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bat no soomer is an endeavour made to
give the nation the benefit of a free
trade in corn, than the whole host ot
landholders rises up in wrath; minis-
ters tremble for their seats ; upon one
excuse or another, the measure is post-
poned from session to session, and the
power of the aristocracy wielded to the
defeat, even of the influence of the crown,
and to the general injury of the comma-
nity. This, however, is probably what
Mr. J. E. Denison approves of under the
name of the influence of property; in
America, he tells us, property loses its
influence, and is less respected than
here*. As we have never heard of any
thing like a disposition to impugn the
institution of property in America, or any
complaiuts of insecurity of ownership,
even among the back settlements, we
conclude that when the hon. gent. says
property, he means men of property
who have no claim to respect but the
purses which they brandish; indeed, he
s constrained immediately afterwards to
admit, that by some means, the system
there “works well”” We can scarcely
wonder at his inability to comprehend
what the means are, when we find the
following passage in the New York
Gazette of October 13, 1824.

¢ Messrs. Stanley, Wortley, and Deni-
¢ gon, Members of the British Parlia-
“ ment, have arrived in Boston from
¢ Canada, on their way to New York.
¢ These gentlemen travel too rapidly to
“ obtain any very accurate knowledge;
¢ if their object is merely amusemcnt,
¢ that may be answered.”
. Mr. Ross, with whom we shall con-
clyde, has a very short argument againat
those who call for any better security for
good government. According fo him,
none but the ignorant classes desire any
change; ‘those who are most distin-
¢ guished for the virtue and quiet of their
ff lives, the dignity of their characters,
““ and the splendour of their talents, are
*“ opposed to the change which it is
“ sought to introduce +.” We are ata
loss which most to admire, the modesty,
impartiality, and truth of the assertion,
or the relevancy of the argument; an-
swer, of course, we can find none ; and
we must, therefore, leave the enthymeme
to those among whom it will, ne doubt,
produce a deep effect—the virtuous, quiet,

”
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and talented class —who draw so mrgély
on the purses and patience of the com-
munity, snd for whose use, it seems to
be established, the community was cre-
ated.

—— —

Summary Retiew of the Conduct ard
Measures of the Seventh Imperiul

Parliament.

Ix taking a view of the proceedings of
the late parliament, and considering ef-
fects in conjunction with their causes, we
shall presume, that our readers are aware
of the acknowledged prineiple upon which
all our reasoning, with respect to the ac-
tions of men, and our rules for modelling
their conduct, are founded.

That principle is, that men are go-
verned by motives: this is only saying,
in other words, tuat they are governed
by their interests; and it will best suit
the expression of those reflections, which
will occupy the subsequent part of thw
disquisition, to use the former of these
terms in place of the latter; the interest
being the primary thing— the motive
only secondary and derivative ; the is-
terest, the actuating ingredient—the mo-
tive, but the view which the mind wkes
of the interest,

We desire to avoid all controverted
points on this subject, and merely 10 ex-
plain distinctly the sense in which we
wish to be understood. 'T'hus, if asy
one should insist upon it, that men e
not universally governed by their interests,
and that many men, in many acts of thess
lives, act from sympathy, and the dictates
of virtue, in opposition to their interesta,
we are not at all disposed to coauovert
their opinions, because there can be no
doubt, that in the sense in which they
understand the words, their propositica
is true, how much soever it disguives
the real nature af the pheaomena.

It is not less true, with respect ta
every man, that, of the whole actioas of
his life, by far the greater number are
determined by views of interest, in the
ordinary sense of the word ; the aliure-
ments of pleasure, the aversion to pais,
the desire of wealth, power, reputavoe,
and so on: nor, with respect to a large
body of men of any description, that of
their actions, upon the whole, interest, in
this very eense, will be the goveming

principle,
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. When men are combined into an act-
ing body, and have a kind of principle of
unity bestowed upon them, it is univer-
sally recognized, that the interest of the
body is the ruling principle of action.
Their sympathies are with one another,
not with those exterior patties whose in-
terests come in competition with theirs.
And as for virtue, in their case, who
knows not, that in most minds, virtue
cousists in doing good to those with whom
we sympathize? If there i> any class of
sensitive creaturee, totally removed from
our sympathies, we little regard the effects
which our actions may have upon them.

This doctrine, which it would be
highly instructive to illustrate at greater
length, we must take as conceded. In
truth, to deny it, would be to deny the
very principle upon which government
is founded. The principle upon which
government is founded, is, that men,
generally taken, will 'not only prefer their
own interests to those of other men, but,
when tbey can, will sacrifice the interests
of other men to their own. Government,
in all its shapes, is but an organization of
means for checking the operation of this
Ppropensity ;- in most instances, it is true,
a wretched organization.

. In considering, in a general point of
view, any part of the proceedings of the
parliament of England, the House of
Commons, of course, is the first object
of attention. It is nmot incumbent upon
us here to explain in what manner the
House of Commons has become the main
spring in the government of England:
it is sufficient for us to recognize it as
the fact—a fact, neither disputable nor
disputed.

rom the mode in which the suffrage
for members to the House of Commons
13 distributed, and in which the business
of the election is performed, it has been
found possible and easy, for the leading
families in the country, to establish such
‘an influence over the electors in all the
counties, and in a great proportion of the
towns, that they can return as members
for those places, the persons of their
choice. “This they do for one parliament
alter another, without end. And this, it
1s evident, is nomination—hereditary no-
mination, under certain forms—which,
though at times they are troublesome
and expensive, are, nevertheless, deemed
Decessary, in order to disguise the reality
under false appearance.
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There may be some doubt as to the.
precise extent to which this virtual nomi-.
nation is carried. But for the settling of:
this dispute, any portion of the time.of
our readers or ourselves would be un-
profitably bestowed. There is no deubt
that it extends to much more than a ma-.
jority of the members; and this is alk
which it is material to hnow. Whether
the minority consists of a few less or
more, is not of the smallest consequence
with regard to the general nature and
tendency of the acts of the assembly.

Of that portien of the House of Com-
mons, which is not returned by the lead«
ing families, the greater part consists of
men of large fortunes, who can afford, by
dint of money, to create a temporary in-
fluence in those places where no great
fumily has established a permanent one;
and, in a few places, the election is mada
under more or less of the real opinion of
the electors ; their opinion of the fitness
or unfitness of the individual to whom
their votes are tendered. :

Of those two portions of the House of
Commons—that which is nominated by
the leading families, and that which is not
nominated by them—the latter is that
alone about the nature and force of whose
actions any doubt can exist. .

The maiter of fact and experience is,
that of the members who do not sit by
the nomination of the leading families,
the greater number are prone to act along
with them, and pride themselves in hold-
ing a place in their ranks. As far as
these men are concerned, the interest
which shapes the actions of those who
are nominated by the leading families,
does not experience opposition, but sup-

ort.
P When a legislative asvembly is so com-
posed, that one interest actuates one por-
tion of it—another, another; but oue-of
these portions is a great majority ; it nes
cessarily follows, that the interest of the
major part is that which predominates in
the whole. Whatever proposition, fa-
vourable to their own interest, the majar
part wish o carry, they always can carry,
notwithstanding any injury it may import
to the minor part, and the rest of the com-
munity, and notwithstanding any opposi-
tion which it may be in the power of the
minor part to make to it.. On the other
hand, any proposition which the minar
part may introduce, howeverconducive to
public good, the major. part, if it:threatens
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any infringement of their advantages, have
at once the motive and the power to
throw out.

In a legislative assembly, in which the
great majority are leagued in the aristo-
cratical interest, the situation of the mino-
rity, who represent the general interest,
whether, in point of numbers, they are
considerable or inconsiderable, is not that
of legislators. It is mere imposture to
eall it so. Their combined votesin fa-
vour of any measure, to which the aris-
tocratical interest are opposed, are wholly
ineffectual to carry it. 'Their votes, in
favour of any measure to which the aris-
tocratical interest are inclined, are useless,
because the measure would be as certainly
carried without their votes, as with them,
Voting, in these circumstances, is wholly
without effect. It is, therefore, a mere
nullity. As well might a man act the
farce of voting in a desert, where there is
nobody to see or to hear him. But if the
voting of the minor part in such an
assembly be a mere nullity, their speaking
is not. They may still advocate good
measures. 'Their place, therefore, in the
legislative assembly, is that of legislators
in form only, and with a fraudulent effect,
They have but one real function—that of
advocates for the general interest; and
they would be much more favourably
situated for the performance of this posi-
tive service if they were relieved from
their mock character of legislators,

As the character, then, of the English
House of Commons is, beyond all contro-
versy, that of an aristocratical hereditary
assembly, with a few advocates of the
general interest, allowed to be heard
among them, we are a little prepared to
Judge what sort of actions are to be ex-
pected from them ; and, in reviewing the
proceedings of the last parliament, toshew
pretty accurately the conuoexion between
causes and effucts,

It must be supposed, that by a legis-
Jlature, in which the ariatocratical interest
‘had so long and so largely predominated,
the machinery of government, and all its
workings, would long ago have been put
into the state the most favourable to the
interests of the aristocracy, which aristo-
cratical wits, matched with the circum-
‘stances of the times, could bring them to;
and that in this state they were found at
the commencement of the last parliament,

This being the case, it is impossible not
to see what muat have been the predomi-

CONSTITUTION.—Conduct of the lute Parliament.

nating purpose of that assembly, through-
out: that it must have been, to keep
things as nearly as possible in the mate
to which they had bven brought; and if
an appearance of doing sometliing must
be kept up, to make as much of a linle
as possible; to put the advocates of im-
provement always on a wrong scent, and
to listen to the proposition of no charge
thdt implied any real alteration.:

When the powers of government are
placed in the hands of a few—be it aa
aristocracy, or a despot and his satellites—
these powers are rendered subservient 0
theinterests of those who hold them, by
the commaud which is thence obtained over
the persons and properties of the rest of
the community. ‘T'he main object of such
governments is to carry that command to
as great a height as possible.

‘T'he ancient laws of England afforded
protection to the persons of the mass of
the people only to a certain extent ; beyond
that point every thing wasopen to the
hand of power. Manaers, however, ia
modern times, have done more than legis-
lation for the protection of the lower
orders from outrage in their ns.
The man with power does not find b
gratification in offering indignity or doing
harm to the person of the man withoat
power. What he desires, with respect
to him, is command over bis services. But
command over his setvices is beter ob-
tained in the indirect, than the direct way,
by first taking from the man his mooey,
and after that, with his money, purchasiag
his services.

The aristocracy, then, have felt but
little interest in recent times in dete-
riorating the state of the law in regard w
the protection of the persons of the people.
They have shewn enough; indeed, of
reluctance to part with any portioa of s
power capable of being abused, though
now seldom turned to a wicked accoust,
and have resisted every proposition for
the improvement of the law in this re-
spect,

In modern times, the machinery of
taxation has been found the most com-
modious instrument for making power
useful to those who hold it. The powrr
enjoyed by a particular class, of making
laws to take so much annually from the

roperty of every man, was the power 10
gistl?bde a great part of the proceeds
among themselves, This is a machinery
whieh we may conclude has every whew
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been worked to the utmost. But no
where has the working been so prodigious
as in England.

The great evil of this mode of satisfying
the aristoeracy with the property of the
people . is, that it takes from the people
more thaa it gives to the aristocraty, and
carries the oppression of the people to a
much greater extent than the mere entich-
ing of the aristocracy would require.

For taxation, pretexts are thought neces-
sary. The people are not told that they
must be taxed, because the aristocracy
want more of their money. They are
told that they must be taxed, because the
wants of the state must be supplied. And
then those wants must be turned to the
best account, and exaggerated to the
utmost. All the establishments of the
state are pushed to the greatest extrava.
gance which the spirit of the times will
bear. Civil boards and civil officers are
multiplied without end. Army and navy
are kept at the highest amount, for which
a pretence can possibly be invented. And
colonies and distant possessions are mul-
tiplied, both because lucrative places may-
be made in. them with profusion, and
because they afford one of the best pre-
texis for keeping up an expensive army
and navy.

It is through these establishments
chiefly, that the aristocracy pocket what
they do pocket of the public money. But
for every pound which they get to them-
selves in this manner, many Kounds are
extorted from the people. regiment.
of soldiers benefits the aristocracy only
by the pocketings of a few of its highest
officers : it grinds the peoiwle by the cost
of the whole machine. In like manner,
a ehip has only a few good things for the
aristocracy ¢ a vast amouat of charge and
oppression to the people. A colony has
several good places fit for the aristocracy:
it almost always lays an enormous ex-
pense upon the nation.

No eventin the annals of thehuman race
ever enabled a government to carry ex-
pense to so extravagant a height, and so
to glut the possessors of power with the
property of the people, as the war waged
against the French revolution. In the
few years which had intervened from the
termination of the war to the opening of
the last parliament, patiencs had been
demanded for the time necessary ta wind
up the affuirs of the war. The grand
spectacle during that parliament is, to see

Skas. 1826.
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the struggle that was made to_keep up
establishments as nearly as possible to the
scale even of the late destructive war,
and to prevent the reduction of expense:
In the year ending the 5th of January,
1820, the year in which the late parlias
ment began to sit, the expenses of the
civil list, military establishment, civil
government, and collection, amounted
to 26,600,519l. In the year ending the
5th January, 1826, the last of which tha
accounts can yet be adduced, the same
expenses amounted to 29,157,171l

The connexion here between causes
and effects, is both obvious and instructive.
The “state of expense —that part of the
working of the machinery from which
more immediately the benefit of the
aristocracy procéeds—had been carried,
by the aid of a most extraordinary con-
Jjunction of events, to a degree of perlection
altogether unexampled, and far beyond
what the most sanguine hope could have
anticipated. The situation of the aris»
tocracy was the most advantageous possi-
ble: the grand concern was, to preserve
it from deterioration. It is impossible
for us to follow in detail the persevering
efforts which were made by Mr. Hume,
occasionally aided by a few others, only
to curtail this expense, to cut off' a few
of its moge monstrous deformities. Year
after year did he make his expositions;
{ear after year, not only were they met

y an overwhelining opposition, but they
and thoir author were treated with hostia
lity, Every species of ill usage which
experience had found the most successful
in driving men from the post of duty in
that House, and which few men iudyeed
have had the magnanimity to withstand,
was employed against him. Aftera time
it was found, that a man had at last aps

ared, upon whom the ill usage of the
Eouse had little effect. This was a great
point gained. This itself constitutes a
new ers, 'This is what they call a pregs
nant example. The spirit of Mr. Hume
will pass into others. We shall have a
race of Humes.

In the monstrous expense of this goe
vernment, what is to be deplored, is not
so much the amount of the property of
the people which goes into the pockets of
the aristocracy. This the people, without
any very great diminution of their happis
ness and Prosperity, could .bear. This,
great as it 1s, considered in itself, is small
compared with tl;’e expense which is

c
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wasted upon establishments, rendered
enormous, that the places which they
afford to the aristocracy may be as nu-
merous as possible. 'The grand practical
evil of our Government is this : that they
who substantially wield the powers of it,
have an interest in making its establish-
ments too great. Establishments too great
are, in medern times, and under the con-
trol of modern manaers, the grand in-
strument of oppression to the people. It
is in this, more than in any other way,
that governments are bad; and that one
is more or less bad than another. What
was it that rendered Louis the Fourteenth
the scourge of France, and before his
death brought that kingdom to a state of
exhaustion? Read his historians. They
tell you with one voice. Theextravagance
of his establishments, military and civil,
was the cause. The effects we know.
The monarchy struggled on through a few
years of languor and decrepitude; and
expired in violent convulsions.

Buch is the history of the late parlia-
ment, with regard to one branch of the
public interests—the rate at which the
people pay for the services of Govern-
ment. The protection of the persons and
properties of the le of England, is
paid for at a cost of 57,000,000l per
annum: of which 29,000,000l. is for
immediate charge; 28,000,000l is for
interest of the debt contracted for that
Pprotection at former times reputed ex-
traordinary, Think of the end as it
veally is, in its own nature. Thiok next of
the facility of the means,—jusiice, police,
and security from foreign invaders. And
then think of /the oppression practised
upon the people of England under the
pretext of providing them. The ex-
penses of Queen Elisabeth’s government
amounted to 500,000l. per annum. 'The
comparisonis said to be ridiculous. Why?
Our courts of justice in Eogland cost
even now but 65,000l. per annum. Our
police costs but a trifle. And why our
shores should require a single man to

uard them more than in the time of
ilizabeth, we shall get not one good
reason from those who will use the most
swaggering asseverations on the subject.

Of the great interests of the country,
that which stands first in importaoce is
the administration of justice ; the perfec-
tion of the means which are employed for
giving certainty and security to the rights
of individuals. The means conducive to
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this end are comprised under three beads:
diminution, to the greatest practicable
extent, of doubtfulness relating to rights ;
a ¢orrect and prompt solution, without
burthen to the parties, of such doubts as
caonot be precluded; and, as oftea m
any infringerent of a right is incurred,
an effectual remedy for the evil.

There is something remarkable in the
history of law. We can expect notbing
else than that the benefits of law ia a rude
age should be very imperfectly enjoyed.
First of all, liule is dome in aa age
of ignorance, for narrowing the groasd
of doubt with respect to n Soch
an age caonot define. A few rude murks
grow into authority by custom; and
things are or are not recognized as rights,
aceording as they do or do not bear the
established indications. Little as s
tude age is capable of defining, it is not
less incapable of separating, by abstrac-
tion, the end from the means ; aod form-
ing a clear and distinct conception of
each. It is iocapable of taking such a
view of the end, as to comprehead is it
every thing which belongs to it ; separate
from it every thing which does not beloag
to it: and such a view of the seans, as
to distinguish the steps which are peces-
sary from those which are not ;
and to mark in what possible order the
smallest mumber of steps will suffice.
‘I'be people of such an age ewmploy il
comprehended means for the attainmest
of an ill comprehended end. pro-
ceed in the way which wise men of the pee-
sent day call practical : they see oaly a bt
of a thiog at a time, Accordingly they
have a lile expedient for one asd
another little expedient for another bit.
The consequences are, a wank of cos-
nexion, and mutual bearing ¢ a commen
end, among their expedients; a frequest
clashing and counteraction among them ;
and a most unneceesary muliiplication
and complexily ; ooe narrow expediest
 being provided for one narrow
and another for another; whea, ::r:
comprehensive view of means and eads
}ogel:et, one expedient would bave bees
ound to accomplish mas
Suck is the mode of proceedia of & reds
age io all things, There sre
reasons why it should be such ia the be-
siness of law to a rcmarksble degrae, and
shouldl muce a more abeurd and fa-
tastioal uct than in any other depant-
‘went of human affairs. d
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- The astonishing thing with respect to
law, i3, that in a concern in which im-
provement so deeply affected the interests
of all, the barbarous product of a bar-
barous age should have been protected
from change in almost all countries, and
handed down to a late and civilized age
in a state. of more perfect preservation,
than any other monument, not physical
and indestructible, of rude antiquity. Of
all countries, England staads foremost in
the merit or demerit of this monstrous pre-
servation. If auy one desires to have an
accurate, and as it were a living image of
the mode of thinking and acting among
our barbarous ancestors, he has only to
‘look carefully into the law.

It is a remarkable case of a remarkable
part of our nature, that when people have
mever known the time in which they
were without a certain suffering, they
vegard it as a part of their lot, and cease
to think of its removal. .

That the expedients of law in England
do answer their end most miserably, is
proved by such astonishing results, as
one would imagine could not but make
an impression upon the minds of the most
stupid and apathetic people on the face of
the earth. 'Whereas justice, to entitle it
to the name, ought to be administered
promptly, there is enormous delay in all
cases: in a large class of cases such de-
lay as amounts to a denial of justice.
Whereas justice, to entitle it to the name
of justice, ought to be cheap, (for dear
justice is robbing justice,) the costs of law
in England are ruinous, and exclude the
great body of the people from its pro-
tection. And, whereas one of the great
ends of law, is to remove uncertainty
from rights, the uncertainty which attends
them in England is such, that of the
owners of land, a small proportion only
know whether they hold their property
by a good title or not.

‘The disgraceful manner in which the
legislature of England have gone on from
parliament to parliament, and from age
to age, leaving all the load of ewil,
implied in such a system of law, to press
upon the community, without a thought
of its removal —nay, with an almost con-
stant opposition to every attempt for re-
ligving them of some of the more galling
portions of it—has a more immediate
connexion, we think, with the intellectual
state of the two houses, than the moral.
Theugh it cannot: be denied that the

{4

leading classes have an interest, to a cer-
tain extent, in the badness of the law—
for'a perfect.law by yielding protection to
the poorest man, exempts him from the
power of the rich, and an imperfect law
which denies him protection, leaves him
at their mercy—in England, in this case,
manners have to a great degree supplied
the place of law, and it is but rarely that
such oppression, as it is always in the
power of a rich man tv perpetraie vpon a
poor man, is seen to take place. "l‘here
is another feeling, however, to which we
are inclined to attribute a considerable
effect. When an aristocratical legislature,
by the coustant tendency of ages, have
got the machinery of government into a
state of working as favourable to them-
selves as circumstances will allow,—when
of course the grand principle of their
pelicy is to keep the working as it is, and
prohibit change,—they are afraid that an
alteration for the better in the law, though
it could be made with many advantages
to themselves, as well as to the commu-
nity, might bring other ebanges afier it
which weuld be less egreeable. Not
seeing any necessary connexion between
changes in the law, and changes in that
part of the working on which their ad-
vantages depend, they have yet so strongly
associated the idea of the changes which
they deprecate with that of change in
any department of government, that it
i8 never raised in their minds without
calling up at the same instant the idea of
the changes they detest, and all the _hqrngr
with which it affects them. Nor is it in
this shape alone that intellectual inapti-
tude has contributed to Eroduce that
aversion, manifested by the English legis-
lature, to the discharge of one of its
primary duties ; that of relieving the com-
munity from the evils of a system of
legal expedients, most wretchedly adapted
to their end. 'The greater number of
those who compose the legislutive assem-
blies of Kngland, are not accuston}ed to
the busiuess of thought and reflection at
all. Beyond the sphere of ordinary talk,
and a very narrow and superficial obser-
vation, they are conscious of mere mental
vacuity, A comprehensive view of the
great subject of law—distinguishing accu-
rately the ends which it is destined to
attain, and of the means for effecting
these ends selecting the best, and cowe
bining them in the most perfect order—
they fid & task aw little suited tor their
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ability, as it is to their inclination. What
is beyond their ability they are well in-
clined to believe is beyond every body’s
ability. They are exceedingly distrust-
ful of all mental ability; and far from
friendly to those in whom it is believed to
reside. They eannot but be afraid of
being deceived ; being incapable of com-
prebending the good and evil of the
schemes proposed to them, and of making
a choice in any other way than that of a
leap in the dark. In this state of mind,
intellectual indolence is always an ingre.
dient, and along with it moral apathy.
And the complex feeling is summed up
in the standing formula :~We are pos-
sibly not very well as we are; but we
know pot how we should be if we made
a change: we, therefore, will rub on.

Under the mastership of this feeling,
the state of the law at the end of the last
Enrliament remained, with alterations

ardly worth being mentioned, the same
. as at the beginning.

Sir James Mackintosh* at an early pe-
riod brought in six bills, founded upon
the report of a committee of the preceding
parliament, proposing that the punish-
ment of death should be superseded by
a milder one, in certain cases. He met
with opposition, and accomplished but a
part of that which he proposed. Had he
accomplished the whole, the state of the
law could hardly have been eaid to be
changed. We have always felt a dis-
position to question the policy of motions
for these minute alterations in the law :
not because the change might not in some
cases be an improvement; but because
working in the small way is apt to be
taken as a substitute for working in the
great; and the show of doing something,
weakens the force of the demand for
doing all whioh is needful. It appears,
also, 10 us, that a prodigious advantage
is lost in proposing these petty re-
forms, To urge reluciant, to excite apa-
thetic minds, the object must be large
enough to give an interest. The con-
ception ewells with a great project of
improvement, Contrariety of interest
jtelf is often insufficient to subdue
the impulse which it imparta: and no
minor object has any chance of bringing
ta bear upon the cootrariety of interest,—
that to which slone it isdestined to yield—
the foree of a strong public feeling.
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The most remarkable thing which oc-
curred in the debates on this subject,
was the observation of Lord Liverpool *,
“ That the great defect in our cnminsl
“ Jegislation in its present state, was, the
“ want of a secondary ponishmeat of
¢ sufficient efficacy. Several years ago,
“ when transportation was a reworal,
¢ either into a noxious climate in Africa,
“ or 1o a staie of servitude in the North
¢« American colonies, it excited some
« degree of terror. Now, howerver, the
4 gystem was entirely changed ; and the
‘ oolonial office was besieged with ap-
¢ plications without end, from
¢ wishing to settle in New South Wales.
¢ It was in vain, therefore, to talk of
‘ transportation, as carrying with it any
¢ degree of terror. The fact was, that
“ to the class of offenders, to whom i
¢ general it was to be applied, it was an
“ object of indifference, or evea of de-
“ sire, rather than of apprebension.
¢ The committees, with which these bills
¢ originated, had n their inquiries
‘“ at the wrong en:‘.‘gu Before l;‘ely re-
¢ jeoted the penalty which the law now
‘¢ inflicted, they ought to have directed
‘¢ their attention to the discovery of some
¢ secondary punishment, calculated to
“ ingpire such a degree of fear, as would,
‘ in a number of cases, serve as a sub-
¢ stitute for the punishment of death.”

Here, then, was a capital defect, fully
recognized ; a capital defect proclaimed
by the prime minister himseif. What
followed ? Of course the legislature pro-
ceeded iminediately to remove an evil,
thus known, thus acknowledged, of sach
maognitude! Here was a case to rouse
even parliamentary apathy. From that
time to this, the punishment which the
prime minister declared 10 be wholly
inefficacious, has continued ta be applied
to a large ¢lass of offences, only not the
first in atrocity: in other words, the
community have been left, as declared by
the prime minister himself, left from that
time to this—how much longer they are
to be left we shall see—~totally without
protectian, as far as the second grest
class of offences aginst person and pro-
perty are conceraed.  This is a specimea
of the English legislature.

There is still avother thing which mast
be mentioned, to set this case in a
light. At the same time that the

¥ See Hanward's Parliamentary Debates,
New Series, i 227,

® Hansard's Debates, wt sypre, ii, 3%
July 18, 1820, "
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eriminal law was declared to be destitute
of a secondary punishment of any efficacy ;
from which it followed, ou the one hand,
that a great many persons were punished
with death, who ought not to be s=o
punighed—an atrocious barbarity ; and
on the other, that a much greater number,
the authors of those offences which most
frequently, and, by their frequency, to
“the greatest extent disturb the security
of ordinary life, pass without a punish-
ment, other than a name: and while, along
with this disgraceful acknowledgment,
the further acknowledgment was made, by
the mouth of the prime minister himselt,
‘that he was ignorant of any remedy for
all this evil—there was belore him, and
before the legislature whom - he ad-
dressed, an instrument of punishment,
capable of being graduated, from the
least to the greatest severity, and ex.
quisitely adapted to attain all the ends
of punishment, without one exception,
and with the smallest possible cost to
the public—the Panopticon prison and
‘Penitentiary House of Mr. Bentham—the
nature and properties of which had been
urged with perseverance upon the atten-
tion of parliament for a number of
ears,

The Listory and fate of Lord Al-
thorp’s bill for the county courts, would
aflford important illustrations of the turn
of mind which predominates in our legis-
lative assemblies. But, as it would
require to give this history in the requi-
site development, a space which we
cannot afford, and as we have touched
upon the nature of the subject both in our
former and our present volume, we shall
here content ourselves with one or two
very general observations,

This was one of the best aimed en-
deavours which had ever been made for
a reform in the law—a reform, which, if it
had been effected as it ought to have
been, would have annihilated a great
mass of the evils, with which the state of
the law burthened and afflicted the com-
munity. The object was to afford a
cheap mode of deciding pecuniary claims,
of that moderate extent, which it was
better to abandon, than incur the infa-
mous costs, which follow a suit in the
courts, It was no longer time to refuse
absolutely to entertain such a project. But
Jet any reflecting man first consider
within himself, how a virtuous legislature
would have acted on such an occasion ;
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with what cordiality it 'would have em-
braced the object ; how heartily it would
have exerted itself to render the proposed
remedy as perfect as possible, and to
give its remedial operation the greutest
possible extent; next let him contem-
plate, not merely the total absence of any
thing like a disposition to aid the author
of the bill, but the cliicanery which was
employed against it, the processes of
mutilation and deformation performed
upon it, and the rejection which it finally
experienced,—and we- leave him to draw
the conclusion.

‘T'he other proceedings of the late par-
liament, on the subject of law, were either
of so little importance, as not to deserve
particular mention, or took place during
those two last years, which full within
the period of our annual Review, and have
been made the subject of separate articles,
The debates on the question—whether
counsel should be allowed to prisoners on
trial for felony, afford the only particulars
on which a remark or two appear to be
required.

In civil cases, in cases of high treason,
and in all the less highly penal of crimi.
nal casex, the defendant is allowed the
benefit of counsel, not onlyin questioning
witnesses, and affording advice, but in
addressing the jury, and making his de-
fence. To thia latter purpose he is not
allowed the aid of counsel in cases of
felony, although counsel are employed to
address the jury against him. This isone of
those gross anomalies in the law of Eng-
land, at which Englishmen are not shocked,
only because their law is made up of such
things. The first motion for leave to
bring in a bill to remove this anomaly,
(for the motion was repeated before the
end of the parliament,) was rejected by a
majority of eighty to fifty. ‘The mover
announced that the body of lawyers was
opposed to him, though two lawyers of
eminence supported him. SirJohnCopley
(Auorney-General) was the prominent
actor on the opposition side*; and the
reasons which he adduced, were those
which, probably, with or without his
suggestion, swayed the minds of the ma-~
jonty.

First of all, the number of members
present, is a circumstance, the import of

ls;“Hgnard‘s Debates, ii. 205, April Gth,
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which deserves to be weil understood.
The Attorney-General began his speech
by declaring, ¢ That this was indeed no
“ light or trivial question, but one of the
¢ gravest importance.” Of the House of
Commons only 130 members showed by
their presence that they had the smallest
concern, whether this important question
was determined one way or another,
Four-fifihs ot the House were pursuing
their business, or their pleasure, elsewhere.
It should seem also, thut “a question
* of no light and trivial nature, but one
¢ ofthe deepest and gravest importance,”
required, and deserved, some time for
consideration ; yet 80 members out of the
130 present, decided 1hat noune should be
bestowed upon it. After hearing a little
vague and superficial talk, the House came
to a determinate conclusion on the spot.

‘T'he argument of the Attorney-General,
divested of its amplifications, and en-
forcements, was, that the defendant would
suffer more by the reply of the prosecutor’s
counsel, than he would gain by the speech
of his own. He declared that in civil
cases, the speech of the defendant’s coun-
sel, by entitling the plaintiff’s couusel to
speak afier bim, was to such a degree an
evil, that it greatly vitiated that branch
of the law. And he asked, whether “ it
¢ was to be desired that the defect of our
¢ civil should be iatroduced into our cri-
¢ minal system.”

Tbe first remarkable thing to be noticed
10 this argumeat is, that it passes coodem-
nation on the spreches of counsel,and de-
clares that in all cases, both civil and peoal,
unless for questions of law, they are hostile
to justice. Ia penal cases it is the best
course, he says, that the counsel for the
prosecution should open the case, that is,
state to the jury the quesiion which is to
be tried belore them; and that there
should, afier this, be no speech ; nothing
but the hearing of the evidence, and the
summing up by the judge. Healso says,
that this, in civil cases, would be a course
better adapted to the ends of justice, than
that which is at preseut pursued. The
only speech, therefore, not detrimental to
Jjustice, according to Sir Joha Copley, is
that opening speech of the counsel, for the
g:ny demandant, in which the question to

decided, is stated to the jury. But
the statement of the question to be de-
eided-is & function which ought not to be
entrusted to the extemporary imperfection,
or studied unfairness, of a party and bis

l
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agent, This is an emsential part of the
duty of the judge, to be performed, as fac
as possible, by a proper instrument ia
writing, completed, when any thing far-
ther is necessary, by the oral exposinoa of
the judge.

That the speeches of eounsel impede
the course of justice, was, at any rate, a
decision which it was not right to adopt
without mature deliberation. It was nota
question which ough: to bave been de-
cided upon the mere ipse dixit of ibe
Atorney-General, in oppusition to all the
evidence implied in the established prac-
tice of this and all other countries. The
House of Commons did decide that the
speeches of couusel are a nuisance ia jo-
dicature. It is the duty of the House of
Commons, if any thing which concerns
the public be its duty, to remove auisances
from judicature. Krom that time to this,
has any thing been doue to relieve jastice
of what was thus voted a nuisance by the
principal branch of the legislature ! From
that time to this, has that same branch of
the legislature any fartber troubled im
head about the matter, than to reject the
same motion, in the same manner, whea
brought forward once more by the same
author ?

Que thing, at any rate, few will dare
to dispute—that if specches of counsel

be good for justice, all cases )
have the benetit of them; if bad, all
to be delivered rom them. The Partia-

ment of England takes a course entirely
its own. Till it can make up its mind
upon the matter, it divides the field of
law into two portions—not very equal
ones, it is true—in the onoe of which it
gives the use of speeches, as if they were
good ; in the other, denies the use of
them, as if thcy were evil.

In the cases, however, in which we sy,
that it gives the use of speeches, we ought
to say, that it gives a mutilated, i
unfair, and partial, use of them. It gives
the full use to the plaintiff°s side; the
garbled us to the defendant’s sde. Nat
only two speeches are given 10 the plain-
tiff’s side, while one singly is allowed 0
the defendant’s side, but the plaintiff is
allowed the beoefit both of the first woed
and the last; the consequences of which
are important. According to the Autoroey-
Genenpl‘:tit is the last speet;:q which de-
cides the questicn. Ha did not indeed
say, that it does sa always, nor did he
say bow often, Dut unless it does sa ia
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a great proportion of cases, his argument,
that the speech of defendant’s counsel
would do him harm, because it would
allow the prosecutor’s counsel to speak
after him, was nothing to the purpose.
Because none but a lop-sided use of
speeches was given by English law, in
other cases, the Attorney-General con-
cluded, with true lawyer's logic, that
none but a lop-sided use could be given, if
given at all, in cases of felony. Nobody
asked—yet it wns not a very recondite
question—W hy a lop-rided use of hes
in thiscase? If the counsel of tEe pro-
secutor has made his speech to support,
and the counsel of the defendaat has
made his speech to invalidate the charge,
why not do one of two things—either
stop the speeches there ; or, if the plain-
ff’s counsel be allowed a second speech,
allow a recond to the defendant’s counsel
also? “T'here would be fair dealing in this.
In the existing course there is the reverse.
If it be asked, how in our courts
of justice, plaintiffis came to have so
many indulgences, the answer presents
Mself immediately — The plainuff was
the customer. No wonder if it was
thought right to give him encouragement.
It was given to him to some purpose.
The Autorney-General declared, that * the
*“ odds were ahvays in favour of the
% plaintiff.”
On the great, the master subject—the
right composition of the legislature—no
‘oposition was discussed in the last par-
jament, which, even if carried, would
have altered the relative state of the
private and public interest in the House
of Commons—ould have given to the

public interest that ascendancy which the

private has hitherto enjoyed.

T'wo schemes of reform were proposed,
one by Mr. Lambton, and one by Lord
John " Russell; and on the last there
were four debates in four different years.
There was, besides, the disfranchisement
of Grampound.

The main provisions of Mr. Lambton’s
bill were three.—1. Instead of the present
election by cities and boroughs, which
waus to be annulled, election districts were
0 be forméd alt over England, in each of
‘which one member was 10 be chosen ; and
all housebolders paying rates and taxes
were to have the right of voting. 2. The
represéntation of the counties was not to
be altered, farther than by admitting lease-
bolders and copyholders to the right of
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suffrage. 3. The duration of parliaments
was to be reduced to 3 from 7 years. .

The plan of Lord John Russell was
shortly this: to take from one hundred
of the smallest boroughs sending two
members, the power of sending more
than one ; and to supply this defalcation,
by one hundred additional members for
the counties and great towns, in the pro-
portion of 60 for the couaties, and 40 for
the towns. .

The principle of sound decision on
this great question, is obvious. Govern-
ment is founded upon the necessity there
is of preventing one man frem promoting
bis own interest, at the expense of other
men’s. That men will do so, s not
matter of doubt, it is matter of expe-
rience. The propensity is not confined
to a few men out of many ; fo this class,
and not 10 another. It is so nearly uni-
versal, that all our conclusions, with
respect to men in bodies, are correct
only in so far as they are grounded
upon this experience. .

The real object to be aimed at in the
composition of a legislature, 13 to pre-
vent the predominance of the interest of
any individual, or of any class ; because,
if such interest predominates, the very
principle on which government is founded
implies, that it will be promoted at the
expense of the community.

In the former part of this article, we
have seen, that, in the composition of the
English legislature, the predominance of
the aristocracy is so complete, that what-
ever they wish 10 do, they always have
it in their power to do—whatever they
wish to prevent, they always have it in
their power to prevent; that, by the
bearing and impulsion of an acistocra-
tical legislature for ages, in one direction,
the working of the machinery has been
rendered as favourable as possible to the
predominant interest ; and that, now, they
who are in this interest have little else to
do than to prevent alterations.

It follows, with the force of demon-
stration, from these unquestionuble pre-
mises, that no change can, dimc}ly. be
any improvement whatsoever in the
British legislature, which does not sub-
stitute the predominance of the general
interest to the existing predominance of
a particular interest; and that no change
can, even indirectly, be of any advautage,
but sych a change as leads (o that substi-
tution. . ‘
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¢ It is evident at the firsy glance, that
the plan of Lord John Russell would
detract nothing from the power of the
aristocracy, who would nominate just
as many members, after such a change,
as before it. The chance is, that they
would nominate more. The sixty mem-
bers given to the counties would be
theirs, without the smallest trouble, be-
couse the counties are theirs already.
And can any body doubt, that of the
remaining forty they would have their
usual share? 'We deem it unnecessary to
enter into farther development of the
case, because we cannot conceive a man
who will dispute our conclusion.

With respect to Mr. Lambton’s pro-
position, we think it may not less cer-
tainly be determined, that it would not
diminish, but increase the power of
nomination, in the hands of the aristo-
cracy. The only part of his plan which
requires consideration is the first—the
constitution of election districts, in lieu
of the boroughs; for, that the annex-
ation of leascholders and copyholders to
voters in the counties, would lessen the
influence of the aristocracy in the coun-
ties, it would be ridiculous to imagine.

. Now, the immediate effect of making

election districts, in lieu of the boroughs
and towns, would be, to add in each
instance, a portion of the agricul-
tural population to the town population.
‘The agricultural population, the landed
interest would command wholly; this
would, therefore, be just so much added
to that command over the town popu-
lation which the aristocracy already pos-
sess, It may besaid, that Mr, Lambton’s
lan gives a great extension of suffrage
in the districts, But, besides that the
euffrage in many of the towns and bo-
roughs is already not much less extensive,
it may be affirmed generally, that giving
the suffrage to a more indigent class of

ople, without the safe-guard of the
E:llot, is only to place the election more
completely in the innds of the powerful
classes. And, with respect to the dimi-
ution of the time of parliaments, so long
as a majority of members are nominated
by a particular interest, what signifies
diminution of time? If the same inte-
rest always predominates, will it not
work as steadily in its own favor whea
the farce of election is performed every
year, as when it is performed only once
n seven years?
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But, though a reform which would syt»
stitute the prevalence of the geoerl in
terest to. that of a . particular interet in
the legislature is the only refurm which
can directly be of the smallest advantage
—it can hardly be affirmed of any change,
which would not produce coufusion, that
it would not indirectly be of advantage;
by leading the people to reflect more
keenly upon the ends which are to be ai-
tained, and the means adaptea to ther
attainment ; by lessening the fanatical at-
tachment to wrong combinations of meaas,
venerable solely because they have long
existed ; by accustoming evea the aristo-
cracy themselves to perceive, that by such
a change in the composition of the le-
gislature as would give in it that ascen-
dancy to the_ public interest, without
which good government would be the
most absurd of all expectations, they
would lose nothing but that which they
ought not to desire to retain ; and would
reccive all the advantages of good go-
vernment—advantages of unspeakable ime
portance—in return.

All that remains to be remarked re
specting these propositions is, the mode
in which they were entertained by the
House. As the ascendant interest would
not have been injured by the direct ope-
ration of the changes, even if effected,
the hostility of those who share in that
interest is to be aceounted for wholly by
the indirect operation, of which they
must have formed a very high cstimate,
uuless we suppose them so ignorant as
not to understand the nature of the pro-
positions, and to have had fears on ac-
count of the direct operation itself.

Mr. Lambton began the speech by which
he introduced his motion, with the fole
lowing account of the feelings of the
House*.

¢ If at all times, and upon all subjects,
‘“ I must be most unwilling to trespas
* on the attention of the House, on no
¢ occasion can I be more reluctant thaa
“ on the present; and I can assure you
“ that nothing but a deep sense of pubiie
¢ duty, and an anxious desire to put aa
“ end to that spirit of discontent now s
¢ generally prevailing, would have in.
“ duced me to take up a question, the
“ great aand important ioterests of which
1 feel that 1 am not competent ade
* quately 1o protect. In the first place,

* Hanmard's Debates, v. 358
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“ T kaow that I have to contend against
“ that disinclinttion whichk has inva-
v ﬁ:ﬁg been sheum by this House to-
“ w its discussion; a disinclination
* founded possibly on that dislike, which
* is inherent in all men and bodies of
“ men, to hear accusations against them-
* sglves, and statements of faults and
¢ corruption openly luid to ther charge.
¢ If I wanted any evidence in support of
“ this asseriion—this well-known truth—
“T should undoubtedly find it in the
* state of the benches opposite to me.
¢ Perkaps, indeed, I should be justified
* in taking advantage of it, and at once
¢ submitting my motion to the vote.
“ The result of that division clearly
“ would be its adoption, for it requires
 nogreat discernment to perceive that at
* this moment the majority ie greatly on
% the side of the friends of reform. But,
% 8ir, I wil not be tempted into this ir-
* regularity. If this scantiness of arten-
% dance is meant us an insult 10 myself,
%I treat it with contempt;—if it is
* pointed at the question, I then repel it
* with feelings of deep indignation ; and
“ can only hope that it will not be lost
 on the people of England.” And to-
wards the end of his speech, describing
the treatment, which the applications of
the people, for such a change in the com-
position of the legislature, as wouid
afford protection to their interests, were
accustomed to receive from the majorit
of the Houre, he says—** They obsti-
* nately exclude the petitions of the pre-
“ sent day. They heap on them every
“ torm of reproach which the ingenuity
¢ of wit, or the bitterness of sarcasm, as
 administered by the right honouruble
* member for Liverpool (Mr. Canning),
* can supply. And then they express
* astonishment and alarm at the feelings
¢ which they hear repeated and re-echoed
“on all sides. To repress these, innu-
** merable acts of restraints and coercion
4 have been proposed by them ; and, of
“ course, adopted by parliament.”

The speakers after Mr, Lamnbton were,
Mer. Samuel Whitbread, Mr. Wilmot,
Mr. Jobn Cam Hobhouse, Mr. Horace
Twiss, Sir Robert Wilson, Mr. Aber-
crombie, Mr. Fysche Palmer, Mr. Stuart
Wortley, Lord Bury, Mr. Martin, (of
Galway,) Lord Mihon, Mr. W. Williams,
Mr. Honywood, on the first night, (for
thediscussion was adjourned) ; and oa the
second, Mr, Wyvill, Mr. Sykes, Capt.

8ess. 1826.

Maberly, Mr. Ramsden, Mr. Harbord,
Mr. Ricardo, Mr. D. Brown, Sir G.
Robinson, Mr. T. Wilson, and the Chan-
cellor of the Exchequer.

These names are given for the sake of
the evidence with which the list of them
is fraught : though it is evidence only te
a ‘Poinl of sufficient notoriety—the feelings
of the House towards parliamentary re«
form. The question was decided by less
than one huudred members: Ayes 43;
Noes 55.

Of the allegations epposed to the mo«
tion by the Chancellor of the Exchequer®,
the only one which bore upon the general
question, in such a manner as to desetve
remark, was this :=~That public opinion
governs the House. 'This seems to have
become a preity general resource with
the enemies of reform. They know not
the corollaries which are logically des
ducible from it. But they cannot be ig-
norant, it is not eonceivable they should
be ignorant, that what is thus asserted by
them is not according to the fact. Thatpab.
lic opinion is not without seme influence
upon the House of Commons, is true;
It is not less true, that public opinion has
an influence, and a great influence, upon
the most despotical and barbarous govern-
ments on the face of the earth, Would
it not be shameful to infer from this, that
such governments are good governments?
Where the powers of Goveroment are
wielded, as in England, by a particalar ine
terest, it must of course observe publi¢
opinion § it must study the arts of mise
leading and eluding, and, for the purpose
of eluding, must occasionally obey, it}
though generatly, and on all important
occasions, it may and does with security
brave it. That the House of Commons
is so governed by public opinion, as to0

reveat the interest of the public from
E«ing hubitually sacrificed to the interest
of the class which predominates in it, we
should imagine is a proposition which no
man in his senses would stand forth and
affirm. Because, if public opinion be
all-powerful to secure good government,
what need have we of a House of Com-
mons at all? Would not a House of
Lords answer our purpose as well ? Nay,
since it is matter of notorious certainty,
that the king's ministers are far more de-
pendent upon public opinion, than either
House of Lords or House of Commons,

® Hansard's Debatos, v. 454,
bn
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does it not follow from this doctrine,
that the nation would be better governed
if both House of Lords and House of
Commons were put out of existence?
Still farther, is it not clear, that, from the
superior force with which public opinion
does act upon the ministry, a revolution
has taken place in the working of the Con-
stitution ?  Kormerly, the House of Com-
mons was regarded as the check upon the
king’s ministers. Now, it is evident to
all the world that the king’s ministers are
the check upon the House of Commons.
And when the House has the appearance
of being checked by public opinion, it is
not in reality the House that is checked,
but the ministers that are checked, and
carry the House, by means which are no
secret,along with them.--But the operation,
present and future, of public opinion in
the government of England, and the utter
impossibility of its sufficing for good
government against the established predo-
minance of a sinister interest in the legis-
lature, are important topics, the develop-
ment of which cannot be undertaken in
g0 limited a plan as that which at present
We propose 10 execute.

On the first occasion on which Lord
John Russell bronght forward his scheme
of reform (the 9th of May, 1821%,) the
speaking was left to himself; for, after
a few words from Mr. Whitmore, who
seconded his motion, the Parliamentary
History says, * there was a loud cry of,
¢ Strangers withdraw !” and after a very
few words from Mr. Bathurst, and Mr.
Buarham, the Hcuse divided on the pre-
vious question : Ayes, 124; Noes, 155.
The second occasion on which he intro-
duced it was the 25th of April, 18227,
when the speakers, after himself, were,
Mr. Horace Twiss. Lord Folkestone, Mr.
Duncombe, Mr. Wynn, Mr. Robioson,
Mr. Canning, Mr. Denman, Mr. Peel ; and
. the division was 164 t0 269. The third
time was the 241h of April, 1823}, when,
beside the mover, the speskers were, Lord
Normanby, Sir Edward Hyde East, Mr.
Ricardo, Mr. Martin, (of Galway,) Sir
John Newport, Sir T. Lethbridge, Sir
. Blake ; and the House divided, Ayes,
169; Noes, 280. The fourth and last
time was on the 27th of April, 1826{), that

* Hansard's Debatcs, v. 604,
+ Ib. vii. 51.

+ Ib. vili. 1260,

|| 4nte, p. 576,
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is, a few weeks before the general election.
The speakers on that occasion wer, the
Mover, Lord Althorp, Mr. J. E. Deni-
son, Mr. Ross, Lord Glenorchy, Mr.
Hobhouse, Lord Leveson Gower, Mr.
W. Lamb ; and the motion was negatived
by a majority of 247 to 123.

One fact there is which cannot failto
excite the curiosity of many persons, the
wonder of some, and the reflections of
not a few. On all these discussions, on
the vitul question of parliamentary reform,
the great Whig organs in the House were
silent. Mr. Lambton,-and Lord Joba
Russell, men of great weight in their party,
were left to fight, each his own batile,
alone, or with some feeble support which
chance alone seems to have presented
them. This is extraordinary, surly.
We must be curious about its meaning.’
Mr. Brougham was not present at the
discussion of Mr. Lambton’s plan; Sir
James Mackintosh and Mr. Tierney
were. And these three leaders were all
present at three at least of the discusions
on Lord Jobn Russell’s proposition.
‘T'heir motives can only be conjecturd.
Did they not like to stake their reputa-
tions on inefficient reforms, which weat to
make change, withont improvement ? Asd
did they not like to declare themselves
for any such reform as would have bees
an improvement ? The existence of such
motives can easily be conjectured. Bat
it is not easy 1o conceive, that such mea
¢hould not have imade the calculation how
much it must affect the reputation of them-
selves individually, and of the party they
lead, if a parliament.of seven years should
begin and end, without their having onace
unlocked their lips on the subject of Par-
liamentary Reform. Mr. Canning, with
his accustomed alacrity of attack, presented
them something to do. How does it
happen that none of them has ever chowsn
to grapple with Mr. Caoning oa the
ground of Parliamentary Reform?

Sir Francis Burdett was presest, sot
at the discussion on Mr. Lambron’s
motion, but at three at least of the discus-
sious on three several motions of Lord
John Russell.  'Why bad he not a word
to say for hisown * good old cause ?”" Mr.
Hobhouse made a speech on Mr. Lamb-
ton’s motion : from that time the example
or precept, or both, of his leader, srems
to have been fatal 10 him, and tbey were
mute together, till the last debate,— that
immediately preceding the general elec-
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tion, when it must be allowed that the
speech made- by Mr. Hobhouse was a
good one, by far the best that was delivered
on the occasion. Are we to suppose, that
the creed of Sir F. Burdett has been retro-
grade on the subject of parliamentary
reform? Would he like to tread back
some of the steps which he has taken?
to disclaim some of the measures which
he has recommended ? If so, his absii-
nence from speech would not be unnatural,
though it would not be very manly. Not
unnatural ; because recanting is not a
very pleasant operation at best; and,
besides, recanting, what has he to recom-
mend him to the people of Westminster ?
Not manly, because, if he has changed
his opinion, nothing is manly but de
elaring that he has done so. To shut
‘one’s mouth, and say nothing, is only a
milder sort of hypocrisy, than continuing
to profess the same opinions, while one
feels and ucie as their opponent.  If Sir
Francis Burdett has sat for seven years in
parliament without so much as uttering
a sentence in favour of parliamentary
reformi, though all his opinions remain
unaltered on that subject, we profess that
his conduct is to us inexplicable. ‘To be
in earnest about opinions of vast import-
ance, and to make exertions fcr giving
them effect, appears to us to be not two
things, but oue and the same thing.

So much importance is attached to the
exquisite fencing of Mr. Canning in
defence of the predominance of the pre-
dominating interest in the House of Com-
mons, and so much sport is afforded by
the stabs and slashes which he deals to
those who draw their weapon against his
protége, that we cannot refrain from
noticing the present performance®* ; though
it would require much nore space than’
we can afford, 1o shew at large the dispro-
portion of the means 10 the end. * If
¢ Troy could have been defended, it would
‘¢ have been defended by this right hand ;”
but the best of hands cannot perform
impossibilities,

At an early age, Mr. Canning pro-
claimed himself the champion of the
power of the aristocracy; and sedu-
lously and successfully did he cultivate the
talents which were best adapted to the
task he had undertaken. As a man of
ambition, he chose his walk with skill.
By what other career could he have at-

v * Hansard’a Debates, vii. 106.
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tained the power and consequence to
which he has ascended? This is one of
the evils attached to the predominance of
a particular interest in the legislature,
The rewards it has to bestow, pervert, and
draw off, from the service of the whole to
the service of a part, some of the finest
spirits which the country breeds. To .
how many, alas ! the rebuke of Goldsmith
to Edmund Burke, his friend, must con-
tinue applicable, so long as this state of
the legisiature endures?

——_% Good Edmund, whose genius was such,

We scarcely can praise itor blame it too much 3

Who, born for the universe, narrowed bis mind,

And to Party gave up what was mcant for
mankind.

Though fraught with all learning, yet straining
his throat, :

To persuade Tommy Townsend to give him a
vote."”

The evil is in the system; the men are
the victims; and towards them, personally,
our censure ought to be gentle, our regret
sincere. -

One thing remarkable on this occasion
is, that Mr. Canning renounced entirely
the tone of mockery and insult, which he
had been accustomed to use towards the
people, as often as a man was found who
dared to stand up in the House, and meet
the discharge of hostile feeling, which
was sure to accompany the proposal of
any such change as implied protection to
the interests of the people. It is possible
he had begun to see that, however enter-
taining this might be to an assembly of
aristocrats, the time was come when it
did very litle good to their cause. Itis
also probable that he had become ashamed
of so mean an exercise of his talent,
When the people of Athens were ap-
plauding somebody for a panegyric of
themselves, just delivered, Socrates a<ked
the triumphant orator, * where thediffi-
« culty was, applanding the Athenian
¢ people, to be applauded by them ? Get
¢ applause from the Spartans, (said he,)
*“ by eulogizing the Athenians, and I too
‘¢ shall acknowledge the power of your
* rhetoric.” When an assembly of aris-
tocrats, possessing all the powers of
government, are intruded upon b
somebody, demanding on behalf of the
powerless part of the community, a parti-
cipation in those powers ; where, indeed,
is the difficulty of making such an assem-
bly merry at the expense of so disagreeable
an applicant ? o jest, however poor,

| which will not on such an occasion be
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successful § no expeession of cbntempt,
however vulgar, provided only itis strong
enough, which will not be felt as a stroke
of genius. Our great dramatist told us
truly, * that the prosperity of = jest lies
‘“ in the fuvour of him that hears it.” If
Martin Luther, the monk, hud appeared
before an assembly of Leo and his cardi-
nals, demanding the reform of the church
in its head, and its members, what sport
it would have yielded them to see him
mocked, and evil entreated, and turned
out, by the attendants. The lowest buf-
foon, in his holiness’s kitchen, would have
exercised wit upon him, oral, manual, or
pedal, with triumphant success.

All this while would there have been
any thing really ridiculous and contempti-
ble in the great Reformer? No: there
would have been nothing really ridicu-
Jous and contemptible, but in the pape,
his cardinals, and the buffoon.

The speech of Mr, Canning, on this
occasion, consisted of two parts. In the
first, he made his objections to the plans
of Lord John Russell and Mr. Lambton.
In the second, he made his usual display
sgainst reform itself. In the first part,
it was an easy task, to shew, as he did,
the futility of the plans which had been
just rccommended ; and that, being alte-
rations the effect of witich would be no-
thing, they deserved rejection, on the part
both of the friends, and the enemies of
reform, In the second part —the attack
upon reform in the abstract—there is
mighty little matter, but that little exceed-
ingly well managed.

In beginning the first part of his
speech, he availed himself dexterously
of an admission of his opponent, who,
stating that public opinion had acquired
s great influence on the House, proceeded
to say, that a greater obedience to the
popular voice would not be beneficial ;
and called to witness the revolution, at
which time, if parliament had not-dis-
regarded the public voice, the Stuarts,
he alleged, would not have been ex-
cluded from the throne. The suggestion
was not thrown away upon Mr. Canning,
The game of the anstocracy was placed
on hoth sidea, Two things were as-
sumed: the first, that a House of Com-
mons, which will pesist public opipipn
ps often as public apinion is wrong, is
absplutely necetsary ; the second,. that
s Hopse of Commons, so oconstituted as
to prevens the aristacratical interegt from
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predontinating in it over the gederal in-
terest, would be obedient 10 pubbe
opinion, even when wrong.

Thut a House of Commons ought 10
be so coastituted as not to follow publc
opinion, when wrong, no one will deay ;
but they who urge the obedience of the
House of Commons to public opinioa, as
a reason against reforw, are im a dilem.
ma. A House of Commons which cas
resist public opinion, whea wrong, caa
resist it also, when right, The preseat
House of Cowmmons, they say, is ad-
mirably constituted for resisting. I
that House, the interest of a particular
class, predominates wholly over that of
the commaunity, It follows, from the
present admission, that it has the
of resisting the public voice in favour of
that interest. If so, the very principle
on which government is founded, assures
us that it habitually will. Bitter ex-
perience shews us, that it babitually
does,

‘I'he second assumption is wholly sa-
founded. It is clear to reason, that a
House of Commons, so constituted, asw
give in it the predominance to the gemeral
interest over all particular interests, woald
not follow public opinion, when wroog ;
that it would be much less likely t0
follow public opinion, when wrong, thea
the preseat House; and that it would
have such matives and such meams w0
guide public opimion right, that no im-
pulse of public opinion, wrong te aa
consideruble degree, would, under
a House of Commons, be an event o be
imagined, much less to be feared. The
interest of such a House of Commons,
would be the general interest. If the
public voioce ran counter to the
interest, would not such a Hoose of
Commons have all the motives to opposs
it, which ever can be in a house—is
position to the interest of those
compose it? The differcace between
the two cases turns upon a single poist ;
but that is all in all. In the supposed
house, the general imterest would
dominate; in the present house, it
wholly eubordinate, The one howse
would have motives to use its power of
resistance to the public voice, in favour of
the general interst solely. The other
has metires to use it in favour of the
particular, to the detriment of the pubbia
interest,

When Mr..Caaning comes %0 debuse
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the ‘question of parliamentary reform in
ﬁ“"l’ be is provided with what Lord

ormanby ¥, in seconding Lord John
Russell’s motion the following year, de-
nominated very aptly * the stock decla-
* mation of the cause; the excellence of
¢ the government as it is ; and the danger
¢ of change:"” and, rich in this treasure,
be goes in quest of nothing farther.

Of all the arts of the orator none is
of more importance to him, than the art
of insinuation.. Of all the orators of the

resent day, perhaps of modern times,
Rdr. Canniag is the man who bas carried
the art of insinuation to the greatest per-
fection. No man spproaches to him in the
command over forms of expression, which
delivet in the oblique, whatever it would
be less convenient to deliverin the direct

way.

(:v)f the things which it is much more
convenient to deliver by insinuation than
directly, are—propositions insipid from
their triteness—and propositions which
will pot bear examination, though accus-
tomed to be received without it. If
Mr. Canning were to affirm twenty times
in one speech—The constitution is ex-
cellent ; mnlion is dangerous,—without
so much as attempting to offer any proof
of his standing assumptions—not only
would be produce no effect—except of
weariness and disgust—but he would in-
evitably provoke the ttaeotion, what evi-
dence have we on which to rest our belief
that these propositions are true? On the
other band, when, carefully avoiding any
broad aflirmation of his two indispensable
postulates, Mr. Canning dexterously con-
trives to insinuate them twenty times in
twenty different ways, and makes up a
speech of these insinuations, and of no-
thing eise ; he produces a great effect, is
supposed to have made, as he really has
made, a very irgenious and brilliant dis-
play ; and, what is of must importance,
suggests no question as to the evidence
of assumptions of which so extraordinary
a use has been made.

It is necessary that we should shew the
mode of putting the two propositions,
which are the bulwarks of anti-re-
form, a little to the test,

The is axcellent. If by
excellent, here, is only meant existent,
pobody will deny the affirmation. The
Eoglish government is what it is, most

* Hensard’s Debates, vill, 178
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assuredly. If by the same phrase is meant,
that the English government is better than
a worse government—this ray be afirmed
of every government in the abstract, and
in the concrete of all except one. If it
is meant that the English goverament is
better now than it was at some former
time, this also may be true} and siill it
may be very bad. If it is meant that it
is better than any other government what-
soever, this is rather a bold thing t0 as-
sume ; but grant it, and still it may be
true that the English government is tho~
roughly worthless,

In giving a meaning to this thoroughly
unmeaning word, the only thing 1o the
purpose would be—to shew that the Ea-
glish government is a combination of
means well adapted to the end of govern-
meoat—namely, the equal and perfect pro-
tection of all the members of the com.
munity at the smallest possible expense,
4 priori, and looking at the end and the
means, in their own nature, Mr. Canning
seems to allow, that really nobody could
take upon him to say, that the one is well
adapted to the other. Nevertheless, be
says, it 8o turns out, in fact—God knows
how —that these means, ugly as they da
look, still accomplish the end surprisingly
well. The way in which he proceeds to
make people believe him is admirable.

We felt the strongest desire to produce
a collection of Mr. Canning's modes of
expression on this occasion, and to shew
their exquisite contrivance for making
what is poor and trivial appear ingenious
and strong. But we perceive to our re«
gret, that the space which we are allowed
to occupy, will by no meuans permit the
attempt,

He affirms that under the English go«
vernment, the English people have not
only continued a people, but have been
a bappy and prosperous people. Erga,
be cries, the English government is an ex«
cellent government,

That the English people have continued
a people is true. Itis a dreadful governs
ment that suffices to destroy a people,
This is too much for the government of
Algiers iwself. But the English people
have been happy and prosperous. Have
they so? And where is the people wha
have not been happy and prosperous?
Is there no happiness and prosperity at
Algiers? 1f we are told, as we shall be,
that there is not so much at Algiers as in
England, we desire to koow what stands
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ard is given us by which to judge. As
it is not every degree of what may be
called happiness ard prosperity in a
country which proves its government 10
be , what degree are we to take,
as the proof? Till you have settled that
point, you talk in vain by repeating
the word * prosperity.” The prosperity
you speak of may or may not be a proof
of good government.

- If they tell us, which they do, though
not directly, yet by fifty modes of insinu-
ation, that the prosperity of England is
exactly the degree of prosperity which

proves a government to be guod ; what is |

this but asking us to believe the govern-
ment of England to be good upon their
simple word? Al we have to say to this
is, that we will not take their word. The
Grand Turk gives his people bis word,
and all his instruments give them their’s,
that they are the only happy people on
eaith, and his the only.excellent govern-
ment.

T'his hack pretension, which has served
the purposes of mis-government for so
many ages, deserves to be looked at in
another point of view. The English peo-
ple are the most laborious, the most en-
terprising, the most ingenious ; in one word,
the most productive people, in the world.
The people of England have laboured,—
the people of England have invented,—
" the people of England have produced,—
the people of England bave been saving,
and have gradually accumulated the
wealth, which, in this argument, is called
the prosperity of Fngland. Because the
government of England bas notbeen so ex-
ecrably bad, as to take from the vast pro-
duce created annually by the people of
England, so much as absolutely to prevent
accumulation, though it bas taken more
than ever was taken by goveroment, else-
where, on the face of the earth, we are
called upon to swallow this monstrous

roposition—that what the people of
Elnglund have dooe for themselves, their
government has done for them. That
produce, which is the work of the people’s
own hands; that produce which, but for
what the government has so excessively
diminished, would have been many times

reater, the people are commanded, and
1n terms not very mild, to believe, has all
been created for them by the govern-
ment—for what reason, trow ye? For
this sole reason, that it has wot all been
uunihilated by it,
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Because the energy of the people, 10 bet-
ter themselves, has wot beem abeolutely
bafled, and borme down, rendered of
none effect, by the badness of the govern-
ment ; they are told that the working of
the goveroment, bow litde soever any one,
from its composition, would conjecture it,
is nevertheless admirable ; and they (the
people) ought to go om sapposing, =
hitherto they bave dooe, that whatever the
government does not take away from
them, it is the government which give<.

We come now to the =econd buiwark
of anti-reform, the afirmation always
given with greatest effect by insinuatios—
that there is vast danger in change.

‘This pretence is now 30 generally seen
through, that we shall not think it neas-
sary 10 waste words on it.

What the people of England want, is,
such a mode of placiag members in the
House of Commons, as will prevent the
predominance in it of any particular in-
terest, and render predominant the com-
mon—the general interet. Why shoald
this produce any evil! Why should it
produce any thing but good ?

When the aristocracy of England pro-
claim, that making such a change will
produce terrific evils, they are either not
sincere, or their words have this, and caa
bave but this meaning,—that they, the
aristocracy, will make a civil war, rather
than give up those powers of misrule,
which they are now in possession of
And if they do make a civil war, there s
no doubt that they will create evil in
abundance; but it will be evil, of which
they themselves will be the authors, asd
the sole authors. The people, however,
need not count the cost of a civil war, as
the price to be paid for obtaining the pre-
dominance of the common interest, in-
stead of the predominance of a particular
interest, in the legislatare of their country.
The aristocracy of England will have
wisdom sufficient to avord that extremity.
The voice of the nation, growing louder
and strouger, “ will,” as Exrl Grey on one
occasion very happily expressed it, **in
¢ time work upoa the prudence of the
“ House;"” and the requisite change
will take place, with advantageto all, and
evil 1o none; such only excepted as the
very good which is aimed at implies—the
loss of the profits of misrule, 10 those who
had previously, and worthlessly, enjoyed
them.

In these. debates on Parliamentary re-



CONSTITUTI0N.—Conduct of the late Parliament:

form, the speech of Mr. Canning, and
the silence of the whig and radical leaders,
were not the only memorable events.
The accession to the cause of reform
was then manifested, of three remarkable
men—Lord Milton, Lord Folkesione,
and Lord Normanby; of which noble
lords the two former had the manhood
to avow an entire change of opinion
on the subject; and of the two, Lord
Milton, at least, on more than one occa-
sion, has shewn that he not only recog-
nized a defect in the composition of the
legislature, but knew the very nature and
kind of the defect. Of all these events,
the most intrinsically important was, the
speech of Mr. Ricardo *, on the third of
the discussions on Lord John Russell's
plan of reform. ‘That speech went sim-
ply, and modestly, but manfuily, to the
pont.  Mr. Ricardo declared, that other
things might admit of various modifice-
tions, but, to render that House an instru-
ment of good government, two things
were of indispensable necessity ;—annual
elections—and such a mode of voting as
would make the vote of each elector his
own ;—the reverse of such a mode as ren-
ders the elector a mere conduit-pipe for
the vote of another man, who, through
hope of good, or dread of evil, commands
him,

We must add something on the dis-
franchisement of Grampound ; but many
words, after what has preceded, will not
be required. .

A display of virtue, which costs no-
thing ; an occasion for catching at the
reputation of purity, without the loss of
an atom of the delights of impurity, is a
god-send to an old profligate.

With the exception of a number, com-
paratively very small, of towns in which
the choice of the people does predominate,
members are sent to the House of Com-
mons, either by the influence of great men,
who, singly, or in combinations, have
established a permanent influence over the
electors ; or, by men of wealth, who, in
those places, where no great men have
established a permanent influence, find
the means of establishing a temporary in-
fluence, and obtain their own return, on
this or that particular occasion.—Perma-
neat influence ; or temporary influence—
such are the sets of means in these two sets
of cases.

¢ Hansard’s Debates, viil. 1279,
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Now this thing, called, in these several
cases, influence, whatisit? By the an-"
swer to this question, the obscurity which
involves the subject, will be pretty -coms
pletely dispelled. The answer too is
obvious and certain. Money, or money's
worth, is the motive principle in every
instance.  Ingenuity will torture itself
in vain to give it the look of -any
thing else. What is the permanent
influence of the great man over the oc-
cupier of his land in the country, or
the occupier of his house in the town?
The prospect of retaining a guod thing, or
the fear of losing it. And this good
thing, in what way is it good, but the
pecuniary way 2 What is the temporary
influenee of the man who gets a majority
of the electors at a particular plaece to
vote for him at a particular election?
The benefit they expect to derive from
him. That benefit takes various shapes §
it is sometimes- government patronage;
sometimes East Indin patronage, somes
times the pocket of the candidate, In
all cases it is money, -either directly, or
indirectly. :
The motive..of the man who receives
money indirectly, and the motive of the
man who receives it directly, is precisely
the same. The motive of the man who
gives money indirectly, and that of the
man who gives it directly, is also precisely
the same. . The man who getsinto parlia-
ment by the money given directly, and the
man who gets into it by the money given
indirectly, are in the same situation pre-
cisely, with respect to the motives for
doing or betraying their duty to their
country. The twocases, therefore, differ
in nothing but the name. In no other
department of human intercourse are they
permitted to differ even in name. The
judge who should take money indirectly,
would be universally regarded as bribed
just as effectually, and 10 the full as
infamously, as if he took the money in
his hand. '
Why are they made to differ in name,
and made to be thought different in nature,
when & member of parliament is to be
elected? Because it is the interest of the
aristocracy that they should be so; and
because the aristocracy have the power,
to a great extent, of making what shall
be the morality of the country ; makin
it to serve their own turns,
The places in which the permanent in.
fluence is established, are all secured fot

(.4
o
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the atistosratical interest} the places still
open to a temporary influence, are the
places not securely within the grasp of the
aristocracy ; and theugh, of the wealthy
_ men who procure their election by the
temporary influence, the greater number
are sure to range themselves under the
aristocratical banners, there are some who
do .otherwise, and a' greater number who
always may. It is thus evidently the
interest of the aristocracy that, in the
field of influence, the temporary part
should be narrowed, and the permanent
enlarged. This is the effect, and the only
effect, of such a proceeding as the dis-
franchisement of G und. When
Grampound was to be had for money, a
competition among rich men decided
the election, and the man returned might
act with the aristocracy or against them.
When the choice was given to Yorkshire,
in which the aristocratical and permanent
influence is established ; or, even when
the choice is extended to the surrounding
hundreds, in which an agricultural popu-
lation, dependent on the class of land-
-holders, predominates—the sphere of the

rmanent aristocratical influence is en-

"fra

aking influence, by money given di-
rectly, is rarely convenient to the aris-
tocracy. It is the instrument of their
competitors. It is that whereby inter
lopers encroach upon their monopoly.
1t is their interest, therefore, to decry it ;
and the power they have hitherto exer-
cised over public opinion is signally ma-
nifested by their success.

They began, very wisely, with the
tent machinery of names. They
stowed a bad name on the mode in
which the pecuniary motive is applied by
their opponents—the direct mode; a

namee on the mode in which it ia
applied by themselves——the indirect mode.
The first they called * Bribery.” The
second they called * Legitimate influence
“t of Property.” The effect of these names
has been surprising, under the advantages
with which the anstocracy have worked
them. 'The one they loaded with every
terr of abuse: on the other they be-
stowed every epithet of praise. ** Bribery”
was abominable, execrable. The ** legi-
“ mate influence of property” was every
thing which was good. ¢ The legiti-
* timate influence of property” was pure.
“ Bribery” was impure. These two words,

pure and impure, were of singular value.
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“ Bribing” was not merely impwre, it
wes impurily itself. It was that which
made an election impere, and an impeurs
election was a dreadful thing. I-pn‘ﬂ
of election was the source of al! pobiti
evil. On purity of election, alias, “le-
« gitimate influence of property,” the
liberties of England-—those blessed, thrice
blessed things—absolutely and entircly
depended.

ncredible was the language of igno-
rance, or of imposture, held upon the
said purity and impurity, in the discos-
sions regarding this glorious specimen of
legislative virtue—the disfranchizemest of
Grampound. In the meantime it is de-
monstratively, almost intuitively certain,
that, if the public interest be the object in
view, influence in the direct mode is the
leant objectionable of the two. If at esch
election the whole of the 600 and odd
seats in the house were set up to sle,
and knocked down to the highest bidder,
the advantage in favour of - good govern-
ment would not be inconsiderable. We
should then have what, if we use the
language of the aristocracy, we should
call a very impure election ; but we shoa!d
have a much parer legislature.

After the great points of nationsl in-
terest involved in the subjects we bave
been thus considering, we know aothing,
brought before the last parliament, of
greater importance, and nothing, the
mode of dealing with which affords more
perfect evidence of its nature and dis~

osition, than the scheme propo<ed by

r. Brougham, in one of its early sessiors,
for the education of the people. We can
afford 10 bestow upon it only a few
words ; but these will suffice to renew
the memory of the transaction. Mr.
Brougham ; whose merits on the subject
of education his country can never est-
mate too highly, and who thereby bas re-
deemed many of the sins he commits by
his connexion with a party, in whese
trammels, had he known the true interest
of his own glory, he never would have
consented to draw ; was obliged, in orde?
to afford himself a chance of carrying
his measwure in parliament, to gram o
large a power to the establishe” elergy
in the management of the perochial
schools, as alarmed ‘" e dissenters, and,
from dread of unpopularity with the dis-
senters, detached the leading men of his
own party from his support. We shall

\lways regret, that he was thus compelied
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to let 2 measuré drop, which, though it
came short of the perfection which, had
he been at liberty, he doubtless would
have bestewed upon it, would still have
been a powerful instrument of improve-
ment among the people. A legislature; in
which the general interést predominated,
would not, when a scheme, thus important
to the public weal, failed, from peculiat cir-
cumstances, in the hands of an individual,
have allowed it to sink and be lost. The
boly feeling natural to an aristocratical
legislature on the occasion, was a feeling
of pleasure at getting rid of so disagree-
able a business.

Of the other subjects which came be-
fore the last parliament, as the most im-

rtant, the Corn Laws, Ireland, Nezro

lavery, Colonial Trade, and others, have
been included in the business of the last
iwo sessions, and been treated of in se-
parate dissertations in our volumes of the
ast and present year, little remains on
1y of them, to be either explained
or enforced in this general sketch.

In relation to commerce, the thing of
principal importance to remark is, the
extraordinary ¢thange from the policy of
Testriction to the policy of freedom ;
from the policy of discouraging, in many
cases prohibiting, the supply of certain
commodities from our neighbours, to the
policy of receiving our supply from the
places from which it is obtained at the
cheapest rate; from the policy of trying
" to keep from our neighbours the use of
our inventions, to the policy of allowing
individuals to consult their own in-
teresis under the direction of their own
.ziudgmem. In this, we have an exempli-

cation of the fact to which we adverted
in ap early part of this dissertation, and
of which the effects would require a more
ample development than we can here
afford, that the ministers are far more
sensible to the action of public opinion
than the parliament. ‘The instructed and
disinterested part of the public, had, for
3 considernbre time, spoken a strong
language on the subject of freedom of
trade. This reached, at last, and bore
along with it, the minds of ministers. They
introduced into parliament, cautiously
and timidly, a few measutes in the spirit
of this policy ; but thers they found it
still required all their influence to over-
come the ancient bias in a set of minds;
on which the opinion of the rational part
of the public had produced no imptession
Sess. 1826. )
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whatsoever. - What the ministers have
yet accomplished, is small, in comparison
of what remains to be done ; and all their
roceedings—witness the timber trade—:
Eave not been in the right direction : but
they have proclaimed the principle of
freedom, as the principle of true policy ;
and this itself, is a great step in advance.
One question, relating to Ireland, be-
longs peculiarly to this general sketch
What was the state of Ireland at the
beginaing of the last parliameat, and what
was it at the end? The state of it a
the end, was not better, certainly, than

it was at the beginning. And the state

of it, duriog the whole time, as well as
for a long preceding time, was so bad,
that no pen can convey an adequate idea
of it. .

What is the meaning of this? The
evils of Ireland ar¢ not absolutely ins
capable of a remedy. The peculiar ovils
of Ireland are such, as might unquestions
ably be femoved.

¢ have the patient on the one hand—
miserable Ireland: we have the doctot
on the other—the British parliament, The
doctor goes on administering his retne<
dies: the state of the patient is never
improved. What opinion are we ta
form of the doctor ?

Ireland is a mioe of Instruction for the
people of England. The British con-
stitution; that ** tried establishment,” as
Mr. Canning calls it; of which ¢ the
“ working,” as he tells us, is so entirely to
his satisfaction, Ireland enjoys in its per-
fection; king, lords, commons—all ba-
lanced to a hair. .

There is considefable difference, if
not in the mode, at least in some of the
tesults, of the working in Treland. What
makes the difference T Till Mr. Canning
afford the solution of this question,
Ireland is the answer to that argument,
which he draws with so much triumph,
from the working of the British consti-
tution. Why is Ireland not to be tuken as
the true example of the working? England
as the example of a country, in which the
vices of its government have been held
in check, and their effects in some de-
gree compensated by the virtues and
the spirit of the people? One thing is
certain, that the constitution works not
less well for the aristocracy in Ireland,
than it does in England.

The state of Ireland is such as wglﬂﬂ
disgrace the legisslntion of barbariang

. 1
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The. conclusion is inevitable; that the
British legislature, paltering with this
great subject ; no less than the misery of
millions, and the heaviest of the burthens
of England ; from year to year, from par-
liament to parliament, and from one age
to another, without producing any salutary
change ; have either not the will, or not
the capacity, to legislate usefully for
Ircland. o
Ireland affords the example of an aris-
tocratical government, working almost per-
fectly free from check ; an example, there-
fore, of its genuine tendency,—of the
effects which 1t is the very nature of it to
produce. '
Itis a rare combination of circumstances
which exhibitsany governmentacting with-
out a check. Thepatienceofthepeoplecan
be counted upon only to a certain extent ;
and the chances, in aninsurrection, against
" a bad government, are too serious not to
be carefully shunned. Our experience of
the barbarous governments of the East
has yielded us light upon this subject.
Though the people of India are passive
10 an extraordinary degree, it has always
been found that the unative governments,
when the British government in India
has undertaken to supply them with the
use of British troops, have become ten
times more oppressive than they were
before ; because, before, they were under
check from the dread of insurrection ;
dependent upon the irresistible force of
the British arms, they have nothing 10 ap-
prehend, and set no bounds to their
pillage and extortion. The case of Ireland
resembles that of India in this as in
several other respects. Had the aristo-
cracy of Ireland been solely depeudent
on their own power, they could have
proceeded in oppression only as far as
the people would bear. Having the
British army to depend upon, they could
go on till they met with a check from the
hand which npheld them. N
‘The misfortune of Ireland is, that Eng-
land has an aristocratical government,
which, instead of checking, has sym-
athized with, the aristocracy of Irelund.
T'he first principle, of course, of such a
government was, that all insurrections of
the people were to be put down at any
rate. lioever might be in the wrong,
the people, seeking to right themselves,
were always.to be in the wrong. 'This
was enough for the aristocracy, unless the
government of the country was placed on

[
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such a footing as to ensurc order and jus-
tice, and to take the power of taxing,
directly or indirectly, out of their bands.
There is no one who will dare to say that
this has been done in Ireland. ‘The con-
sequences are inevitable : the strong maa
has had the power of oppressing the
weak ; the strong men in conjunction
have had the means of organizing a sys-
tem of oppression, which has made Ire-
land, what it is ; a spectacle of wretched-
ness, of immorality, of lawlessness, the
like to which exists no where on the civi-
lized earth. T'he aristocratical workings
in Ireland, traced through their channels,
small as well as great, exhibit our nature
in one of the states physically the most
deplorable, morally the most detestable,
in which it is possible for it to appear.

. On the one Eand, power at work, some-
times with force, sommetimes with fraud,
to possess itself to the utmost of the pio-
duce of the Peop[e‘s labour, and to com-
mand their wills aud services—on the other
hand, weakness at work to proiect itsell
from the ravages of power, or take ven-
geance on it for the evils it has made to
be endured ; at work, most frequently by
fraud, by all the arts of disguise and men-
dacity, occasionally by ternible eruptions
of force, put down by terrible exertions
of force; with maligaity and hatred coo-
tinually engendered in the breasts of the
oppressors against the oppressed, aod ia
the breasts of the oppressed agaiast the
oppressors—produce a tissue of evils, the
conception of which is surpassed by no-
thing but the conception of hell, and of
the torments and passions of the damned.
This is the point to which all bad go-
vernments tend ; this is the end a1 which
they certainly arrive, if they are oot
stopped in their course by some extenor
cause.

It is a shallow view of the Catholic
question, to take it in whole, or ia the
greatest part, as a religious question. It
i3'an aristocratical question. The aristo-
cracy, wholly Protestant, have been io
the habit of considering the power of
converting the mass of the people intoa
sort of outcasts, on the pretext of their
religion, as an instrument of their ascen-
dancy; and they contend acrordingly
with feet and hands for the preservation
of it. They labour under a great mis-
take ; for, however the preiext may have
been useful at first in the consolidation of
their power, they now would enjoy the
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means of oppressing the population,
emancipated, as they call it, in full as
great perfection as non-emancipated.
ould emancipation aiter the state of
rent ?—would it alter the state of tithe?
—two means, which, by the admirable
working of the machinery in Ireland,
enable its aristocracy to tax the people
for their own benefit, without any fimita-
tion but what is physical ; to take from
them every thing but the potatoe, which
is necessary to keep the wretches alive;
often to leave them not so much of the
potatoe as is necessary to keep them alive,
Why do we cail the drawing of rent
and tithe in Ireland the power of taxing?
Because such is the state of the circum-
stances in Ireland that taxation is thus
actually performed. We know rigidly
what rent is. ‘T'he poorest land in cul-
tivation pays no rent; the land which is
more fertile than this, yields a greater
produce; and the difference between the
greater produce and the least is the rent,
In whatever country the landlords and
tithelords have the power of taking more
from the cultivators than this excess, they
have the power of taxing. They do, in
Ireland, take more. How is this proved ?
By this,—that the profits of cultivating
the land, when more than this excess is
not taken, suffice to maintain the culti-
vators in comfort, and enable them to
accumulate stock. As this is not the
case in Ireland, it is clear that the land-
lords and tithelords 1ake from the culti-
vators in Ireland more than the rent; in
other words, that they tax them; and
we see to what a piich of oppression
their taxation is pushed. That there are
remarkable exceptions to the general rule,
is creditable to the individuals who make
them—nothing at all to the system.
How the working of the machinery
brings about this important result, it 1s
not very difficult to understand. An
ignorant, an over-crowded, and lawless
population, (need we stop to explain how
the Irish are ignorant, over-crowded, and
lawless 1) are always eager to possess a
bit of land; for, miserable as the pros-
pect which it yields, it is rather less pre-
carious than any other property or source
of subsistence. Such a people have no
regard to their word, and never intend
to fulfil more of any engagement than
what is useful to themselves, if they
¢an possibly avoid it. They care little,
thercfore, what they promise; and they
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are always willing (such is the matter
of fact) to promise more for the fa-
vourite bit of land than it can possibl
pay. It is easy to see what power this
bestows upon the landlord; it enables
him not only to take the reat, but as
much more as he pleases. ‘

‘I'he state of the case between the
tithelord and the landlord is this:—
The tithelord comes first, and takes his
share; and the landlord gets only as
much as he leaves. It is said, that the
tithelord seldom gets his full share.
True; the matter 13 settled by a scram-
ble between the tithelords and the land-
lords: a compromise is the result; and
the tithelords, us being the weaker party,
are obliged to allow something of a lion’s
share to their more powerful brethren in
the chace. It is of no consequence to
the cultivator. Taking every thing but
the most 1niserable pittance, they can
get no more from him: all being taken,
a question of division only remains be-
tween themselves,  If the tithelords were
annihilated to-morrow, the landlords
would get, in whole, that which they
now get only in greater part. The con-
dition of the cultivator would experience
no improvement, ' )

We look upon the propositions which
have been made in Parliament for violat-
ing the contract between the nation and
its creditors, and the countenance which
such propositions have there received,
in a very serious light.

At all times it was easy to foresee,
that if ever an iniquitous legislature
should harbour the design of cancelhng
the national debt, and committing a state
bankruptey, it would not perpetrate the
deed at once; the shock would be too
violent: it would accomplish its design
by steps; first ove, then another; and
would always find some pretext, as plau.
sible as possible, for proceeding to each.

Precisely in the way in which the
first movement, if ever it were made,
might have been expected to be made,
have the incidents in Parliament fallen
out. A defalcation from the payments
due to the national creditor, not an entire
abolition of his right, has alone been
hinted at. To be. sure, the defalcation is
a large one,— very nearly one-third of all
that i3 due to kim; so that onl{ two steps
more would be required to take'all, and
cancel his claim entirely. An occasion,
too, so little undcrstood, and so easily

.
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misinterpreted, as to be well adapted for
furnishing a fraudulent pretext; a pretext
which would wear a plausible outside,
and could not without some patience be
seen through, has heen adroitly seized as
the motive and reason of the first, and,
of course, the leading, and most difficult
step, in a national bankruptoy. Qne of
the many odious products of thelate most
extraordinary war, is that to which we owe
this pretext, and the precipitation, at |east,
of the proposition which it is employed
to recommend. At a certain. period of
the war, parliament thought proper to
suspend payment in cash of the notes of
the Bank of England; and, under the
fancy that great advantage was thence
obtained in prosecuting the war, to pass
a law continuing the suspension till six
months after the conclusion of peace.
The consequence was, that the Bank,
no longer afraid of excess, so increased
the quantity of its circulating paper as
to depreciate the currency. Some time
after the conclusion of peace, parliament
applied itself to consider the state of the
currency, and finally resolved on the re-
sumption of cash payments, and the eleva-
tion of the currency to its pristine value,

Itis from this last measure that a reason
is sought for decucting 30 per cent—(we
do not give this as the only, but as the
most accredited proposal)—from the in-
terest due to the national creditors, A
good-looking name was needed, A name
that shews the ill-favoured side of a pro-
ject is injudicious. For the first step in
the state-bankruptcy of England, a con-
venient name has been foundin the words,
equitable adjustment. The allegation is,
that whereas the loans contracted since
the suspension of cash-payments, were
paid, some in a currency more, spme in
a currency less, depreciated,—a deduction
equivalent to the greatest depreciation
should be made from the interest, paid in
the restored currency, not only on the
loans advanced in the more, but those
advanced in the less depreciated cur-
rency, apd even on those advanced be-
fore the suspension, whep there was no
depreciation at all,

There is gomething at variance with
moral feeling, and singularly discreditable,
in this pretence. When a government is
foalish enough, or wicked enough without
the folly, to make a depreciation of the
currency, it alters the state of pecuniary
contracts, enabling the man who has a
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payment to make, to satisfy the demand
against him, with a less va'ue than be con.
tracted to pay. It thus prodaces a great
amount of evil; but an amount many
times less than what would be produced,
if all contracts were on that account to be
dissolved, and re-drawn on a computation
of the value of the currency at different
periads. This would throw society into
an embarrassment and confusion inferior
only to that which the dissolution of the
bands of government would prodace,
The literal fulfilment of the contracts is
therefore cnforced, as infinitely the smaller
eyil of the two. Acting on the doctsine of
the equitable adjustment, the legislatare
would relieve itself from those obligations
which it hinds upon the commanity, It
would make a law in its own favour, in
direct opposition to the law which it
makes for all other parties in the like
situation, It would stamp, by its own
band, the brand of iniquity upen one or
another part of its own proceedings. It
would exhibit the odious spectacle of a
government holding one weight and one
measure for itself, another for the com-
munity which it guides, and to which it
ought to serve as a pattern of every kind
of virtue; frugality, wisdom, benevalence,
justice ; not an example and incitement of
every description of vice; prodigality,
folly, disregard of public good,
injustice.

The pretence is as worthless, as the
measure, which it is propoesed to fouad
upon it, would be flagitious. The
fundholders, 1t is said, being paid interest
in a restored currency, receive more thaa
their due. This is wholly untrue. First
of all, a great proportion of the national
debt was contracted before the suspen-
sion of payments; and advanced in a
currency of the full value. During the
time of the depreciation, the interest of
this debt was paid in the depreciated
currency ; was not paid in full ; aod oa
the principle of an equitable adjustment,
a compensation is due. Mr. Mushet
has computed that compensation; and
has shown that it would exceed the
deduction which, on the same pretence,
could be made from the interest payable
on the debt contracted during the period
of depreciation ; that more, io fact, would
be due Zo the first set of creditors, thaa

Jrom the second ; that, allawing the

g:iuciple of the equitable adjustment to
correct, government owge to the g
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tional creditors, as a body, more than it
pays: so thoroughly unfounded and
fruudulent is the allegation, that govern-
ment may justly cut off 30 per cent from
the interest of the national debt: in
other words, commit a fraudulent bank-
ruptey, at fourteen shillings in the
pound. We need not repeat, how easy
the step is from fourteen to seven, and
from seven to rothing.

T'he second reasur, which shows that
the equitable adjustmeot iz founded in
imposture, is as follows:—

When a contract is made by open
competition, as were all the contracts for
loans during the last war, the terms are
of course as low as the circumstances
of the case, all taken together, will permit,
During the time when Joans in the
depreciated currency were made, it was
the law of England that cash payments
should be restored six months after the
conclusion of peace. An act of parlia-
ment ordained the resumption. The
faith of parliament was pledged for the
resumption, When the legislature en-
tered into ocontract for all the loans
which were raised during the period of
depreciation, it stood bound, it had
strictly engaged itself, not rashly, not
unadvisedly, but by one of its most
solemn proceedings—a law of king, lords,
and commons—to pay the parties who
thus became the creditors of the nation,
not in a depreciated currency, but in
cash, six months after the termination of
the war. To pretend, after this, that
one-third may be taken from the interest
of the debt, as more than due because paid
in cash, is not merely to propose a viola-
tion of contract; it is 10 make one of
the most impudent attempts to defeat
the meaning of a contract by false
construction, that was ever exposed
to the indignation of the honest
part of wmankind, It is chicanery
which would disgrace the lowest pet-
tifogger.

Of the class in parliament, who show
their disinclination to pay the public cre-
ditors, there is one portion, who assume
a different ground, ‘They say that it
would be a dreadfy| thing not 1o pay our
debts. Np event is more to be depre-
cated. The pation ought to pay its
creditors as long as ever it can, But a
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And the case is made out clearly by a
scrap of lawyers’ Latin: Nemo tenetur ad
impossibile.

‘I'be first remark to be made upon this
apology, propounded by anticipation, for
the non-payment of the nationa! creditor,
is, that it disclaims and condemns the pre-
ceding pretence, that we have now a right
to deduct any thing from the interest of the
debt, on the score of over-payment;
since it declares that it would be a
dreadful crime to deduct any thing, so
long as we have the means of paying.

A disgraceful proceeding, founded
upon a silly pretence, gives evidence
both against the intellects and morals
of the parties who figure in such a
scene.

What would be thought of the honour
of a man in ordinary life, who, havin
contracted a greater debt than he liked
to pay, should begin to desire his credi~
tors to make up their minds toa time when
he would be unable to pay them, though
it were obvious to all the world that he
had ample means of paying, and never,
without the most disgraceful conduct,
conld be destitute of such means? Woulqg
not all the world say that the man was a
villain, and was already in wait for a
plausible occasion to defraud his credis
tors ; more especially if the state of the
law, or the state of the contruct with
his creditors was such, that they could
never enfarce repayment of the p rincipal,
and must remain content, unless at his
own choice, with the perpetual receipt
of interest?

But to know the nature of this inabi-
lity of the English nation to pay its
debts—this praphetic inability, the fore-
runner of a prophetic bankruptcy—-we
ought to examine it a little more nar~
rowly. The nation must, at any rate,
not speak of inability, so long as it has
one farthing of extravagant expenditure,
The man, who pretends a want of
ability to pay his debts, without confin.
ing his expenditure within the limits of
rigid necessity, is a dishonest man, and
ought to receive the fpunishment of a knave.
The expenditure of the English Govern.
ment.is perfectly enormous. Every use-
less penny must be deducted from it;
the services which it is necessary to re-
ceive from government, must be paid for

tite may come when ability will cease.,at the lowest rate; and every article of
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national property must he set to sale, and
applied to the liquidation of the debt,
before we can allege inability, without
dll the disgrace which belongs to the
roceedings of a fraudulent bankrupt.
];Ve must not leave one sinecure in
existence.  We must not have one agent
of government in any departmeat more
than is needed, and every agent must be
paid at the lowest rate at which a com-
petent person will consent to serve. In
regard to soldiers and sailors we must
muke a rigid estimate of the number for
which we have real cccasion, and not
allow the existence of an individual more.
If it should even be found upoa an honest
scrutiny, that if ever we have enemies, it
will be our own fault, we need have no
defenders, and must discharge them
every one. If we have any foreign
dependency which does mnot pay its
own expenses, we must relinquish it.
‘I'he crown lands are no inconsiderable
resource, They must all be sold to the
last acre; and every public building,
house, and palace, not ubsolutely neces-
sary—not required for the real service of
the state—must be converted into money
for the payment of our debts. The
teachers of religion are a class of public
servants, who, in proportion to what
they do, are more extravagantly paid
than any other. There can be no doubt,
that with proper management, religion
might be much better taught at one
quarter of the expense. All the rest
must go to the discharge of the debt,
before we can pretend that we have
reduced our expenditure to the utmost,
and are still unable to meet the just
demands of our creditors.  On this sub-
ject we might go into much’ greater
detail, but this may show the nature of
the case.

Sill we have not ascertained what
meaning can really be annexed to the
term inability, when the inability is
alleged of the English nation to pay its
debts.  In the way in which it is used,
it is a vague, equivocal term, unavoidubly
subservient to delusion, and very opt to
be made subservient 1o fraud. Inability
very often means nothing more than disin-
clination. Let us examine if it can be
any thing different here. o

The annual produce of the nation is
the fund from which all its expenses are
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defrayed.  OF this, that portion which is
necessary for the maintenance of the la-
bourers, can never be reckoned, because
it can never be diverted from that use.
‘T'he rest is all distributed to the receivers
of rent, the receivers of profit, or the re-
ceivers of the taxes. Now, let us sup-
pose, for a moment, that the national
creditors are the only receivers of the
taxes. The net annual preduce would
then be distributed in proportions, among
three parties—the landlords, the capi-
talists, and the national creditors. How
can the inability ever arise of continuing
to distribute it in those proportions? Or
how could the proportions be altered
otherwise than by giving more to one, less
to another? 'This would not be inabiluy,
it would be design.

If the allegation be, that by the legis-
lature’s adding more and more to the
national debt, and thus eniitling the na-
tional creditors to a greater and greater
share of the annual produce, the time
will come when the nation will be unable
1o pay, the very hypothesis is revolting.
Why should we tuke it for granted,
that we are to have in future a wicked
legislature? and that the English natien
is never to be without a government,
driving it on to its ruin? Above all
things, why should this strange anticipa-
tion be proclaimed by the legislawrs
itself? Why should wenot suppose, as far
more probable, that sooner or later we
shall have a legislature, which will pursue
the opposite course ; and by cutting off
all unnecessary expense, gradually dimi-
nish, and, at no distant day, extinguish
the debt?

But in the loose talk, which we are
commonly condemned to bear on this
subject, and in which it is supposed, and
taken for granted, that a bad government
will go on adding 10 the debt, and of
course entitling the national creditor to a
greater and greater share of the annual
produce, we inust not permit one conse-
quence, which is regularly everlooked, to
pass without being duly estimated.

It is obvious, that just in the same pro-
portion, and in the same degree, as the
incone of the landlord and the capitalist
is reduced, in order to pay the fund-
holder, the income of the fundbolder is
reduced in order to pay himself. ‘Ibe
funcholders contribute to their own pay-
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ment, in the.same proportion as any body
else, and pay a greater and a greater
share of what they themselves receive,
according as the payments due to them
are increased. The want of means to
pay is therefore a contradiction in terms.

But we confer too much hoaour on
this prophetic inability. by treating it as
worthy of analysis. We have already
seen that the pretence of a nation's inabi-
lity to pay itself, that is, to make a parti-
cular distribution of its annual produce,
is impostrous on the face of it. To say,

.or to insinuate, that England is in the
state, or approaching to the state, of a
nation unable to pay it debts, is an im-
pudent denial of notorious matter of fact,
The annual charge on account of the
national debt is below 30,000,000l. Much
more than double that amount is raized
in taxes of all sorts ; and of this vast sum,
a large proportion is unprofitably spent.
One word more is superfluous.

It is, however, easy to understand the
feeling of an aristocratic legislature on
thissubject. It is by the share which the
aristocracy receive of the taxes, that they
derive advantage from wielding the powers
of government. From that portion which
is detached for the puyment of the national
creditor, they have the means of drawing
little or no advantage to themselves. The
people of England, as experience proves,
may be made to submit, in time of peace,
to a taxation of more than 70,000,000l.
per annum. But if one half of this goes
to the national creditors, the aristocracy
are obliged to make their profit out of the
other half. How much more would they
make if they had both halves? And
with what an evil eye, therefore, are they
tempted to look upon a class of men by
whom this golden stream, which ought to
be their's, is intercepted !

. That a class of men, who, poscessing
power by a firm tenure, find little occa-
sion for intellect, should be short-sighted
and inconsistent, is in the natural order
of things. 'T'he aristocracy of England,
in order to frighten every man who pos-
sesses a little property into an enemy of
improvement, have, with a prodigious
digplay of fear and ardour, taught, that
all attempts at improvement lead to re-
volution, and all revolutions to the
confiscation of property. Both prcpo-
sitions are false. But they, by defraud-
ing the national creditors, aud thereby
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committing one of the most enormous acts.
of confiscation that ever was perpetrated
on earth, would set an example of dis-
regard to the laws of property, the bitter
fruits of which they would deserve to be
the first to feel. Why should the rest of
the community, they 1o whom the in-
terests of the fundholding class, and the
interests of the landholding class, are
equal, be more willing 10 sacrifice ths
fundholders to the landholders, than the
landholders to the fundholders? If it
be very inconvenient to the nation to pay
the intercst of the national debt, why not’
take the land to dischurge the principal ?
This would be spoliation and injustice,
most assuredly ; but not one atom worse
than taking the property of the national
creditors,

In the growing contrariety between.
the state of the governmznt, and the state
of the public mind, in every country in_
Europe, and not least in England, there
is no attentive observer of the signs of
the times, who does uot anticipate con-
siderable alteration at no very distant
day, in the mode of administering public
affairs in that quarter of the globe,
These changes, perfectly inevitable, will,
it is probable, all be comparatively quiet ;.
but that they may be so, it is of primary
importance that the utmost reverence ®
should be attached to the laws of pro-
perty. The people, whom the arsto-
cratical class are always accusing of
being enemies to property, are the re-
verse. In the annals of mankind, there
is not an instance of any great spoliation
or iniquitous transfer of property, of
which the people have been the authors.
All such atrocities, wichout any excep-
tion, have been the work—as the confis-
cation of the property of the national
creditors in England would be the work—
of an aristocracy.

While property remains secure, and
every une is satisfied, that what is his
will be inviolably preserved to him,
changes in the hands which hold the
powers of government affect not the
bosom of society. They may be more,
they may be lexs, expedient; the arrange-.
ments adopted may be found perfect,
they may be found susceptible of amelio~
ration ; all this experience may go on,
as it ought to go on, without disturbing
the peace or arresting the prosperity of the
nation, till its social and political insti-
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tutions are brought to perfection ; pro-
vided the rights of property are held
inviolable. Butif, in the present state of
the world, the leading class, in any coun-
try, gives the signal fora convulsion, by a
shameless act of confiscation, who could
wonder, if the class whom they have
robbed should seek for vengeance, and
if the justice of their complaints should
gain to them a host of abettors ?

A country's principal interests are
those which are involved in its internal

vernment. To a certain degree, its
Anterests are also involved in its situation
with regard to its neighbours ; more in-
volved, generally, in proportion as its
government is bad ; less involved in pro-

tion as its government is good. The
nterests of a country are involved in its
situation with regard to its neighbours,
in two ways; by its exposure to foreign
attacks ; and by its external commerce.

In the present state of the civilized
world, a country, wisely governed, is so
little exposed to attacks from its neigh-
bours, that nothing but an extraordinary
combination of circumstances could
bring such an event within the range of
a rational anticipation. A well-governed
country would never afford any provo-
cation ; and it would be defended with
such bravery and judgment by its happy
reople, as would render an attack upon
t, unless it were a petty country indeed,
an unpromising speculation. With re-
spect to external commerce, a courtry,
wisely governed, would adopt the only
Folicy good for itself, that of perfect
reedom ; and would wait without con-
cern till other governments were wise
enough to follow its example. Belween
4 well-governed country and its neigh-
bours, there would be hardly any other
relation than that of good behaviout,
which costs nothing.

An ill-governed country, which en-
goges at every turn in wars with its neigh-
bours, does, indeed, involve its interests
deeply in its external relations. The ex-
pense arising from its establishments and
wars burthens crueily, if it does not
finally overwhelm, it.

A great improvement took place in our
foreign policy, between the beginning and
end of the last parliament, for which par-
liament has no title to our acknowledge-
ments. Till the death of Lord London-
derry we werein the Holy Alliance. From
that time we have been gradually with-
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drawing from it. The opposition part
in parliament made strong objections to
the principle and policy of the Holy Alli-
ance, during the administration of Lord
Londonderry, with a potent majority con-
stantly against them. @ We owe the
change to Mr. Canning and his associates,
who appear to have disengaged the
nation with prudence and felicity.

The principle of the Holy Alliance is
something perfectly new in the world.
It is true that it was invented to meeta
perfectly new emergency. That contra-
riety which, as we have already intimated,
is now apparent in perhaps every country
in Europe, between the state of the public
mind and the state of the government, had
excited the apprehensions of the different
governments ; and the Holy Alliance was
set up as a bulwark against the conse-
quences which it portended. It was an
engagement among the different govern-
ments to afford protection to one anothe?
againat their own subjects; and to pre-
vent the changes for which the altered
state of the public mind was expected 1o
present an importunate, if not an irres
sistible, demand.

A scheme which bore upon the very
surface of it more conspicuous marks of
folly, ot rather of ins aity, was never
thought of, even by bad governments.
Going upon the supposition that the public
mind in each country, taken separately,
was becoming too strong for its own
government, taken separately, they never-
theless concluded, that the governments
of all the countries taken together would
be too strong for the public miod in all
the countries taken together. Let us
permit them to assume--totake for granteqd,
all the effect which fancy can ascribe to
their scheme; that it would check the
movements towards change, which the
state of;the public mind should prompt it
one country at a time. What would be the
consequence ? Ouly to retard the couns
tries which were more advanced, tiil all
were ripe for a simultaneous movement;
when, of course, the impulse would be
fur more violent, and the changes more
unsparing. That governmeats, with or
without combination, can now turn back
the tide of public opinion, it would require
more than the blindoess of bad govera-
ments, amid all that is passing around us,
to believe; and to suppose that public
opinion, still rolling on, can be always
successfully resisted, would be only t@
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suprose that of two things, the one grow-
ing always greater, the other less, the one
growing always greater will never surpass
Ahe one growing always less,

The Alien Act, the subject of declama-

tion on both sides of both houses in the
last parliament, was part and 'Farcel of
the Holy Alliance system. he war
-against public opinion would have been
incomplete without it.  'When the princi-
ple of the Holy Alliance was given up,
the Alien Act, after a decent period of
delay, and a becoming shew of regard
for an old connexion, was quietly allowed
to expire.
- Giving the ministry applause, for re-
npouncing the Holy Alliance; and willing
to believe that they deserve it for their
-conduct regarding Greece, and the new
states in South America, we are doubtful
-with respect to Spain. We have not
data on which to ground a positive con-
clusion. And we concur most fully in
the declaration of Mr. Canning, that if,
by permitting the occupation of Spain
by the troops of France, one of the most
impudent proceedings in the history of
modern Europe, and directly insulting
tothe government of England, we avoided
that dreadful calamity, a war; it was
expedient 1o poc: et the insult, and cherish
the advantages of peace.

The two questions are, whether this
act of the French Government, on which
.Mr. Canning now bestows abundant re-
.probation, might not have been prevented
without a war? And whether, if per-
-mitted, it would not bring war at an early
date, as its natural conset}:;ence? Mr.
.Canning says, No. But Mr. Canning,
with the advantage of more knowledge of
the circumstances than other men, has
the disadvantage of his situation, which
plays with many blinding influences on

is understanding. At the time of which
we speak, the situation of the French
government was so precarious, it had so
much to apprehend, and did apprehend
60 much, from the contrariety between
iteelf and the public mind, that it could
-not have looked upon the dangers involved
in a struggle with this country without
the utmost apprehension. It is true the
‘French Government had one ground of
security. On this it is probable that it
rested; and the event discovered the
sagacity of its anticipstion. It knew that
the aristocracy of England had a dread
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of the contrariety between the state of
public opinion and the state of govern-
ment in France, from the effect which it
might have in England, not much less
intense than that which agitated the
French government itelf. It concluded,
therefore, that the English ministry would
be deterred from risking a war with
France, not so much from any aversion
to the burthens it was to load upon the
people of England, which it had never
seen an English ministry much to dislike,
as from the prospect of .a new revolution
in France, which it had abundant reason
to know was the object of their perfect
horror. The French government, there-
fore, put on a bold face ; and dread of the
state of the public mind in France, made
dupes of the English ministry. Without
affirming that this was the case, we affirm
the strong probability that it was; and
we confess our apprehensions, that the
same poor game will be played over again,
in the circumstances to which the occupa-
tion of Spain by the traops of France has
recently given birth. France may con-
tinue to lend the most effectual support to
the Spanish government, maintaining gar-
risons in all its strong places, saving it
from all apprehension on account of its
disaffected population, thereby enabling
it to send every Spanish soldier to fight
the English, and supplyingit secretly with
the sinews of war; and, doing all this, if
it only avoids notorious acts of hostility,
and gives fair words, to which it seems in-
clined, our ministry will not dare to attack
it.  The French government knows that
the hands of the English ministry are tied
up by their trembling dread of revolutions.
And we therefore expect to see it treatin
all their remonstrances with perfect indif-
ference; and them, notwithstanding their
talk about English honour and power, sub-
mitting tamely, and only anxions about
the means of hiding the truth from the
English people.

T'he terms of our treaty with Portugal
may have required our interference. This
we shall rot dispute. But one thing we
take upon us to affirm, with unhesitating
conviction, that it will be worse than
childish to commence a war against Spain,
if that be the fruit of our late pacific
policy, without ordering the French go-
vernment, under all the consequences of
being considered a partner in the war, to
withdraw its soldiers, to the last man,

. bx
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from the ‘peninsala ; and to abetein from
every act, opea or clandestine, of s:
to our enemy, under pain of its being
treated as an act of hostility.
Notwithstanding the improvements,
which we are happy to acknowledge, in
the maxims of our international policy,
we perceive that our ministers still adhere
to onme principle, of fatal import to the
interests of every country the counsels of
which itinfects. They boast of the high
rank which we hold among surroundiog
nations. They - speak magnificently of
the maintaining of that rank. If this
high rank meant a high reputation for
wisdom—a high reputation for virtue—
a high reputation for the goodness of our
vernment—for the integrity of our deal-
ings, and the happiness of our people;
even a high reputation for internal
strength, and for the energy with which
any attack upon our shores would be re-
pelled—we desire to see that sort of rank
as high as it can be desired by an{“body.
Bat if this rank mean nothing but the
weight with which we interfere in the ar-
rangements, amicable or hostile, of other
nations with one another—that is to say,
the fear with which we inepire them; in
other words—the proximity of the pros-
pect we bring to them of the evils of war,
to be inflicted by our hands; we say,
that of all the curses, which ever befel a
nation, thissaid rank is one of the greatest.
Of all successful pretences for unneces-
sary wars—of all successful pretences for
exorbitant establishments, military and
paval—for the waste and ruin of the sub-
stance of the people—thisis, beyond com-
parison, the most fertile in mischief. To
the aristocracy of England this has been
the grand resource for keeping up that
immense taxation out of which they have
drawn their profit. And,accordingly, both
sections of that aristocracy, both the sec-
tion in place, and the section out of place,
have always applauded it to_ the skies.
This wasnational glory—this was national
honour. What so admirable as honour
and glory? What honourable aud glorious
man but would part with life and fortune
to preserve honour and glory? Let ua
then have great fleets, great armies ; let
us interfere in every dispute between every
two nations in Earope; and let us always
make war upon those who will not do
as we bid them; all for honour and
glory! The pretence, which is sometimes
set up, that this is the cheapest way of de-
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fending our own shores from hostile attacks,
we cannot regard as worthy of a seriows

exp‘ovm.
e are told that it ata
distance. We shoald t:l:r ‘::;;get;nt it
makes it continually present. What is
the danger we have o dread? ‘The ex-
pense of repelling an attack from oer
shores. This, which would be an
of rare occurrence —which rather, ander a
good government, we should say, would
not occur at all—and which, when the
occasion arose, would be proportioned to
it, and no more; we are told that we
ought to replace, by an expente never
imermitted, which never ends—aot pro-
Koﬂioned to the defence of ourseives,
ut to the attack of others—the comi-
oental attack ; an e 50 threatening
—continually threatening, to other nations
—that our word should bold with them
the place of a command. This is to defved
ourselves at sn expense many thousand
times greater than needful.

Would we then, it is asked, have no
foresight in our counsels? O, yes! of
real foresight as much as you please—as
much as possible. But not a foresight
which makes the remedy many times
worse than the disease. Not a foresight
which would make a disease, not very
likely to happen at all, but sure, at the
very worst, to happen rarely, perpetual.
Not a foresight, rv!ucb WO!ylld set wp a
great present evil, to fence against ome
whichbic not only distant and
tical, but which can always be provided
for time emough, when y:here is some
reason to apprehend its approach.

In tracing, as we have doae, in this re-
view of the proceedings of the last parkia-
ment, the workings of the aristocratical
interest; adducing the evidence of its as-
cendancy, and marking the ¢ ueoces
which flow from it; we shall be told, that
we have omitted in.our calculations sn
element which greatly modifies and cor
rects the tendency of the anstocratical
preponderance ; to wit—the oppositios
party in parliament. It appears perfectly
certain te us, that the modification de-
rived from this element is too small w0 be
worth including in the calculation.

It is an historical fact, worthy of being
hetter wnderstood tham it geoerally is,
that wherever the powers of governmem
have been engroesed by an anstocracy,
they bave almost always broken them-
selves into two sections —the eue more
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immediately wielding the powers of the
body — the other angry that it is not
wielding them.. What are the coase-
quences of this? Not thut either section
ever loses sight of those interests which it
has in common with the other, and which
belong to the ‘whole aristocratical body.
These thesection out of power is as deeply
concerned to preserve and to improve,
as the section which it wishes to supplant.
Whatever other points they may differ
in, here their differences will be more ap-
pareat then real ; or if, from accident,
there should be .occasional contrariety,
there is sure to be general concurrence.
This .is enough:—the aristocratical inte-
rest has little to dread from such an oppo-
sition as this.

There are two cases of the division of
a governing aristocracy. Oue case is,

.when the people have no idea of taking

power from the aristocratical body,
though they may assist in taking it from
one section to give it to another. The
other case is, when the aristocracy are
aware of a wish on the part of the peo-
ple to diminish their power, and to give
that ascendancy in the legislature to the
general interest, which is held by the aris-
tocratical interest.

The nature of the contest hetween the
two sections of an aristocratical body, is
very different in these different cases.
In the first case, in which as a body they
have nothing to apprehend from the
people, they set no bounds to their animo-
sities ; they rush on to bloodshed ; and
inflict upon one another the greatest atro-
cities. Witness the contests in Greece
and Rome; witness the civil wars ‘in
every part of Europe, up completely to
the period at which a real public opinion
made itself felt in that part of the world.
So much already does society owe to
the check which apprehension of the
people has imposed on the aristocracy !

In the case in which the body of the
aristocracy dread the sentiments of the
people, and consider the probability, that,
in a desperate struggle between two
parties of themselves, the people will find
the means of stripping them of all thut
portion of their power which is incon-
sistent with good government, both sec-
tions find motives exceecingly to modify
and restrain their exertions ; and whether
to get place, or retain it, never venture
farther than a certain moderate excitement
of public opinion.

sl

The section not in place, the section
weakest, atleast for. the time, seeks to make
itself a match for its antagonist. It can
obtain the needful accession of strength
only by gaining the people on its side,
It can gain them on its side only by making
them expect ad from its ascen-
dancy.. The only real permanemt good
which the people can receive at the
hands :of any existing set of adminis-
trators, is the rectification of the
state of interests in the legislature;
the all important change from the pre-
dominance of the partial, to that of the
general interest. No aristocratical sec-
tion will hold out this prospect, at least
in earnest. It holds out the prospect of
some other petty advantages, which it
triea by every artifice to make the pecple
admire as great; or, if it does throw out
an appearance of intending the substan-
tial good, it is.an appearance ouly, well
contrived to be explained away, or for-
gotten, when the period for the con-
gruent action arrives.

The consequences are easily antici-
pated. So long as the people are dim-
sighted enough to be imposed upon by
delusive appearances, and take small
advantages for great, they may be caught
by the promises of an opposition, and
being warmed by degrees into enthusiasm,
may call for a change of administration.
‘T'his call, in this country, has in former
times been so importunate as to render it
convenient to comply with it. When,
however, the people become sufficiently
clear-sighted to distinguish appearance
from reality, and a great advantage from
a [ittle one, the promises of one section
of the aristocracy, trying to turn out
another, lose their effect.

Things have very nearly come to this
pass in England: the consequence is,
that the out-section of the aristocracy,
ceasing to draw any hopes from the
people, manifest sentiments towards them
bardly less hostile than those of their
opponents.  ““ His Majesty’s opposition”
is a name which has been recognized as
well adapted to them, tpsis non recusan-
tibus.  This is a pame which proclaims
their equipment for court service, and the
dissolution of their connexion with the
people. Disjoined from the people, an
opposition section of the aristocracy is
perfectly insignificant. We see accord-
ingly with what rapidity our opposition par-
ty is melting away. In a short time, there
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will be no sach thing. The British aris-
tocracy will form one homogeneous body,
at once the masters and creatures of the
ministry, soliciting and intriguing for the
good things in distribution, but never
going into opposition, with a view to
force a greater share into their hands.
This was the state of the French aristo
cracy, from the time of Louis X1V. to
the revolution. And it is the natural
state of a ruling aristocracy in every
country in which the people are either
unable or unwilling to force, by their aid,
a discontented section of it into power.
No: from' this ime onwards, or till an
adequate reform of the parliament has
‘place, the ministers of the king, as the
part of the legislatare on which public
opinion acts with the greatest force, will
be the best part of the legislature, with
the exception of a small number of inde-
pendent, enlightened men, hated by both
parties, and persecuted by them, as far
as it can be done quietly and by stealth.
The proportion of the time and atten-
tion of the last parliament, which was
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absorbed by the memorable inquiry, of
which it pleased them to become the m-
struments, respecting the late Queen, may
render it, to some persons, a matter of
surprise, that we have not enlarged upon
this subject at a proportionatc length.
We deemed it unnecessary. All Eng.
land—all Europe—and the world, have
pronounced an opinion upon that affair,
and the matters connected with it (the
manly revenge, for example, taken on
Sir Robert Wilson) so decided, and so
nearly correct, that there is very little in
the existing impression, which we have a
desire to see altered. The sort of in-
tellect, and the sort of morality, which
reside in the two houses, found on that
occasion, a most felicitous opportanity of
displaying themselves. The time was
come, when the lookers-on could benefit
by the exhibition. The time is come,
indeed, when nothing can hinder the
accumulation of evidence; and pothing
can hinder the effect which it is calcalated
to produce.

THE END.

W. WILSON, PRINTER, 57, SKINNER-STREET, LONDON.



