prophesied that he would
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be the Walpole of the nineteenth centory, and had he
adhered to the principles which brought him ipto
power, it is diffionlt to see what could have turned him
out of it. He might have stayed in for two Parliaments
at all events, and probably for a third also. But scarcely
was he seated in power, ere doubts began fo oreep into
his mind concerning the truth of the commercial theo-
ries which, for six years, he had been so diligently in-
culeating on his followers. What was he to do? The
rank and file of the party began to complain of his cold~
ness, his reserve, bis pride, his arrogance, his impe-
riousness. This is just the behaviour we should expect
from one who, being at the head of a great party,
and trusted by them implicitly as the champion of &
political creed, becomes suddenly infected with seepti-
cism, and knows not where to look for sympathy. We
may pity & man placed in such a position as this, but
we capnot acquit him of a serious error if he takes
advantage of the power he has gained by advocating:
one eet of principles to effect the trinmph of another;.
and, without teking his followers into his eonfidenoce or-
meking a single effort to convert them, suddenly, and:
almost contemptucusly, abandons the cause which they
hed entrusted to him, espouses the system which he had
taught them to abhor, and requires of them at a
moment's notice, and on bis own sic volo sic jubeo, to-
adopt it entirely, on pain of destroying the position
which it had been the work of their leader to buil up..

_It was not, however, till Peel had been in office two
years that any sigos of insubordination began $o show
themselves. Disraeli defended his eatlier financial mea-
sures in speeches of marked ability, both in the Hopse-
of Commons and in an address to his constituents at
Shrewsbury. On the 25th of April 1843, when Mr.
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Ricardo, the Member for Stoke, moved * That the
requisgion of duties should not be postponed to the
execution of commercial treaties,”-Mr, Disraeli delivered
a speech which, *““to this day,” éays Mr. Morley,* “is
remarkable for its large and comprehensive survey of
the whole field of our commerce, and for its discern~
ment of the ohannels in which it would expand.” But
it is remarkable for more than this. For it distinetly
predicts the position in whick England wounld find her.
self if, while she adopted Free Trade, the rest of Europe
elung to Protection; and he endeavpured to impress
vpor his audience the-very important truth that the
- great Powers of the Continent place political cons:demv
tions first and political economy second.

This was his own practice as well, If he was a Pro-
tectionist, he was a Protectionist on political not npon
commercial principles, and in his speech at Shrewsbury,
May 9th, 1843, he expounded his ideas at some length.
After showing that Sir Robert Peel was only treading in
the footsteps of Mr. Pitt and Lord Liverpool, he
continued as follows ;— .

I never will commit myself upon this great question to petty econo-
mical details. I will not pledge myself to miserable questions of
6d. in 7s. 6d. or 8s. of duties about corn. I do not care whether your
<orn sells for this saum or that, or whether it is under a sliding
scale or a fixed duty; but what I want and what I wish to
ssoure, and what, ns far as my energies go, I will socure, is the pre-
ponderance of the landed intereat. Gentlemen, when I talk of
the prgponderance of the landed interest, do not for & moment suppose
that I moan merely the preponderance of * squires of high degree,”
that, in faot, I am thinking only of justices of the peace. My thought
wanders farther than a lordly tower or A mancrial hall, I am look-
ing, in using that very phrase, to what I consider the vast

majority of the English aation. I do not undervalue the mere supe-
wiority of ‘the landed clasges; on the contrary, I think it s most

* Life of Cobden, vol. i, p. 888.
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necessary element of political power, and national civilisation;
but I am looking to the population of our innumerable villages, 1o
the crowds in our rural towns; aye, and I mean even somsthing hore
than that by the landed mteroat. Y mean that estate of the poor
which, in my opinion, has beensalready tampered with, dangerously
tampared with ; which I have also said, let me remind yon, in other
places besides Shrewsbury. Imean by the estate of the poor, the
greas estate of the Church, which bas, hefore this time, secured our
liberty, and may, for aught I know, gtill secure our eivilisation.
Gentlomen, we hear a great deal in the present day upon the sub-
jeot of the fendal system. I have heard from the lips of Mr. Cobden-—
no, I have not heard him say it, as I was not present to hear the cele-
brated speech he made in Drury Lane Theatre—but we have all
heard how Mr. Cobden, who is a very eminont person, has said, in &
very memorabls speech, that England was the victim of the feudal
system, aud we have all heard how he has spoken of the bar-
barism of the fendsl system and of the barbaroms relics of the
feudal system. Now, if we have any relics of the fendal aystem,
I regret that mot more of it i remaiming. Think onme moment
—and it is well youn should be reminded of what this is, because
there is mo phrase more glibly used in the present day tham
the barbarism of the fendal system. Now, what iz the funda-
mental principle of the feadal system, gentlemen? It is that the
tenure of all property shall be the performance of its dutiea. Why,
when the Conqueror carved out parts of the land and introduced the
feudal system, he said to the recipient, “ You shall have that estate,
but you shall do something for it ; you shall feed ths poor; you shall
endow the Chureh ; you shall defend the land in case of war; and youn
ehall execute justios and maintain truth to the poor for nothing.” It is
all very well to talk of the barbarities of the feudal syatem, and to
tell us that in those days when it flourished s great variety of gross
and grotesque circumstances and great miseries cocurred; hat these
were not the result of the feadal system ; they were the resnlt of the
barbariem of the age. They existed not from the feudal system, but
in spita of the feadal system. The principle of the fendal system, the
principle which was practically operated upon, was the noblest prin-
ciple, the grandest, the most magnificent and benevolent that was ever
conceived by sage, or ever practised by patriot, Why, when we hear
a political economist, or an Anti-Corn-Law Leaguer, or sdme conceited
Liberal reviewer, come forward and tell na s grand discovery of
modern science, twitting and taunting, perhaps, some unhdppy squire
who cannot respond to the alleged discovery—when I hear them say,
as the grc:at discovery of modern science, that “ Property haa its
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duties ag well as its rights,” my answer is that that is but a fechle
Plaginriam of the very principle of that feudal system which yon are
always reviling, Lot me next tell these gentlemen who are so fond of
telling ns that property has its duties as well aa its rights, that
labour also has its rights as well as ith duties. And when I see manses
of property raised in this country which do not recognise that prin-
ciple ; when I find men making fortunes by a method which permits
them (very oftem in o very few years) to purchase the Iands of the
old territorial aristocracy of the counntry, I eannot help remembering
that those millions are nccumulated by a mode which does not recog-
nise it as a duty * to endow the Church, to feed the poor, to gnard
the land, and to execute justice for nothing,” And I cannot help ask-
ing myself, when I hear of all this misery, and of all this suffering ;
when I know that evidence exists in our Parlisment of a state of
demoralieation in the once happy population of this land, which is not
equalled in the moat barbarous countries, which we sappose the more
rnde and uncivilised in Asis are—I cannot help suspecting that this has
arisen becanse property has been permitted to be created and held
without the performance of its duties.

If we recur to the continental system of parcelling out landed
eatates, I want to know how long you can maintain the political
system of the comntry? That estete of the Church which I men-
tioned ; that estate of the poor to which I referred ; that great fabrio-
of judicial rights to which I made allusion; thoae traditionary man--
ners and associations which spring cut of the land, which form the
national charaoter, which form part of the possession of the poor not
to be despised, and which is one of the most imporjant elements of
politioal power—they will tell you * Let it go.” My answer to that
is, *“If it goes, it is revalution, a great, & destrnetive revolution. For
these reasons, gentlemen, I beliove, in that respeot faithfully repre-
senting your sentiments, that I have always upheld thet law which I
think will uphold and maintain the preponderance of the agrienltural
intorests of the country. I do mot wish to conceal the ground upon
which I wish to uphold it. I never attempted to uphoid it by talking
of the .peculinr burthen which, however, I believe, may be legiti~
mately proved, or indulging in many of those arguments in favonr
of the Corn Laws which mey or may not be sound, but which are
always bronght forward with & sort of besitating consciousness which
may be assumed to be connected with futility. I take the only
broad, and onlty safe line, namely, that what we ought to uphold is
thatgthe preponderance of the landed interest has made England;.
that 1t is an immenae eloment of political power and atability; that
we should nover have beon able to undertake the great war in which
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we embarked in the memory of many present; that we counld never
have been able to conquer the greatest military genins the world ever
saw with the greatest means at his disposal, and to hurl him from the
throne, if we had not hed a berritorial aristocracy to give stability to
onr constitution

This whole argument for Protection, which takes it
out of the region of arithmetic and transfers it to the
higher ground of political philosophy, was alien from
the mind of Peel, who was by nature a political econo-
mist, and whose creed, as has well been said, was the
congervatism of the bank and the counting-house, not
of the cloister and the manor-house; and if we would
have the key to Young England in a few words, it was a
revolt against bowrgecis politics, against the hard and
uninteresting aspect which Conservatism in the hands
of Sir Robert Peel was beginning to assume. There
was food for the imagination both in Toryism and
Radicalism ; but not in that sober, prodent, middle-class
compromise, which was rightly described by Mr. Tad-
pole, in Coningsby, as composed of Tory men and Whig
measures.
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CHAPTER IIIL

YOUNG ENGLAND.
1843.

Young England Toryism and Conservatism—Disraeli’s position —
Breach with Peel—Coningsby—The Young England creed—
Didactic eloments in Coningsby--—Ite portraits and types—Tour in
the manufacturing districts—Sybil—Theme of the novel—Dis-
raeli’s political ideal—Young England and the Anglican revival

THE whole of the speech from which the extracts in
the ahove chapter have been taken, and which was
delivered by Mr. Disracli at Shrewsbury on the
9th of May 1843, three months before the first breach
with Sir Robert Peel, is a foreshadowing of the position
which Young England was presendy to assume, and of
the forthcoming indictment against the great Conserva-
tive party, which made the hair of Tadpole and Taper
stand on end. That party had not been true to the prin-
ciples therein sketched out. Itssupport of the Poor Law,
and its issue of the Ecclesiastionl Commission, were
blows strugk at the territorial position of the Church,
acd the authority of the landed gentry, which were,
in Mr. Disracli's eyes, among the most sacred de-
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posits of Toryism. Sir Robert Peel was willing to
establish the supremacy of the House of Commons
over the two other estates of the realm, and the Crdwn
as well. Conservatism, after all, was only Whiggism
under another name. " Why Mr. Disracli did not
discover this before is one of the innumerable ques-
sions in the history of his political opinions to which
no satisfactory answer will ever probably be roturned.
In 1835, when he looked to Sir Robert Peol as
the saviour of the State, the Tamworth Manifesto
and the Ecclesiastical Commission, the objects of his
bitterest scorn and keenest invective in 1848, had both
been issued. Nor could it bhave been only Sir Robert
Peel’s change of opinion on Protection which -made the
difference between Young England Toryism and Conser-
vatism, for, in the first place, Young England was born
before Peel's change of front became apparent, while,
what is much more important, not only had the political
infidelity which it was the object of Young England
to expose nothing whatever to do with such questions
a8 the Corn Laws, but the great statesmen to whom
the new party looked for imspiration—Bolingbroke,
Shelburne, and Pitt—had themselves been free-traders.
Perhaps he waited to see what a Conservative Govern-
ment would bring forth before declaring himsell more
openly. Perhaps he felt some natural reluctance to
break with the only party to which he could look for
political advancement till he felt more sure of the
ground under his own feet, and of his own abiiity to
oreate a party for bimself. At one time it was un-
blushingly asserted, and therefore not unfrequently
believed, that he had applied to Sir Robert Peel for
some appointment in the Government, and ‘that sthe
Prime Minister’s refusal was the cause of his declaration

b I
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of hostilities, This calumpy, however, has been ex-
ploded long ago, and we can only explain his attitude
beteen 1885 and 1843 by falling back.on the simple
expedient of believing that he spoke the truth; -that he
really meant what he said in his letter to the Times,*
which we have already quoted, and in another, which
will be found below; and that, the Tamworth Manifesto
notwithstanding, it was the pristine Toryism of the
time of Anne and George the First that Sir Robert
Peel, omerging from the darkness of 1832, was expected
to restore. That he continued in this faith for the
space of eight years is not, of eourse, to be believed.
Scepticism must have been germinating in his mind
for some years before it broke out into open mutiny.
But at what moment his disbelief in Peelite Conserva-
tism became absolute and final it is, of course, impos-
sible to say.

It was in August 1843 that the storm burst. On
the 9th of that month Sir Robert Peel’s Irish Arms Bill
was read a third time, and Mr. Disraeli, Lord J.
Manners and others commented on it with some
_ severity. In this they were severely taken to task by
the Treasary Bench, and warmly defended by the
Morning Chronicle and the Times. This was the first
open breach, and it was never healed, Apropos of this
affair Mr, Disraeli, writing to the Times, on the 11th of
August 1848, expresses himself to the following
offect :—

I voted for * the industrial messures of Sir Robert Peel Ins year,
and defended them during the present, bocause I believed, and still
belisve, that they were founded on sound principles of commercial
peolioy; principles which were advooated by that groat Tory states-
mun,.l):sord Bolingbroke, in 1718; principles which, in abeyance during

* December 31, 1885,
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+he Whig Government of seventy yoars, wers revived by that great
Tory statesman Mr. Pitt; and, though their progress was distvehed
by war and revolution, which were faithful to the traditional policy of
the Tory Party, sanctioned and dovelopad, on the return of peace and
order, by Lord Liverpool. ILtis not merely with relerence 10 commaer-
<isl policy that I helieve that a recurrence to old Tory principles
would be of great advantage to this country. It Is & specific, in my
opinion, and the only one, for many of those disquietndes which now
- perplox our sosioty. I see no other remedy for that war of olasses
and creeds which now agitatos and menaces us but in an earnest
return to a system which may be described generally as one of
loyalty and reverence, of popular rights and social sympathies.

The young men round about him who shared in those
idess were Lord John Manners, the Hon, George Smythe,
Mr. Bailie Cochrane, and some others; and out of
Parliament they seem to have found a ready sympathiser
in Mr. Henry Hope, of Deepdene, where Disraeli now
spent 8 good deal of his time. Here he and his wife
spent the Christmas of 1840, with many * merry
gambols, oharades, and ghosts”; such a Christmas,
perbaps, as he afterwards describes at Eustace Lyle's,
when Buckhurst was Lord of Misrule. And it was
amid these glades and alleys end in close communion
with these gifted friends that those ideas were ripened,
whick were now to find expression in the most remark-
able political fiotions which our literature has produced.
He writes to his sister from Deepdene, in September
1843, that he is coming to Bradenham, and wants a
workroom. If it does not inconvenience anybody, he
would like to have his old writing-room next t0 hers.

. It may easily be supposed that his request was granted,
and here, amid the beautiful beeoh-woods of his favourite
Buckinghamshire, ke composed Coningsdy.

The main object of Coningsby was to pratest
against the elimination of the royal prerogstive from
our Constitational system, which bad been effected by
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the revolution of 1688, and to recall to the public mind
the® writings of Bolingbroke as representing the true
principles of the Mooarchy,  The downfall of the oli-
garchio system in 1832 might, he thought, pave the way
for the revival of them. But Young England went far-
ther than this. It embraced that emancipation of the
Church from Parliamentary dictation in matters purely -
spiritual, which is now universaliy desired by all sober
and moderate High Churchmen: that maintenance of
ancient local jurisdictions, and, if necessary, the orea-
tion of new ones, which somehow or other the Liberal
-Party, with its unrivelled powers of mystifioation, has
contrived to represent as its owa invention; and thst
improvement in the condition of the labouring classes,
both urban and rural, of which Mr. Disraeli lived to
accomplish much, and whick his successor is now
oceupied in completing.

But it was not so much the particular measures to be
adopted by the Tory party in order to re-establish its
title to be * the popular political confederacy ” of this
country, as the spirit in which the work was to be
undertaken, thai distinguished the teaoching of Young
England. Coningsby told his grandfather that he
wished to see the restoration. of political faith, which,
to Lord Monmonth, was foolishness. But that thess
words, in the year 1844, had a real meaning in the
eyes of sober politicians may be gathered from an
artiole in the Edinburgh Review, vol. 1xxx., in which
the writer says of the old régime: “ This was a system
on which one’s moral nature could repose, a solid
temple in which one counld sincerely worship.” With.
these words may be compared Mr. Gladstone’s :—

Ons of my objocts in thia brief retrospect is to suggest what
party projudico appears to forget, that the true character of cur
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working Parliamentary system is not determined exclusively by
the condition of the franchise and what iz termed the distribation
of seats. Another is o make an apology for those who feltsthat,
in surrendering the former system as a whole, to substitute
for it the scheme of 1832, they were committing themselves to »
series of changes, and not to one alone. The convictions of men like
Mr. Burke, Lord Grenvills, Mr. Canning, Mr. Hallam, in its favour
ropresent something much higher, much more historical, than has
since been, or could be, arrayed in defence of schemes essentially
intermediate and provisional, agsinst forther modification,*

Voila tout. Here iz the whole foundation and
justification of that “unparslled betrayal” in which
so many good Conservatives were only too willing to
believe.

It is true that Mr. Disraeli himself was no admirer of
the old réyime, which fell in 1832. Both the Edin-
burgh Reviewer and Mr. Gladstone would have admitted
that it was worn out. But in at least balf the nation
it did etill inspire resl faith. With all its eorruptions,
with all its exclusiveness and intolerance, were com-
bined great elements of strength, and ancient and glo-
rious associations. It had on its side all the weight of
antiquity, experience, and prescription. Men had sat
under its shadow for many generations, in peace, happi-
ness, and prosperity. It represented distinct principles
which were not mere names; & monarchy which, how-
ever limited, still possessed real power; an aristocracy
which reaily governed, aud a Cburch which was still the
one recognised religion of the nation, and possessed a
legal olaim on the support of the entire people.™ These
were principles, erroneous or otherwise, for which men
felt that they could fight; and the hope of establishing
something in its place, which shonld inspire the like
degree of reverence, and rest on the same sdlid funda.

* Gleanings, vol. i p. 137,
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tions, was the mainspring of the Yonng England oreed.
Mr. Gladstone seems to have come to the conclusion that
this was not possible, and that it was the wisest course
to throw over the past altogether, and go forward to
meet the democracy with open bhands. Mr. Disraeli
and hig party thought otherwise. They hoped that it
was not yet too late to obliterate the traces of mis-
government which had prejudiced the working olasses
against all established institutions, and to rekindle
that attachment to the Throne, the Church, and the
Ianded proprietors of the kingdom, * the natural leaders
of the people,” which, though the flame burned low,
was yet far from being extinct.

In Coningsby, -the dramatic and didactic elements
are not so closely interwoven with each other as not to
admit of being separated, and it is perfectly possible to
convey to the reader a clear idea of the chief positions
which are maintained in it, without trenching on the
province of the literary critic, or anticipating the re-
marks we have to make on the plot, the characters, and
the langueage.

Harry Coningsby is the grandson and only lineal de-
scendant of the Marquis of Monmouth, a great noble of
ocolossal fortune, the incarnation of common sense, cyni-
oism, and selfishness, though disposed to act kindly to
those who do not thwart him ; a worshipper of Pitt, but
practioally a supporter of the later school of Toryism,
which yas developed by the French Revolution. We
are introduced to the boy and the man, the representa-
tives of the old gemeration and the new, in May 1882,
just as the old comstitution was making its expiring
offort. Ang on the character of the Parliamentary Re-
form %vhick the Whigs succeeded in establishing, Mr.
Disraeli has the following very interesting remarks, of
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which much of Mr, Gladstone’s essay on the County
Franchise is only a repetition :— .

When the erowned Northman consulted on the welfare of his king-
dom, he assembled the estates of%his realm. Now an estate is a class
of the nation invested with political rights. There appeared the
estate of the clergy, of the barons, of other classes. In the Scandina-
vian kingdoms to this day, the estate of the peasants sends its repre-
aentatives to the Diet. In England, under the Normans, the Church
and the Baronage were convoked fogether with the estate of the com-
munity, & term which then probably deacribed the inferior holders of
land, whose tennre was not immediate of the Crown. Thia third
estate was s0 numerons that convenience suggested its appearance by
representation; while the others, more limited, appeared, and still
appear, personally. The third estate was reconstructed as circum-
stances developed themselves. Jt was a reform of Parliament
whan the towns were summoned, In treating the House of the third
estate as the House of the People, and not as the House of a privi-
leged class, the Ministry and Parlinment of 1881 virtually conceded
the principle of universal suffrage. In this point of view, the ten-
pound franchice was an arbitrary, irrational, and impolitic qualifcs-
tion. It had, indeed, the merit of simplicity, and so had the
conetitntions of Abb¢ Sidyes. Buat ite immedinte and inevitable
result was Chartism. But if the Ministry and Parliament of 1831
had announced that the time had arrived when the third estate shonld
be enlarged and reconstructed, they wonld have cecupied an intelligible
position ; and if, instead of simplicity of elements in ita reconstruction,
they had sought, on the contrary, varions, and varying, materials,
whioch would have neutralized the painful predominance of any parti-
oular interest in the new echeme, and prevented those banded
jealousies which have been its consequences, the nation would have
found itself in a secare coadition. Axnother class, not less numerons
than the existing one, and invested with privileges not less important,
would have been sdded to the public estates of the realm; and the
bewildering phrass * the People ” would have remained what it really
is, a term of natoral philosophy and not of political science.

Passing over the intermediate years which are taken
up with the boyhood of Coningsby, we come to the
political orisis of 1834-5, which introduces us,to a fine
dissertation on the Duke of Wellington and Sir RoBert
Peel, with an account of the Liverpool Administration
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in its earlier and later stages. In the former it was the
¢ Cabinet of Mediocrities,” which has pow become =
household word. In the latter, *it had come to be
generally esteemed as a body ©f men who for Parliamen-
tary eloquence, official practice, political information,
sagacity in council, and a dae understanding of their
epoch, were inferior to none that had directed the policy
of the Empire since the Revolution.”

At this point Mr. Disraeli enters at once upon the his-
torical and constitutionsal theory for the sake of which the
book was written, and of which the following passage
presents, perhaps, an adequate epitome:—

If we survey the tenmor of the policy of the Liverpool Cabinet
during the latter moiety of its continnance, we shall find its character-
istic fo be a partial recurrence to those frank principles of government
which Mr. Pitt had revived, during the latter part of the last century,
from précedents that had been set us either in practice or in dogma
during ifs earlier period, by statesmon who then not only bore the
title but| professed the opinions of Tories. Execlagrive principles in
the Conetitution and restrictive principles in cormamerce have grown
up together, and have really nothing in common with the ancient
character of our political settlement or the manners and customs
of the English pecple. Confidence in the loyalty of the nation,
testified by munificent grants of rights and franchiscs, and favour to
an expansive system of traffic, were distinctive qualities of the
English sovereignty, mntil the House of Commons usurped the better
portion of ita prerogatives. A widening of our electoral scheme,
great facilities to commerce, and the rescue of ocur Reman Catholie
- fellow-gubjects from the Puritanic yoke, from fetters which have been
fastened on them by English parlinments, in spite of the protests and
exertions of English sovercigns ; these were the three great elementa
and fypdamental truths of the renl Pitt systom—a aystem founded on
the traditions of onr monarchy, and canght from the writings, the
speeches, the councils, of those who, for the sake of these and enalo-
gous benefits, had ever been ansious that the Sovercign of England
should never be degraded into the position of & Venetian Doge. Itis
in tho plugder of the Church that wo must seek for the primary
cansp of our political exclnsion and our commercial restraint. That
unhallowed booty created a factitious aristocracy, ever fearful that
they might be called upon to re-gorge their sacrilogions spoil. To
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prevent this, they took refuge in political religionism, and paltering
with the disturbed conscionces or the pious fantasies of a portion of
the people, they organized thomselves into religious sects. Theas
became the unconseions Prwtorians of their ill-gotten domains. At
the head of these religionists, ‘thay have continued ever since to
govern, or powerfully to influence, this country. They have in that
time pulled down thrones and churches, changed dynaaties, abrogated
and remodelled parliaments; they have disfranchised-Scotland and
confiscated Ireland.” One may admire the vigonr and consistency of
the Whig Party, and recognise in their eareer that unity of purposs
that can only spring from & great principle ; bnt the Whiga introdnced
sectarian religion, sectarian religion led to political exclusion, and
political exclusion was soon accompanied by commercial restraint.

But ever the Government, which was led in one
House by Mr. Canning and Sir Robert Peel, and sup-
ported in the other by the splendid reputation, ripe
sagacity, and disinterested patriotism of the Duke of
Wellington, was not equal to the occasion :—

This Ministry, strong in the confidence of the Sovereign, the Parlia-
ment, and the people, might, by the couragesns promulgation of great
historical truths, have gradually formed s public opinion that would
have permitted them to organize the Tory Party on a broad, s per-
manent, and national basis. Thoey might hove nobly effected a
complete settlement of Ireland, which o shattered section of this very
Cabinet was forced a few years after to do partially, and in an equive-
cating and aquivocal manner. They might have eoncluded a satie—
factory reconstruction of the third estate, withomt producing that
oonvulsion with which, from its violent fabrication, our sccisl system.
still vibrates, Lastly, they might have adjusted the rights and pro-
perties of our national industries in s manner which would have
preventod that fierce and fatal rivalry that is now disturbing every
hearth of the United Kingdom. Wao may, therefore, visit on the
dicher of this Ministry the iatroduction of that new principle and
power into our constitution which nltimately may absorb all—agitation.
This Crbinet, ther, with o much brilliancy on its surface, is the real
parent of the Roman Oatholic Assceiation, the politieal anions, and
the Anti-Corn Law League.

Next comes the Tamworth Manifesto, the acoount of
which ia made the vehicle for a description of Conserva-
tism which, es has been already pointed out, ocontrasts
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strangely with bis opinion of it in 1885, just after that
dacoment had been published,

Conservatism agsumes in theory that everything established shonld
be maintained ; but adopts in practfce that everything that is esta-
blished is indefenaible. To reconcile this theory and this prastice,
they produee what they call * the best bargain”; some arrangement
which has no principle and no purpose, except to obtain a temporary
Inll of agitation, until the mind of the Conservatives, without a gnide
and without an aim, distracted, tempted, and bewildered, is prepared
for another arrangement, equally statesman-like with the preceding
one. Conservatiem was an attempt to carry on affairs by substituting
the felfilment of the duties of offiee for the performance of the fanc-
tions of government ; and t¢ maintain this negative system by the
mere influence of property, reputable private conduct, and what are
called good connections. Conservatiam discards Prescription, shrinks.
from Principle, disavowe Progreas; having rejected all respect for
Antiquity, it offers no redress for the Present, and makes no prepara-
tion for the Fature.

- Two years afterwards Coningsby leaves school, and
during an exocursion in the long vacation through the
Midland counties, falle in with Sidonia. He meets him
at an ian in & forest, where both take refuge from a
thunderstorm—all the clements of romance combining
to lend an interest to the interview—and that day is a
turning point in Coningsby’s career. The stranger—a
Jew of the purest race, and a complete citizen of the
world —knows everything, has been everywhere, and
has seen everybody; & colossal capifalist, aud the
resource of half the statesmen in Europe in their pecu-
niaryedifficulties, be is acquainted with the inner life of
all the Continental Governments, looks on all institu-
tions with a calm, unprejudiced eye, and notes their
merits and defects in the tone of an unconcerned speoc-
tator. The first thing which Coningsby learns from him
is the “influencs of the individual,” and then that
4¢the history of Heroes is the history of Youth."”
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They meet again soon afterwards at Coningsby Castle,
the seat of Lord Monmouth in the North, where
Sidonia gives his pupil some farther lessons in history,
politics, and ethnology, gnd teaches him that theory
of the Jewish race, which took the world as much by
surprise as the theory of the British Coustitution.
Coningsby goes up to Cambridge bent upon “con-
quering knowledge,” and with the foundation to build
upon with which Sidonia had smpplied him, he was
soon equal to the task of opening the minds of his
companions. The following is his first letter to
Buckhurst, Lord Vere, and Lord Henry Sydney :—

Trepeat it [said Coningsby], the great object of the Whig leaders
in England, from the first movement ander Hampden to the last more
suceessful one in 1688, was to establish in England a high aristo-
eratic ropublic, on ‘the model of the Venetian, then the smdy and
admiration of all speculative politicians. Read Harrington, turn over
Algernon Sydney, and you will ses how the minds of the English
leadera in the seventeenth century were saturated with the Yenetian
type. And they at length succecded ; William XII. found them out.
He told the Whig leaders, “I will not be a Doge.” He balanced
parties, He bafled thom as the Puritans baffled them fifty years
befors. The reign of Anne was a struggle betwoen the Venetian and
the Englieh systems. Two great Whig nobles, Argyle and Somersst,
worthy of seats in the Conneil of Ten, forced their severeign on her
death-bod to change the Ministry. They accomplished their object;
they brought in » new family on their own terms. George I. was &
Doge, George I1. was a Doge 3 thoy wers what William XL, » grest
map, wonld not ba. George IIL tried not to be a Doge, but it was
impossible materially to resist the deeply-laid combination He
might get rid of the Whig magnificoes, but he could not rid h‘imulf
of the Venetian constitution. And 2 Venetian constitution did govern
England, from the acceasion of the Honse of Hanover till 1832 Now,
I do not ask you here to relingunish the political temets which in

ordinary times would have been your inheritance. All T say is, the
constitution intreduced by your ancestors having been subverted
by their descendants your contemporaries, beware of stifl holing

Venetian principles of government when yom have not a Venetism
constitntion to govern with.
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Coningsby goes to see his friend Milbank at
Oxford, and his theme is still the same, the degrada-
ddtion of the Monarchy and the Church, the transitory
character of the settlement of 1832, and the possibility
of finding in the Crown a care for ““the moral and
material disorganization " which society presents. For
this purpose, says Coningsby—

I would accastom the public mind to the contemplation of an
exiating though torpid power in the constitution, capable of removing
our social grievances were we to transfer to it those prerogatives
which the Parliament has gradually usurped and used in s manner
which has produced the present material and moral disorganization.
The House of Commons is the hounse of a few; the Soversign is the
sovereign of all.. The proper leader of the peopls is the individual
who site upon the throne,

Representation is not necessarily, or even in a principal sense, par-
linmentary, Parliament is not sitting at this moment, and yet the
nation is represented in its highest as well as in ite most minute
interests. Nob a grievance escapés notice and redress. I see in the
newspaper this morning that a pedagogue has brutally chastised his
pupil. It is & fact known over all England. We must not forget
that a principle of government js reserved for our days, that we
ahall not ind-in our Aristotle, or even in the forests of Taoitus, nor
in onr Saxon Wittenagemotea, nor ir our Plantagenet parlizments.
‘Opinion now is supreme, and Opinion speaks inprint. The represen-
tation of the Press is far more complete than the representation of
Parliament. Parliamentary representation was the happy device of a
ruder age, to whichk it was admirably adapted—an age of semi-
<ivilization, when there was a loading clase in the community—but it
exhibits many symptoms of desuctude. It is controlled by a system
of representation more vigorons and comprehensive, whick abaorbs
ita duties and fulfils them more efficiently, and in which discussion is
pursned on fairer terms, and often with more depth and information.

I we are forced to revolutionise, let na propose to our consideration
the idea of o free monarchy eatablished on fundamental laws, itself
the apex of a vast pile of municipal and local government roling an
educated people, represented by a free and intellectnal press. Before
such & royal authority, snpported by such a national opinton, the
scotional anpmaliea of our ecuntry wonld disappear.

The fature fortunes of Coningsby himself we shall
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refor to at a later stage. But from the above extracts
the reader will be able to discern for himself the nature
of the political system which was recommended in tHe
pages of Coningsby, as a cure for the social chaos
and disintegration which had followed the Reform Bill
of 1832. That subsequent events have justified a
good deal of the language which fifty years ago was
thought fantastic, and even™ puerile, will hardly be
denied. The House of Commons has certainly not
risen in public opinion since Coningsby first saw the
light. Many of the problems therein referred to have
only increased in intensity within the last half century.
Consngsby, therefore, has quite lived down the charges
originally brought against it of having been written
exolusively for effect without any regard to sober
reality, or probability. What was then despised,
ridiculed, and made a butt for the sarcasms of every
fifth-rate political hack who trod the pavement of Pall
Mall has actually come to pass. Toryism hes appealed -
to the people, and appealed with success; the degene-
racy of the Hounse of Commons is admitted and
lamented by all parties; the restoration to local
Jjurisdictions of many of the powers which Parliament
has absorbed into itself is the acknowledged remedy.
And if the progress of events has not strengthened the
prerogative of the Crown, it bas made the * individual”
more powerful, for a modern Prime Minister with a
party majority at his back is much more absolute now
than he was before the Reform Bill. ®
Coningsby was published in the spring of 1844, and
for a time nothing else was talked ebout. Many
years afterwards Mr. Croker pretended that he had
never heard of Comingsby. Let those believe it who
will. The book contained several striking portraits,
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but the most striking of all was Rigby. John Wilson
Croker was Rigby, Lord Henry Sydney was Lord John
Manners, Buckhurst was Bailis Cochrene, Eustace
Lyle, Ambrose Philips. Coningsby was George Smythe.
Beaumanoir, of course, was Belvoir. Bat of all the por-
traits in the gallery Rigby was facile princeps. The
likeness was recognised at once. Whatever might
bo thought of the charges of meanness and base-
ness brought against him, there were some qualities
assigned to him about which there could be no mistake.
His love of contradiction and dictation, his determination
to be always in the right, and to allow no one to be right
exoept himself, were too well known for snyome ae-
quainted with the original to doubt for a moment who
Rigby was. The Duke of Wellington, whose intimacy
with Croker never cooled, said that he once tried to
prove to him that he did not know the difference between
a scarp and a counterscarp. This story by itself is
sufficient to prove that Rigby was no exaggeration.

The clubs rang with the inimitable satire. In every
house in the country which pretended to any interest
in either politics, literature, or fashion, the hook lay
upon the table. Have you read Comingsby? was the
stock question which people asked each other at dinner
parties. And then for Mr. Croker to pretend some
years afterwards that he had never heard of Conm_qsby
is too heavy a tax on our credulity.

But, as types distinct from individuals, the palm is
borne off by the two brothers-in-arms, Tadpole and
Taper; the two political underlings, half hacks, half
adventurers, employed to do the dirty work of the
party, gnd trusted to some extent in oconsequence ;
members of the Carlton, received in society, and rather
courted than otherwise by noble and wealthy outsiders,
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but the inoarnation of all that is lowest and meanest
in public life, mistaking dodges for statesmanship, gnd
party slang for the vocabalary of political wisdom.

But orly half of what Disraeli had in his mind when
he undertook the exposure of Peelite Conservatism was
completed by the publication of Coningsby. In Con-
ingsby we have laid before us the history of English
Parties, and its effect npon the Monarchy and the
Church. We are now fo advance a step farther and
observe its effect upon the people. He had only touched
the fringe of the labour question in Coningsby. Henry
Sydney and his Maypoles, Eustace Lyle and his doles,
were only little prettinesses, which did mot pretend to
go to the root of the mafter. In Sydil he struck a
deeper note.

On the 80th of August 1844, he writes to his sister
that Manchester has invited him to take the chair at
its literary meeting. He accepted the invitation, and
took the opportunity thus afforded him of making a tour
through the manufacturing districts, and inspecling the
working of the factory system with his own eyes. He
was accoripanied by Lord John Manners and the Hon.
George Smythe, and the speeches which they delivered
at Manchester and at Bingley, in Yorkshire, were repub-
lished in 1885, under the title of Young England. On
the title page we read—*‘ As attempts are being made to
persuade the new electors that small farms, allotments,
and opportunities for physical and mental recregtion
ere new inventions of the new Birmingham school of So-
cialistic politicians, it has been thought well to republish
this little volume exaotly as it appeared 40 years ago.””
No editor's name appears on the title page., But we
can scarcely be wrong in essigning that office to Iord
Joha Manaers himself. '
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Near the town of Bingley, Mrs. Ferrand had recently
established some allotments for the benefit of operatives,
.and it was in reference to these that Lord John Manners
spoke some forty-three years®ago, in support of those
views which the Radicals have since stolen from the
Tories, and in which many of the Tories themselves do
not recognise their ancient inheritance. But it is chiefly
in connection with Mr. Disraeli’s observations on the
siate of factory labour that this visit will be remembered,
although his description of * war to the cottage,” in the
pages of his second great political novel, is inferior only
to the vivid picture which he has drawn of the cellars
and garrets, the “ butties” and the *“Tommy shops,”
of our great mining and manufacturing capitals.

The * degradation of the people,” then, is the theme
of Sybil, and in it Mr. Disraeli discovers that pal-
Lation of Chartism which he bed glanced at imn his
speech of 1889, Sybil Gerard is the daughter of an
operative, but both father and daughter are exceptional
members of the ¢lass. Gerard is the descendant of an
ancient family, which has gradually sunk into the ranks
of labour, bat still retains its traditions, and the hope
of regaiving its estates. He is a manly, generous,
good-hearted Radical of the Cobbett type, and leader of
the physical force section of the Chartists. He earns
excellent wages at a mill which is conducted on excep-
tionally bumane and kindly prineiples, and he and bis
dawghter live in a cottage outside the town, quite above
the reach of poverty. They are Roman Catholics, and

. Sybil, young, beautiful, and highly edncated by the Abbess
of a neighbouring convent, is destined for the veil, as
it je totally impossible she could marry in ber own sta-
tion of life. When Sybil, we suppose, is about eigh-
teen, she accidentally makes the acquaintance of Charles
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Egremont, the brother of Lord Marney, the owner of
large estates in the neighbourhood, and one of the wokst
specimens of the worst glass of English aristocracy, a
oynical and selfish utilitarian, whose character is Dis-
raeli’s masterpiece. Charles Egremont, however, ie of
a very different mould. He is so struck with the con-
versation of Gerard, who tells him at their first meeting
that the Queen reigns over ** two nations, the Rich and
the Poor,” that he resolves to see more of the people;
assumes the character of a journalist unattached, snd
takes lodgings near the town of Mowbray. The rest
may easily be imagined. Egremont falls in love with
Sybil, and Sybil and Gerard between them almost con-
vert Egremont. The reader now knows enough to un-
derstend the following extracts, Sybil and Egremont
meet upon an errand of charity, the latter accompanied
by the clergvman of the parish, Mr. St. Lys ;~

¢ You feel deeply for the people,” said Egremont, looking at her
earnestly.

*“And do you not? Your presence here assures me of it,” said
Sybil. <* When I remember what the English people once was; the
trnest, the freest, and the bravest, the best natured and the best
looking, the happiest and most religious race upon the surface of this
globe, and think of them now, with all their crimes and all their
alavish sufferings, their soured aspiritsa and their atunted forms, their
lives without enjoyment and their deaths without hope, I may well
fool for them, even if I were not the daughter of their blood.”

After Egremont has become intimate with the Ge-
rards, their conversation gemerally turns on these
subjects. Gerard tells his friend that England is still
divided Letween the conquerors and the conquered :—

" But do not you think,” said Egremont, “ that neha distinotion
haa long ceased to exist? "

“In what dogree?” asked Gerard. “ Many en-cumltanceu ol‘op-
preasion have doubtless graduslly disappeared; but that has ariven
from the change of mwnners, not from any political recognition of

4 ®
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their injustice. The same course of time which has removed many
engrmities, more shocking, howaver, to cur feelings than to those who
devised and endured them, has simultancously removed many alle-
viating cirenmstances, If the mere baron’s grasp be not se ruthless,
the champion we found in the Churtk is no longer so ready. The
epirit of conquost hns adapted itself to the changing ciremmstances
of ages ; and however jta results vary in form, in degree they are much
- the same.”

¢ But how do they show themselves ? ”

¢ In many circumstances, which concern many clagses; but I epsak
of those whish touch my own order, and therefors I say at once, in
the degradation of the people.”

“ But are the people so degraded?”

% There is more serfdom in England now than at any time since the
Conquest, Iapeak of what passes under my daily eyes when I say
that those who labour can as little choose or change their mastera
now, as when they were born thralle. There are great bodies of the
working classes of this country nearer to the condition of brutes than
they have been at any time since the Conquest. Indeod, I see
nothing to distinguish them from brutes except that their morala are
inforior. Incest and infanticide are as scommon Among them sa among
the lower animale. The domestic principle wanes woaker and weaker
every yoer in England; nor can wo wonder at it when there is no
comfort to cheer and no sentiment to hallow the home.”

“] wae reading 8 work the other day,” said Egremont, < that sta-
tistically proved that the genersl condition of the people was much
better at this moment than it had been at any known peried of
history.” -

«“Ah! yes, I know that style of speculation,” said Gerard.
% Your gentleman who reminds you that & working man has now a
puir of eotton stockings, and that Harry the Eighth himself was not
a8 well off. Af% any rate, the condition of classes must be judged of
by the age, and by their relation with sach other. One need not dwell
on that, I deny the premisses. I deny that the condition of the
main body is better now than st any other pericd of our history;
thaPit is aa good an it has bean at several I say, for instance, the
people were better olothed, better lodged, and better fed juat before
the War of the Roses than they are ai this moment. We know how
an English peasant lived -in those timea; he ate flesh every day, he
never drank water, was woll honsed, and clothed in stout weollens.
Ngr are tlie chronicles necessary to tell us this. The Acts of Parlia-
ment, from the Plantagensts to the Tudors, teach us alike the price of
provisions and the rate of wages; and we ses in a moment that the



YOUNG ENGLAND. 53

wages of those days brought as much sustenance and comfort as a
reasonable man could deaire.”
“] know how deeply you feel upon this snbject,” said Egremcnt,
turning to Sybil. .
. “Indeed it iz the only subjectsthat ever engages my thought,” she
repliod,  except one,”
“ And that one?”

“Is to see the people once more kneel before our Blessed Lady,”
replied Sybil,

As the views expressed in this passage were much ridi-
culed when they first appeared, wo would refer the
reader to an authority that will be allowed to be unim-
peachable : the Report, namely, of the Commission for
Enquiry into the Employment of Women and Children
in Agricuiture, in which the connection of the pea-
santry with the land and their physical condition is
traced from the earliest times down to the present date.
The Blue-book of 1868 fully corroborates the mnovel of
1845, and shows that in this as in many other parti-
culars, both in Coningsdy and Sybdil, which have been
called in question, Mr. Dieraeli’s statements were
founded on acourate knowledge.

Wemust now suppose the Chartist movement to have
reached its beight. The petition has been presented
and rejected, and the people are represented as feeling
that they have nothing more to hope for from either
Party. “ Once,” says the author, “it was other-
wise—
onos the people recogmized a Party in the State whose principles
identified them with the rights and privileges of the multitnde® but
when they found the parochial constitution of the sonntry sacrificed
without & struggle, and s runde assault made on all loosl influences in
order to establish a seversly-organized centralisation, a blow was
given to the infinence of the priest and of the gentleman, the ansient
champions of the pesople against arbitrary couris anl rapagious.

parliaments, from which they will find that it requires no ordinary
conrage and wisdom to reco
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In Sybil the political views of Coningsby are repeated
angl enforced by fresh arguments; and in the conclad-
ing pages the aims of both are thus expressed :—

And thus I conclude the last page of a work which, thongh its form
be light and wnpretending, wonld yet aspire to suggest te ite readars
some considerations of a very opposite character. A yearlago I pre-
sumed to offer to the public some volumes that aimed at calling their
attention to the state of our political parties, their origin/their his-
tory, their present position. In an age of political infidelity, of mean
pasaions, and faulty thoughts, I wounld have impressed apon’the rising
race not to despair, but to seek in a right understanding of the history

" of their country, and in the energies of heroic youth, the 'elementa of
national welfare. The present work advances another step in the
same emprise. From the state of parties, it now wounld draw public
thought to the state of the people whom those parties for two cen-
taries bave governed. The comprehension and the cure of this
greator ovil depend upon the same agencies as the first; it is the
past alone that can explain the present, and it is youth that alone
can mould the remedial futare. The written history of our country
for the last ten reigns has beon a mere phantasm, giving to the origin
and consequence of public transactions a character and eolour in
every respect diesimilar to their natural form and hue, In this
mighty mystery all thoughts and things have assumed an aspect and
title contrary to their real quality and eiyle; Oligarchy has beem
ealled Libarty; an exclusive Priesthood has been christened a
National Church ; Sovercignty has been the title of something that
has had no dominion, while absolute power has been wielded by those
who profese themeolves the servants of the People. In the selflah
strife of factions two great existences have been blotted out of the
history of England, the Monarch and the Multitude; ss the power of
the Orown has diminished the privileges of the People have disap-
poared, till at length the sceptre has become s pageant, and its sub-
ject has degenerated again into a serf. It is nearly fourteen years
ago, in the popular frenzy of a mean and selfish revolution, which
eman®pated neither the Crown nor the People, that I first took the
occasion to intimate, and then to develop, to the first ansembly of my
countrymen that I ever had the honour to address, these convictiona.
They have been misunderstood, as is ever for a season the fate of
Truth, and they have obtained for their promulgator much misrepro-
lenhtlon, asmust ever be the lot of thoss who will not follow the
bonben track of & fallacious custom. Buat Time, that brings ali things,
has brought also to the mind of England some suspicion that the
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idols they have so long worshipped, and the oracles that have so long
delnded them, are not the trus ones. There is a whisper rising in
this conntry that Loyalty is not a phrase, Faith not a delusion, snd
Popular Liberty something more diffasive end snbstantial than the
profans oxercise of the sacred rights of Sovereignty by political
classes, That we may live to see England once more possess a free
monarchy and a privileged and prosperons people is my prayer; that
these groat consequences can onty be brought abont by the energy
and devotion of our youth is my persussion. Wo live in an age when
to be young and to be indiferent can be no longer synonymons. We
must prepare for the coming hour. The claims of the Future are
represented by suffering millions : and the youth of a nation are the
trusteds of Posterity.

I have. given copious extracts from these two novels
because I desired that the author should speak for him-
self. What he intended to convey is clear enough;
how fur he thought it practical is a separate question.

Sybil was published—appropriately—on May Day
1845, and was dedicated to *“‘a perfect wife.” It
attracted little less sattention than Coningsdy, and was
welcomed by the High Church party as an important
contribution to their literature. Lord Ashley, too,
and the promoters of the Factory Acts recognised a
powerful auxiliaryin the hand that drew Hell House
Yard, Diggs’s Tommy Shop, Devil’s Dust, and the
lodgings of Warner, the hand-loom weaver. Hence-
forth Mr. Disracli was everywhere recognised as the
leader of a political and social revival which'did not
allow that the laws of political economy were necessarily,
at all times and all places and under sll circumstances,
of paramount and absolute authority. ;

In what form, or under what conditions, he contem-
plated the realisation of the political ideal sketched
out at this period it is impossible to say. But it is
quite certain that in Coningshy and Sybil, whero he
pushes these views to the farthest point to which he
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ever carried them, he was not contemplating democracy.
He was fond of using the word democracy to denote a
class—not a form of government; and he generally
seems to have meant by it the people in their political
onpacity ; the people invested with politicel rights; and
regarded as a political force. But that they should be
supreme—ut plurimum plurims valeant—was never his
intention for & moment. We can only approach his
meaning by generalising from a large number of state-
ments published in various shapes and uttered at
various times. We were to have a monarchy with real
powers and prerogatives for daily use. The Soversign
was not only to reign, but to govern. Nor did his
speculations peint in the direction of a democratic
despotism, for equally important, in his eyes, with the
revival of the Monarchy and the Chureh, was the main-
tenance of our * territorial constitation,” and the
suthority and jurisdiction of the gentry, a system in-
compatible with despotism in any form. In his later
years he seems to have seen that one-helf of this scheme,
the revival of prerogative, was for the present, at all
events, unattainable; and this conviction must have
modified his views upon the other parts of the system
which constituted the Young England creed. The
extension of popular functions was to be balanced by
the extension of monarchical authority. Unless the
two could be combined he would, perhaps, have recom-
mengded neither. But if the first should become
inevitable, as it did after Lord John Russell re-opened
the Reform Question, then, in the absence of the second,
we must do the best we could with our existing
materials, and not disdain even the help of the oligarchy
to *preserve the balance of the constitution. At the
cost of anticipating events we may be sllowed, perhaps,
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at this point, to quote his speech of 18783, as showing
more clearly than any other passage to which we opn
refer, the degree in which, at the age of sixty-eight, he
still clung to bis origiral convictions, and the form
which they had taken in his mind, after thirty years
experience of progress.

1 believe that the Tery Party at the present time occupies the
‘maost satisfactory position which it has held since the days of its
greatest statesmen, Mr. Pitt and Lord Grenville. It has divested
itself of those excrescences which are not indigenone to its
native growth, but which in a time of long prosperity were the oon-’
sequence partly of negligence, mnd partly, perbaps, in & certain
degrae, of ignorance of its traditions. We are mow emerging from
the fiscal period in which almost sll the public men of this genera-
tion have been brought up. All the questions of Trade and Naviga-
* tion, of the Incidence of Taxation, and of Public Economy, are
settled. But there are other questions not less important, and of
deeper and higher reach and renge, which must soon engage the
attention of the country: the attributes of a constitutional
menarchy—whether the aristocratic principle should be recognised in
our Constitntion, and, if so,in what form? Whether the Commons
of England shall remain an estate of the realm, numercne but privi-
leged, and qualified; or whether they should degenerate into am
indiscriminate multitude? Whether a National Church shall be
mainteined ; and if 8o, what shall be its rightsa and dotiea? The
functions of corporations, the sacredness of endowments, the tenure of
lapded property, the free disposal, and even the existence of any kind
of property, all those institntions, and all those principles which have
made this country free and famous, and conspicuons for its union of
order with liberty, are now impugned, and in due time will become
great and burning questions.

These may fitly be called the last words of Young
England; and they breathe a’ spirit of Conservatism
which thirty years experience had shown to be a
neoessary element even of the most populsr Toryism.

In spite of Mr. Disraeli’s attack upon Rituslism at a
later period of his life, there was much in comman between
the Anglican revival and Young England; dntigham
exquirite matrem was the motto of each. Both
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originated in the same sonrce, the political and religious
latitudinarianism which followed the revolution con-
summated in 1832, as they follow all revolutions. Each
aimed at a revival of faith, by setting up before the
people a better system than the one which had collapsed,
and recalling to their minds what had been the essential
principles of the Church of England in the seventeenth,
and of the Tory party in the eighteenth, century ; and the
work in which Newman explains his own conception of
the attempt ie which he was engaged, might serve,
mulatis mutandis, for an epitome of Mr. Disraeli’s,
“It remaine to be tried,” wrote Newman, in 1837,
‘“whether, what is ocalled Anglo-Catholicism—the
religion of Andrews, Land, Hammood, Butler and
Wilson—is capable of being professed, acted om, and
maintained on a large sphere of action; or whether it
bo a mere modification of a transition state of either
Romanism or popular Protestantism.” So, in 1843, it
remained to be tried—so, at least, thought Young
England—whether the Toryism of the patriot King was
capable of being professed, acted on, end maintained
on a large sphere of action; or whether it was a mere
modification of either Absolutism or Venetianism. That
the experiment has left a real and lasting impression on
English politics, will be allowed, though its influence
has been muoh more indireot and Jmpercept:ble than
that of the Anglican movement; and that it sprang
from some want of which modern sooiety was only half
conscious, may fairly be inferred from the fact that
between Disraeli and Carlyle there is a fundamental
agreement in principle. The ““individual"” of the one
is only * the hero " of the other.
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CHAPTER IV.

SIE BOBERT PEEL AND FREE TRADE.

18456-52.

First direct attack on Peal—The Post Office seandal—DebateTon
sgricoltaral distress—Tour on the Continent--Disraeli’s scono-
mical policy—Fall of Peel's administration—Visit to Belvoir
Castle—~Disraeli leader of the Qpposition—Reconstruction of the
Consorvative party—Speech on the Burdens npon Land—Succeas
of Disraeli's tactics—Social incidents—The Life of Lord George-
Bentinck—The first Derby ministry—Bitterness of the Opposition
—Successea of the Government—The Yondon Press—Rosult of
the general election—The Budget—Defeat of the Governmant

I Bave referred to Mr. Disraeli’s speech on the Irish
Arms Bill in 1848, when he wondered why the descen-
dants of the Cavaliers should persist in governing Ire-
land on the principles of the Puritans. In February
1844, he spoke on Ireland again, when he utiered the
memorable words, “ An absentee aristocraoy, an alien
church, and a starving population—that is the Irish
question.” But it was in June 1844 that he madeshis
first direct attact upon Sir Robert Peel, and began the
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battle, the wounds inflicted in which have soarcely
healed yet.

The speech of the 17th of June was on the Sugar
Duties. In the same session Ministers had been beaten
on a motion of Lord Ashley’s, and Sir Robert had com-
pelled the House to rescind its vote. They were beaten
s second time on the Sugar Duties by Mr. Mills, when
the House was again condemned to a similar act of
self-abasement. Disracli now reminded Sir Robert of
what he had said in 1841, namely, that he bad never
Joined in the anti-slavery cry, and would not then join
in the cheap sugar cry. He had now, said the epeaker,
joined in both, but there was one place where his
ancient predilections were still allowed full play, and
that was on the benches just behind him. * There the
gang is still assembled, and there the thong of the whip
still sounds.”

The pext session, 1845, was an eventful ome. Tt
bogan with the famous * Post Office Scandal,” and
included a great debate on agricultural distress, and
another on the Maynooth Grant. Mr. Disraeli spoke
on all three, but it was rather to the conduot of Sir
Robert Peel than to the merits of the question that he
addressed himself in each case. In the previous year a
complaint had been made to Parliament that the letters
of Mazzini and others had been opened at the General
Post Office by order of the Home Secretary. A com-
mittge of inquiry was appointed, but their report was
considered so unsatisfactory, that in 1845 Mr. T, Dun-
combe, who had moved for the first committes, maved
for another. The motion was defested by a large majo-
rity, and she then returned to the charge by demarding
the*production of the Post Office books. He was again
beaten. But Mr, Disraeli supported him on botk ocea-
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sions, and reproached the Prime Minister with making
a party question of what had nothing to do with perty.
Some ministers, be said, might be excused for acting
in this manner. Ope who had & very emall masjority,
or none at all, might think it necessary to exact strict
obedience. But Sir Robert Peel might be more in-
dulgent. He occupied an impregnable position. He
had no need of a coalition. He had got his own
majority behind him, and he had appropriated the
principles of the Opposition. *“The Right Honour-
able gentleman had caught the Whigs bathing and
walked away with their clothes.” He bhad nothing
to fear from either side. He had the votes of one
and the principles of the other. The sarcasm has
always seemed to me to have been rather dragged in
by the head and shoulders; but at the time it was
irresistible.

About a fortnight afterwards, on the 17th of March,
followed the debate on Agricultural Distress. It was
moved by Mr. Mills * that in the application of surplus
revenue towards relieving the burdens of the country,
due regard should be had to the necessity of affording
relief to the agricultural interest.” In his speech on
this oocasion, Mr, Disraeli was delivered of one of the
most finished and pointed satires which ever fell from
his Jips. Referring to Sir Robert’s change of tone
towards the agricultural interest, he said :—

There is no doubt a difference in the right honourable ynﬁmm’o
demeanour as Leader of the Opposition and as Minister of the Crown.
Bat that’s the old story; you must not conirast too strongly
the hours of conrtship with the years of possession. 'Tis very true
that the right honourable gentleman's conduet is differemt. 1
remember him making his protection speeches. They ¥ere thy best
speschos I ever heard. It was a great thing' to hear the right
hononrable say, “ I would rather be the leader of the gentlemen of
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England than possess the confidence of sovereigns.” That was &
grpnd thing. We don't hear much of the “ gentlemen of England”
now. But what of that? They have the pleasures of memory, the
charm of reminisecences. They were his first love, and thoogh he
may not kneel to them now as in the hour of passion, still they ¢an
recall the past; and nothing ie more useless or unwise than theae
scenes of crimination and reproach, for we know that in all these
cases, when the beloved objeet has ceased to charm, it is in vain to
appeal to the feelings. Yom know that this is true, Every man,
almost, has gone throngh it. My honourable friends reproach the
right honourable gentloman. The right honourable gentleman does
what hecan to keep them quiot ; he sometimes takes refuge in arro-
gant silence, and sometimea ho treats them with hanghty frigidity;
and if they knew anything of human natare, they wounld take the hint
and shut their mounths. PBut they won't. And what then happens?
‘What happens under all such circumstances ? The right honourable
geatleman being compelled to interfere, sends down bis valet, who
says in the genteelest manner, “ Wo ¢can have no whining here !™ And
that, 8ir, is exactly the case of the great agricultural interest—that
beanty which everybody wooed, and one deladed. There i a fatality
in snoh charme, and we now seem to approach the catastrophe of her
eareer. Protection appears to be in abont the same condition that
Protestantism was in 1828, The country will drew its moral. For
my part, if we are to have Free Trade, I, who honour genius, prefer
that such measures should be proposed by the homourable member for
Stockport (Mr. Cobden) than by one who, through skilful parliamen-
tary manmuvres, has tampered with the generous confidence of a
great people, and of a grent party. For myself, I cars not what may
be the result. Dissolve, if you plense, the Parliument you have
betrayed, and appeal to the pecple, who, I believe, mistruat you. For
me there remains this, at least, the opportunity of expressing thus

« publicly tny belief that & Conservative Government is an organized
hypocrisy.

The valet was Mr. Sidney Herbert, and the sting
was -aever either forgotten or forgiven.

Disraeli’s opposition to the Maynooth Grant, accord-
ing to his own statement, broke up the Young Eng-
lend party, but his speech on the second resding is
remgarkable rather for an excursus on Party government
than for any views which it contains on the question

of Roman Qatholic endowment. He warns Sir Robert
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Peel that be ie breaking up the system of Party, and
that the destruction of Party means the destruction of
Parliamentary government. There was plenty to be
said, he added, against®the Party system, omly he
onutioned the House not to undermine it with their
eyes shut, and without seeing what they were about.
The breach betweer the minister and the able and
audacious mutineer who was rapidly forming a party
of his own was now complete, and when, in the
following year Sir Robert abandomed Protection
altogether, even those who had condemuned Mr., Dis-
raeli’s personalities were compelled to acknowledge
his foresight. )

In the antumn of 1845, Mr. Disraeli went abroad again,

and took a bouse for a month or two at Cassel, where
he found bad acoommodation but a fine country and
excellent cookery. ‘* Our cock,” he wrote to his sister,
“ stews pigeons in the most delicious way ; eggs, cloves,
and onions in a red brown sauce, a dish of the time of
‘the Duke of Alva.” Hereturned by Parisin December,
when he had an audience of the King and Queen, and
met Washington Irving, whom he thought vulgar and
stupid. It was while he was at Paris that he heard of
the Ministerial orisis in England, and as the letters to
bis sister break off at this point, we presume he lost no
time in returning to the scene of action.

There is here a gap in the correspondence, which,
_with one exception, extends to the beginning of 1848,
 and we must now turn to the Life of Lord George Ben-
. tinck for Mr. Disraeli's own version of the great Free

Trade struggle. This book was not published till 1852,
But we must avail ourselves of its contents in tracing
the career of Mr. Disraeli, through the two momentous
years whigh intervene between the autumn of 1846 and
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the autumn of 1848. Not that we need linger on them
vpry long. Disraeli took up the position from the firat,
not that Free Trade was in the abstract indefensible, for
hie great heroes, Bolingbrokes Shelburne, and Pitt had
been Free Traders, but that Sir Robert Peel had first of
all betrayed his party and afterwards insulted it; had
violated the understanding on which be had been placed
in power, and then reproached and derided his followers
for adhering to the lessons which he himself had taught
them. It is trane that Disraeli was opposed then, and
was opposed to the last, to the unconditional system of
Free Trade which was preached by the Anti-Corn Law
League, and which had for its avowed object the transfer
of political power from the territorial to the commercial
aristocracy. But the purely economic aspects of the
question he always thought of secondary importance. To
understand his views fully we must go back to his earlier
speecbes. Even in 1843 he told his constituents at
Shrewsbury: “ Your corn laws are only the outwork of a
great system, fixed and established upon your territorial
property ; and the only object the Leaguers have, in
making themselves masters of the outwork, is that they
may easily overcome the citadel.” On the 20th Feb-
ruary 1846, on the-proposal to go into Committee of
the whole House to consider the question of the Corn
Laws, he said :—

1 know that we have been told, and by one who, on this eubject,
should be the highest authority, that we shall derive from this grosat
strufgle not merely the repeal of the Corn Laws, but the transfer of
power from one class to another—to one distingaished for its intelli-
gence and wealth—the manufacturers of England.

And it wes against this transfer that he always took up

hig parable.

I repeat what I have repeated befors, that in this country there are
special reasons why we should not only maintain the balance betwesn
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the two branches ¢f cur national industry, but why we should give &
preponderance—I do not say a predominance, which was the word
ascribed by the honourable member for Manchester to tho noble lord
the member for London, but which he never used—why we should
give a preponderance, for that i? the proper and constitutional word,
to the sgricnltural branch. And the reason is, becaunse in England
we have 5 territorial constitution. We have thrown upon the land
the revenuez of the Church, the administration of justice, and the
ostate of the poor; and this has been done not to gratify the pride,
or pamper the luxury, of the proprietors of the land, but because in a
torritorial constitntion yon,and those whom you have sacceeded, have
found the only security for self-government, the only barrier against
that centralising system which has taken root in other countries,

The importunce of our “ territorial constitution ™ is
the key-note of his ecovomical policy. His speeches
are full of it. And when Sir Robert Peel said that he
would rather be the leader of the country gentlemen of
 England than possess the confidence of princes, he

must have entertained the same high opinion of it as
Mr. Disraeli did. Mr. Gladstone has also given uvs his
own version of the uses of a landed aristocraoy, and here
it is:—

We think that we ought to look forward to bringing about a state
of things in which the landlords of Ireland may assume, or may more
generally assume, the position which is happily held as a class by
landlords in this country—e position marked by residence, by per-
sonal familiarity, and by sympathy among the pecple with whom they
live, by long traditional connection handed on from generation to
goneration, and marked by & constant discharge of duty in every form
that can be suggested—be it as to the administration of justice, be it
a8 to the defence of the country, be it as to the mapply of social, or
or spiritual, or moral, or educational wants; be it for any pur-

pose whatever that is recognised as good or benaﬁcml in a clnllsed
society.

Whether Protective Duties were neoessary to the
support of the class whose existence is 8o beneficial to

* House of Gommona Fobruary 17th, 1870. Speech on Irish Lnnd
Aot
5
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society is another question, and Mr. Disraei would
ceptainly not bave insisted on the affirmative. All he
said was that if the Corn Law of 1815 were repesled,
the land must be relieved of whose peculiar burdens for
which Protection was supposed to compensate. And
the justice of this view seems now to be admitted by all
parties,

Disraeli’s speeches on Free Trade and the Agricaitaral
interest, extending from January 1846 to February 1851,
are remarkable for their breadth and foresight. He,
from the first, scouted Cobden’s idea that the rest of the
world would follow the example of England, pointing
out very pertinently that the rest of the world did not
subordinate every other national consideration to political
economy, and he also uttered a prophecy which thirty
years afterwards he had the gloomy satisfaction of seeing
fulfilled :—

It may be vain now, in the midnight of their intoxication, to tell
them that there will be an awakening of bitterness; it may be idle
now, in the springtide of their economic frenzy, to warn them that
there may be an ebb of trouble. But the dark and inevitable hoanr
will arrive. Then, when their spirit is softened by misfortune, they
will recur to those principles that made England great, and which,
in onr belief, ¢can alone keop England great. Then, too, perchance,
they may remember, not with unkindrpess, those who, betrayed and
deserted, were neither ashamed nor afraid to struggle for the “good
ald canse "—the cause with which are associated principlea the most
popular, sentiments the most entirely national, the cause of labour,
the cause of the people—ihe cause of England.

Mr. Bright said of this speech it was the finest he
had ever heard. It was delivered on the 15th of May
1846, on the third readieg of the Corn Importatior
Bill, and in the spring of 1879, exactly one generation
afterwards, Lord Beaconsfield was called upon to an-
swer & motion in the House of Lords praying for a
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Royal Commission to enquire into Lhe distressed state of
agriculture, * The dark and inevitable hour” had %t
last arrived. But, as he th‘en told his complainants, it was
too late. We conld not retrace our steps. The country
had decided after due deliberation, and by that decision
we were bound. .

[t was at half-past one o’clock on the morning of
Friday, Jupe 26, 1846, that the division was taken
on the Irish Coercion Bill which put an end to Sir
Robert Peel’s Administration, and of which so vivid a
picture has been left us in the Life of Lord George
Bentinck.

But it was not merely their nambers that atracted the anxiouns
observation of the Treasury Bench as the Protectionists passed in
defile before the Minister to the hostile lubby. It was impossible that
he could have marked them withont emotion, the flower of that great
party which had been so proud to follow one who had been so proud
to lead thom., They were men to gain whose hearts, and the hearts
of their fathers, had been the aim and exualtation of hia life. They
had extended to him arn unlimited confidence, and an admiration
without stint. They had stood by him iu the darkest hour, and had
borne him from the deptha of political despair to the proudest of
living positions. Right or wrong, they were men of honour, breed-
ing, and refinement, high and generous character, grest weight and
station in the country, which they had ever placed at his disposal.
They had been not only his followers but his friends, had joined in the
seme pastimes, drank from the same cup, and in the pleasantness of
private lifo had often forgotten together the cares and strife of politics.
He must havo felt something of this while the Manners, the Somersets,
the Bentincks, the Lowthers, and the Lennoxes paased before him. And
those country gentlemen, those gentlemen of Englend, of whom, but
five years ago the very same building was ringing with his pride of
being the leader—if his heart were hardened to Sir Charles-Burroll,
Sir William Jolliffe, Sir Charles Knightly, Sir John Trollope, Sir
Edward Kerrison, Sir John Tyrreil, he surely must have had a
pang when his eye rested on Sir John Yarde Buller, his choice and
pattern country gentleman, whom he had himself selected and invided
Lut six years back to move s vote of want of confidence in the Whig
Government, in order, ngainat the feeling of the Court to inatall Sir

5*
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Robert Peel in their stead, They trooped on: all the men of metal
and Iarge-acred squires whose spirit he had so often quickened,
and whose connsel he had so often solicited in his fins Conservative
speeches in Whitehall Gardens: Mr. Bankes, with a parlinmentary
name of two centuries ; ond Mr. Christopher from that broad Lin-
colnshire which Protoction had created; and the Mileses and the Hen-
loys were there; and the Duncombes, the Liddells, and the Yorkes;
and Devon had sent there the stout heart of Mr. Buek, and Wiltshire
the pleasant presonce of Walter Long. Mr. Newdegate waa there,
whom Sir Robert had himself recommended to the confidence of the
electors of Warwickshirs, as one of whom he had the highest hopes;
and Mr, Alderman Thompson was there, who, also throngh Sir
Robert's selection, had seconded the assanlt npon the Whigs, led on
by Sir John Buller. But the list is too long, or good names remain
behind.

The Government were beaten by amajority of seventy-
three. ‘When Sir Robert was told, as he sat upon the
Treasury Bench before the numbers were announced,
‘“be did not reply, or even turn his head. He looked
very grave and extended his chin, as was his habit when
he was annoyed, and cared not to speak. +He began to
comprehend bis position, and that the Emperor was
without his army.”

During the recess Disraeli paid a visit to the Duke
of Rutland at Belvoir Castle, which he seems then to
have seen for the first time. On the 10th of August
he writes to his sister :—

I thought you would like to have o line from Beanmanoir, though
it is not in the least like Besumanoir, but Coningsby Castle to the
very life; gorgeous (Glothic of a quarter of o century past, and slopes
and ghrubbéries like Windsor; the goneral view, however, notwith-
standing the absence of the Thames, much finer. Granby and myself
arrived here in a fly on Thursday, and were received by two rows of
servanta, bowing ns we passed, whioch vory much reminded me of the
arrival of Coningsby himeelf. Nothing can be more aminble than the
tamily here, agreeable and acoomplished besidea. George Bentinck
wdit off this morning at dawn, the Duke of Richmond on Saturday.
On that day we rode over to Harlaxton Maner, a chitean of Frangois
I.'s time, now erecting by a Mr. Grogory. Yosterdsy, after the pri.
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yate ohapel, we lionised the Castle, which I prefer to Windsor, as the
roome, in proportion to the general edifice, are larger and more mag-
nificent, Afterwards to the Belvoir kennel, which itself reqnirell a
dsy.

At the General Election of 1847, Mr. Disraeli, as we
have seen, was returned for Buckinghamshire, and in &
speech delivered at Aylesbury on the 26th of June, he
drew that distinction between Liberal opinions and
popular principles, of which his subsequent career
afforded many singular illustrations.

For one session Lord George Bentinck, chiefly through
the exertions of Disraeli, was the leader of the Proteo-
tionist party, But the vote which he gave in 1847 in
favour of the Jew Bill cost him his place, or rather
evoked remonstrances which led to his resignation of it..
Lord Stanley was consulted on the choice of his suc-
cessor, but refused to interfere, and altimately, ao-
cording to Grevills, the choice fell upon Lord Granby.
But be seems to have been a roi faindant. Lord George
Bentinck at the opening of next session took his seat
below the gangway, Disraeli still retaining his own on
the front Opposition bench ; but the Opposition was in
reality *“ acephalous” as Greville calls it, Throughout
this session there was no practicel chief. But Disraeli
was rapidly showing that there could be only one. On
the 20th August he made a speech on Foreign Policy,
which even Greville, an unwilling witness, allows to
have been & ‘¢ very brilliant one.” Ten days afterwards
he spoke again, on the ‘' Labours of the session,” and it
was this speech to which he himself always attributed
his being invested with the leadership after the death of
Lord George Beutinck. This took place in Septetaber
1848, and had Lord Granby really been leader, Lord
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George's death would have made no difference—would
haye occasioned no necessity, that is, for choosing a new
one. Such however, was ils consequence. And’ on
January 1849 the party met Cor that purpose. Lord
Granby himself was one of the first to propose Disraeli.
The Duke of Newcastle, the Duke of Richmond, Mr.
Miles, and Mr. Bankes, are also named in his letter,
to his sister, as having urged his qualifications on
Lord Stanley. Disraeli himself says * the only awk-
ward thing now is Stanley’s position in consequence of
his first rash letter.” That letter may be conjectured to
have been the one which he wrote when applied to the
year before on the resignation of Lord G. Bentinck.
At page 165 of vol. iii. of the Croker Papers is to be
found a letter from Lord George Bentinck to Croker, of
the date of Marol 2nd, 1848, from which it might be
inferred that Lord Stanley was at that time opposed to
the pretensions of Mr. Disraeli, Lord George, after a
high encomium on Mr. Disraeli’s oratory, records his
conviction that, ““in spite of Lord Stanley ” and others,
it will end in Disraeli being leader of the party before
two sessions ere over. The prediction was fulfilled in
less than half the time. And Lord Stanley very soon
saw that he was the right man in the right place, and
for the remainder of his life never failed on every
oceasion to do justice to his genius and his character.
In 1849, then, he took his seat in the House of
Commons as the acknowledged Leader of the Oppo-
sition; and mow began his great work—the recon-
struction of the Conservative Party. The following
is his own account of the steps which he took for
that purpose. After the General Election of 1847,
the bumber of supporters on whom the Leader of the
Oppositien could rely hardly exceeded one hundred and
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fifty. On his motion on Irish Railways, in 1848, the
great trial of strength for the session, Lord Geoyge
Bentinck only cerried a hundred and eighteen members
into the lobby with hid. But there were still more
than a hundred Peelites who belonged to the landed
interest, and who, on all subjects but one, were still
ethorougb-going Conservatives. To accustom them to
find themselves in the same lobby with their former
associates was Disraeli’s first object, and he began with
a motion for a Select Committee to inquire into the
“ Burdens upon Land,” on the unequal pressure of
taxation on the agricultural classes. The existence of
considerable distress amoong the farmers was admitted
on both sides of the House. The Peelites, as country
gentlemen, were deeply interested in obtaining compen-
sation for their tenantry. Any project of this kind,
undarkened by the shadow of Protection, they were
bound to support; and when the division took place
it justified Mr. Disraeli’s foresight, as it gave him an
increase of forty votes over the best division which the
Conservatives had to show since the dissolution. The
speech which he made upon this occasion is perbaps the
most truly eloquent of all his great speeches on the
subject. It breathes what are rarely found together,
genuine feeling combined with brilliant rhetoric.

The agriculturists [he said] bave not forgotten that they have heen
spoken of in terms of contempt by Ministera of State—ay, even by a
son of ome of their greatest houses: a house that always loves the
Iand, and that the lapd still loves. They have not forgotten that
thoy have been held up to public odiumand reprobation by triem-
phaot demagogues. They have not forgotten that their moble
industry, which in the old days was considered the invention of gods
and the occupation of herces, has been stigmatised and denouncpd as
an incubus upon English enterprise. They have not forgotten that
even the very empire that was creatoed by the valour and the devotion
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of their fathers has been held up to public hatred, as a enmbersome
and ensanguined machinery, only devised to pamper the lnxury and
fepd the rapacity of our territorial houses,

You think that you may tfrust their proverbial loyalty, ‘frust
their loyalty, but do not abnse it. Thyir conduet to you has exhibited
no hostile feeling, notwithstanding the political changes that have
abounded of late years, and all apparently to & diminution of their
powers. They have inscribed a homely sentence on their rural ban-
ners; but it is one which, if I mistake not, is already again touchin&
the heart and convincing the reason of England —*¢ Live and Let Live.
@ Your system and theirs are exactly contrary. They iavite * union.”
They believe that nationa] prosperity can only be produced by the
prosperity of all classes. You prefer to remain in isolated splendour
and solitary magnificence, But, believe me, I speak not as your
enemy, when I say that it will be an exception to the principles whick
seem hitherto to have ruled society, if you can sncceed in maintaining
the success at which you aim without the possession of that perma-
nence and -stability which the territorial primciple alene can afford.
Although you may for a moment flourish after their destruction—
althongh your ports may be filled with shipping, your factories
smoke on every plain, and your forges flame in every city—I see no
reason why you should form an exception to that which the page of
history has mournfully recorded ; that you, too, should not fade like the
Tyrian dye, and monlder like the Venetian palaces. But united with
the land, you will obtain the best and surest foundation npon which
to build your enduring welfare. Yon will find in that interest a conn-
geller in all your tronbles, in danger your undannted champion, and
in adversity your steady customer. If is to assist in producing this
resnlt, Sir, that I am about to place these resolutions ir your hands.
I wish to see the agriculture, the commerce, and the manunfactures of
England, not adversaries, but co-mates and partners, and rivals only
in the ardour of their patriotism and in the aetivity of their public
gpirit.

In the following year, on the 19th of February 1850, he
returned to the charge with resolutions recommending
a large remission of local taxation. On this oceasion he
enlisted the support of Mr. Gladstoue, and, on a division,
the numbers were 273 to 252, a majority of only 21. In
185#, the agricultural distress being acknowledged in the
Queen's Speech, Mr. Disraeli on the 11tk of February,
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moved that Ministers shonld be called on to introduce
some remedial measures in conformity with the language
which they had advised Her Majesty to employ ; and on
this occasion the Ministdrial majority sank as low as
fourteen—267 members following Mr. Disraeli’s banner,
and 281 the Government. The Opposition strength
bad now risen from 189 in 1849 to 267 in 1851. Lord
John Russell became anxious to escape from a position
which was no longer either necessary to the public or
creditable to himself, and he seized the opportunity
presented by his defeat on the Counnty Franchise ques-
tion, to place his resignation in Her Majesty’s hands.
The Queen sent for Lord Derby, who, not without some
slur, as it was thought, upon his own culleagues in bath
Houses, declined to take office, and the Whigs held on
for another session.

Buot Mr. Disrseli had achieved his task. He had
raised the Conservative Party from the dust, and
restored its energy, its self-respect, and its status in the
country as & great political connection. And he had
done this under disadvantages such as no other states-
man engaged in a simijar undertaking had ever experi-
enced before. Sir Robert Peel’s recoustruction of the
party after 1832 certainly cannot be compared to it.
Half the great statesmen whom the country bad locked
up to for years were Lis colleagues or confederates,
The Church, disgusted by the ecclesiastical policy of
the Whigs, was on his side to a man, Popular distyess
resulting in Charlism, also told against the Government,
in 1848 every one of these advantages was on the other
side. The experienced Conservative statesmen whom
Peel had trained to affairs stood sullenly aloof; a large
and influeutial section of the Church of England believid
itgelf represented by these gentlemen. The agricultural
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distress which undoubtedly prevaiied at that time made
the victorious interests of the country still more jealous
of Lord Derby. In the teeth of these difficuities,
he bad restored to the shatftred and dispirited rem-
nant which still called itself the Conservative Party,
something like the dimensious, the cohesion, and the
dignity" of a regular Opposition, who were now not
unwilling to try a fall with their opponeats, or to
take the judgment of the country on their respective
merits. :

In 1850 and 1851 the letters to Sarah Disraeli contain
a good den] of social matter gs well as political, that is of
much interest. In January he went again to Belvoir,
whers he seems to have witnessed, for the first time, the
spectacle of the hunting-men dining in their red costs,
From Belvoir he went on to Burghley, which he
admired very much. *The-exterior of Burghley is
faultless, so vast, and so fantastic, and in such fine
condition, that the masonry seems but of yesterday.
In the midst of a vast park, ancient timber in profa-
fusion, gigantic oaks of the days of the Lord
Treasurer, and an extensive lake. The plate mar-
velions.” By the end of March he was at Hughenden,
where some hitch seema to have occurred in his Par-
liamentary position, He writes, “If I canuot lead the
party after the liolidays, I had better retire altogether.””
This probably refers to some obscure party discussion,
whigh is now forgotten, though no doubt men were
busy at work trying to trip him up during the whole
three years which preceded 1852. In May we find
him &t the house of Sir William Jolliffe near Petersfield,
* & beautiful home, and a still more beautiful family
of*all sges from three to twenty, and nll good-look-

ing.
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In September 1850 he receives two immense chests
from the Duke of Portland, containing Lord George
Bentfock's papers, and in Qctober he has made a good
start with the Biography.' His letters are dated from
Hughenden, and -tell of the beautiful sutumn, and the
gorgeous tints of the beech-woods which girdled his
country home.

In Jenuary 1851, Lord Stanley, the present Lord
Derby, came to stay with bim in Buckinghamshire,
and found it very charming ‘‘after Lancashire.”
At this time, Mr. and Mrs. Disracli, oddly enough,
kept no horses, and the statesman snd bis guest had
to make their excursion on foot. They visited Great
Hampden, Wycombe Abbey, Denner Hill, and other
places of interest, and returned fo town for the
meeting of Parliament in February. In a letter dated
February 26th, there is an allusion to the speech of
the 11th, which has been already described, coupled
. with an anpecdote of Croker, which reminds one of
Coningsby. * Croker met me and nearly embraced
me. I hardly recognised him. He said the speech
was ‘the speech of a statesmen, and the reply was
the reply of a wit.” How very singular,” adds the
writer. After the portrait of Mr. Rigby, it certainly
was.

The Life of Lord George was published at the end.
of December 1851, and independently of the great
interest attaching to the political career of this very:
gingular man, the work contains a portrait of Sir
Robert Peel which has often been thought the painter’s
wasterpiece, and a chapter on the Jews, in which he
unfolds the views first propounded in Cuningsby and
Tancred with even wmore precision, more earnestness,
and greater power of argument than he places in the
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mouth of Sidonia. He winds up the character of Peel
ip the following memorable words :—

One cannot say of Sir Robert Peel, notwithatanding his umrivalled
powers of despatching affairs, that He wag the grestest minister that
this country ever produced, bacause, twico placed at the helm, and
on the secend occasion with the Court and the Parliament equally
devoted to him, he never could maintain himself in power. Nor,
notwithstanding his consummate parliamentary tactics, can he be
described as the greatest party leader that ever flourished among us,
for he contrived to destroy the most compact, powerful, and devoted
party that ever followed a British statesman. Certainly, notwith-
standing his grest sway in debate, we cannot recognize him as our
groatest orator, for in many of the supreme requisites of oratory he
was gingularly deficient. Bat what he really was, and what posterity
will acknowledge him to have been, is the greatest Member of Parlia-
ment that ever lived,

He anticipates the conversion of the Jews, or rather,
to use his own words, that they will accept the whole
of their religion instead of only the half of it, as they
gradually grow more familiar with the true history and
charecter of the New Testament. And he lays great
stress on the fact that the non-Christian Jews at the
present day are for the most part descendants of the
earlier exiles, whose ancestors never heard of Christ tiil
centuries after the crucifixion, when His religion ap-
proached them in the guise of a persecution. “1Itis
improbable,” he thinks, * that any descendants of the
Jews of Palestine exist who disbelieve in Christ.” His
appeel to men of his own race is an example in his best
style :—

Perhaps, too, in this enlightened age, as his mind expands, and he
takes a comprehensive view of this period of progress, tho pupil of
Moges may ask himself whether all the princes of the honse of David
have done so much for the Jews as that Prince who was crucified on
CaJvary? Had it not been for Him, the Jews would have been com-

paratively unknown, or known only as a high Oriental casts which
had loat ita country. Has not He made their history the mont famous
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in the world? Has not He hung up their laws in every temple? Has
not He vindicated all their wrongs? Has not he avenged the victory
of Tmm and conquered the Cmsars? What successes did they anM-
cipate "from their Messiah ? The wildest dreams of their rabbis have
been far exceeded. Has not Jdsns conquered Eunrcpe and changed
its name into Christendom? All countries that rsfmse the
Cross wither, while the whole of the New World is devoted to the
Semitic principle and its most glorions offspring the Jewish faith ; and
the time will come when the vast communities and countleas myriads
of America and Australia, looking npon Europs as Europe now looks
upon Greece, and wondering how so small a apace counld have achisved
such great deeds, will still find musie in the songs of Sion and sclace
in the parables of Galilee.

Disraeli did not think that Lord George Bentinck
would have succeeded as a party leader. Though with-
out vanity, he was remarkable for obstinacy. His
mind, he said, bad little flexibility. He was no orator,
end his early education bhad not been of a kind to
qualify. him for Parliamentary distinction. His clear
head, his strong memory, bis wonderful powers of acqui-
sition, and his undaunted courage and perseverance,
made him a very useful leader of the Protectionists
in the time of their trials, but would not have been
sufficient for the permanent leadership of a party.

In 1852 occurred the famous quarrel between Lord
Jobn Russell and Lord Palmerston on the subject of the
Coup d'état, followed by the retirement of the latter from
the Foreign Office. Lord Palmerston did not mince mat-
ters. He made no secret of his intention to ** have his
tit-for-tat with Jobn Russell”—and an opportunity
occurring on the Militia Bill, introduced by Govemment
he put him in a mivority acd out of office at the same
time, Now comes the first Derby Ministry, and a very
memorable chapter in Mr. Disraeli’s life. The change
of Government took place at the end of February, 2nd
the new arrangements were very speedily completed.
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Mr. Disraelij became Chancellor of the Exchequer
apd Leader of the House of Commons. His colleagues
in the lower House were, with one or two except{ons,
men whom he had silently sivizled out, during the past
four or five years, as well qualified for office; nor was
his knowledge of human nature at fanlt. In Mr. Henley
and Sir John Pakington especially he found two as
able administrators as could be found among the
veterans of the Opposition. It was unfortunate that
Lord Derby was cemparatively unacquainted with the
personnel of his party in the lower House. It is said
that of some of the gentlemen recommended by the
lvader of that assembly he had never even heard the
names. Eleven of them were sworn-in Privy Councillors
on the same day. And it was owing to this circumstance
that Lord Derby always seemed to think it impossible
that he could carry on a Government without the help
of Mr. Gladstone or Lord Palmersion. His followers
were justly mortified, as may be read in the Memoirs of
Lord Malmesbury, who now becomes. our most, trust-
worthy authority for the Parlinmentary history of the -
period. The new Chancellor of the Exchequer, however,
had no such misgivings. He was in the highest spirits,
and declared that * he felt like a girl going to her first
ball.” The new Ministry was constituted as follows:—

First Lord of the Treasury, Earl of Derby.

Lord Chancellor, Lord St. Leonards.

Chancellor of the Exchequer, Mr. Disraeli.

* President of Council, Earl of Lonsdale.

Privy Seal, Marquis of Salisbury.

Foreign Secretary, Earl of Malmesbury.

Home Secretary, Mr. Spencer Walpole,

¢ First Lord of the Admiralty, The Duke of North-
umberland.
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Colonial Secretary, Sir Jobn Pakington.

President of Board of Customs, Mr. Herries.

First Commissioner of Works, Lord John Manners,
v

These were the Cabinet. Mr. Henley was President
of the Board of Contrecl ; and the Law Officers of the
Crown were Sir Frederick Thesiger and Sir Fitzroy
Kelly.

Thne new Ministry ought not to have been the object
of any special hostility. They had not taken office till
it was forced upon them. The previous Administration
was not turned out; it fell to pieces of its own accord.
The change was not due to any personal intervention of
the Sovereign, as in 1884, or to any stroke of party
vengeance, as in 1846. The Ministry of Lord John
Russell was too weak 10 carry on the Government, and
nobody was better aware of the fact than Lord John
Russell himself. He was even anxious to escape from
his position, yet no sooner we