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ARISTOCRACY.

Tue advocates of Aristocracy— who
are numerous, not without abilities, and
of whom there will be good supply for
some time to come—labour strenuously
to confound inequalities of fortune with
aristocratical privileges. And no won-
der they do; for all the plausibility of
their sophisms is derived from this ex-
pedient. Were they obliged to speak
of aristocratical privilege, truly, as it
is—power held by a certain narrow
class to do with the rest of the commu-
nity what they please—they would be
treated with the scorn, which a preten-
sion 8o impudent and hostile deserves.
While allowed, however, to practise
with the forked tongue, and talk of in-
equality of fortune and aristocratical
privileges as the same, they can hold
up the advantages accruing from in-
equality of fortune, and by a juggle of
language make them pass for advan-
tages of aristocracy.

This is the course which must always
be pursued when a bad thing is to be
vindicated. The praises of some other
thing, which is good, are cunningly
transferred to the thing which is bad.
When the object is to defend a useless
and most expensive ecclesiastical estab-
lishment, take notice that the praises of
religion are transferred to it. The two
ideas—that of religion in all its excel-
lence, and that of an ecclesiastical es-
tablishment, however bad —are blended
together by artful language, and so
closely associated, that ordinary minds

find it difficult to disjoin them. When
this association of ideas is pretty gen-
erally formed, the ecclesiastical so-
phists proceed at their ease.  Their
business is only to declaiin and abuse : —
¢ Base men! would .you destroy reli-
gion? Or, if in Ireland ¢ Base men!
would you destroy Protestantism ?’
When all the while there is no question
about either religion or Protestantism, -
but only about an ecclesiastical estab-
lishment which is inimical to both.
Take another example, in the abuses
of government. They who desire to
maintain in existence the causes of
evil strive to confound them with the
causes of good; and by taking them
in the lump, apply to the causes of evil
the praise which belongs to the causes
of good. We are told of the advantages
of the constitution: that is, in their
sophistical language, the benefits of
govesnment in the aggregate. Well,
we are as sensible of the benefits of
government as they are; but we will
not allow them to transfer the credit of
those benefits to things which are not
the causes of them, but the reverse—
causes of evil, not of benefit. They
may compliment causes of evil with the
name of part of the constitution, as
long as they please; we shall not be
inclined to suffer them any more on
that account. Those parts of the con-
stitution which we hold sacred are the
causes of good. By casting off the
things which are the causes of evil we,



think we are doing service to the con-

stitution, in the only sense in which it’

deserves a particle of our respect,

Reformers are far from thinking evil
of inequalities of fortune ; on the con-
trary, they esteem them a necessary
consequence of things which are so
good, that society itself, and all the
happiness of human beings, depend
upon them: a consequence of those
laws whence the generation and aug-
mentation of property proceeds. That
the prosperity of nations may advance,
there must exist motives to accumulate.
But these motives will operate on some
men more, on some less, on some not
at all. There will be different degrees,
therefore, of accumulation:— and this
is the origin of all inequality of pro-
perty. Nor can the tendency to it be
checked, were it desirable to do so,
without checking accumulation, and all
the advantages which are to be derived
from it.

But, abstracting from the consider-
ation that we cannot have other things
which are goo® for us in the highest
degree, without having inequalities of
fortune along with them, we consider
inequalities of fortune as themselves
good—the cause of most admirable
effects. To have men of high intellec-
tual attainments, we must have men
who have their time at their command :
not under the necessity of spending it
wholly, or in greater part, in providing
the means of subsistence :—in other
words, we must have men of indepen-
dent incomes. And that we may have
this happy effect, in the desirable de-
gree, we must have them not few in
number; we must have them a more
than inconsiderable proportion of the
population. Where the only men who
are in circumstances to devote them-
selves to intellectual pursuits are few
in number, there is not sufficient stimu-
lus.  There must be a public capable
of appreciating such attainments, suffi-
ciently numerous to give a weight to
their esteem, before a motive can be
generated sufficiently strong to induce
any considerable number of men to
take the trouble, long and laborious, of
making themselves knowing and wise.

Besides this first and all-important
effect, a class of men possessing leisure
is absolutely necessary for cultivating
the elegancies of life.  This cannot be

expected from men absorbed in the
labours and cares of easning a subsist-
ence. A society composed of such®
men would be necessasily coarse, and
would.haiffR tendency to grow more
and more so: a taste even for cleanli-
ness and neatness would be apt to be
lost among them. But the laborious
classes are prone to the imitation of=~
those who are in circumstances above
them; and when they see elegance, are
fully capable of discerning its superior-
ity to that which is coarse; they are
refined by imitation; and it is of pro-
digious importance to have in each
community a standard of behaviour to

Swhich they may look up; and even of

household accommodation, which they
may strive to imitate—if not in the
costliness of the materials, at least in
the style of the arrangement, and even
the beauty of the forms.

Ingenuas didicisse fideliter artes

Emollit mores, nec sinit esse feros.
And even to be conversant with the re-
finements of life, the simple, unaffected,
and true, is a kind of drawing into the
path of virtue.

But while we thus value the advan-
tages of inequality of fortune, we must
say a word for the prevention of a
common, but grievous mistake. They
are the natural inequalities of fortune,
not the unnatural, to which all these
advantages are attached, By the
natural inequalities of fortune, we
mean those which are the result of the
natural laws of accumulation ; not those
which are the result of unnatural re-
straint put upon the natural laws of dis-
tribution—that a man shall not leave his
property to whom he will, or that it shall
not go in equal portions to those
whose proximity of relation to him is
the same. The inequalities which are
owed to this source are mischievous in
every way—restraining the salutary
effects which flow from inequalities of
the natural kind, and opcrating other-
wise as a disease in the body politic.

A few reflections will make this evi-
dent; and it is a truth which deserve
our most profound attention.

The first effect of those artificially-
made, unnatural inequalities, is to raise
up a small number of enormous for-
tunes, which stand by themselves, and
constitute a little class. We have only
to think of the situation of the persons



in whom those masses of property,
which cannot be used for any useful
purpose, are vested ; and the influences
which thence act upon them, at every
stage of their lives.

What motive have they to cultivate the
intellectual virtues? or any other vir-
tues? Their business 1s pleasure.
Distinction is created for them, by the
command which they have over the
things which all men desire.

‘Not acquiring the intellectual vir-

tues, it is their interest to profe€s con-
tempt for them, and to the utmost of
their power to prevent the esteem of
them from rising in the community.
They hate men of intellect, and drive
them away. Observe the character of
those whom, not distinguished by the
same gifts of fortune with themselves,
our English nobility raise, as they term
it, to their familiarity. Have men of in-
tellectual superiority been much found
among them in any age? The men
whom they delight to honour are
rhymesters, story-makers, pretenders
to literature but true parasites, singers,
fiddlers, dancers, painters, joke-crack-
ers, and buffoons.

The effect of this is very great in
keeping down the value of ntellectual
acquirements in the nation—lessening
the motive to the acquisition of them,
and diminishing the number of those
who reach them; for this class have
the power of setting the fashion, and
their example forms the general taste.

This is one deplorable effect of these
artificially-created and unnatural in-
equalities of fortune,—that they keep
down the standard of intellectual ex-
cellence in the nation; in which they
are potently assisted by the clergy of
a vicious establishment, to whom the
prospect of growing intellect in the
community is despair.

Nor is their influence less potent in
preventing the general diffusion of
a taste for the elegancies of life, The
distinction of men overflowing to ex-
cess with wealth is not to have beauti-
ful things, but costly. A passion for
running after the costl{ things, in pre-
ference to the beautiful, is created and
diffused ; the universal emulation is to
put forth the gaudy signs of being rich,
to the ruin of many of those who enter
into this barbaric competition. Cost and
elegance becoming synopymous terms,
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the very thought of seeking for ele-
gance—which in this sense they cannot
afford—is extinguished in the breasts
of those among whom it is of most im-
portance that the taste of real elegance
should be diffused : because from them
it descends with greatest ease to the
body of the population.

It would be very instructive to illus-
trate this observation in detail, and to
show how the operation of large for-
tunes tends to the corruption of taste,
in everything to which the word ele-
gance is with propriety applied. But
we must confine ourselves to a few in-
stances.

To begin with architecture, which is
one of the noblest of the fine arts, and
of which the creations, when really
tasteful, have the power of calling up
such a train of interesting associations
as constitute some of the highest of the
pleasures of imagination. By the
strength and durability of their mate-
rials, uniting one age with another—by
the charms of proportion, and the su-
peraddition of appropriate and harmo-
nious beauties to the parts essential to
the use for which the building is de-
signed—in the ornaments of which, for
every purpose of taste, the idea of
fitness, or the useful, must always pre-
dominate—trains of the most agreeable
ideas are incessantly renewed; and
with this great advantage, that the
creations of architecture are of neces-
sity public; and the enjoyment of
them, like the light of day, is as much
the property of the poor as of the
rich,

The unmanly and frivolous state of
mind which characterizes a class over-
loaded with wealth has actually extin-
guished architecture among us as one of
the fine arts, It has become a low trade
of mimicry, or rather apery—mis-
judging, misapplying—forming incon-
gruous monsters, revolting to good
sense as well as to good taste. ho
but people whose taste is gone would
have thought of erecting, as ornamen-
tal, a triumphal arch, in an age, and a
country, in which there are no triume.
phal processions, and in which the
reality of that barbarous and inhuman
exhibition would not be endured? A
man of taste would as soon think of
ornamenting his drawing-room with
the thumb-screws and bootikins with



-which the hierarchical churchmen of

Scotland tortured the Presbyterians, as
to ornament his street with a triumphal
arch !—not to mention the bright idea
of setting it astride, not a public street,
through which only would a triumphal
procession pass, but a by-path, leading
to a private dwelling.
.. We have also some beautiful speci-
mens of the rich man’s taste, in gates.
A gate is an opening through the inclo-
sure of an inclosed space. The gate of
a walled city is an opening into the city
through its wall ; —a gate intoa park or
a field is an opening through the fence
of the park or the field, into the field.
But it is evident that there is no sense
in a gate higher or more elaborate than
the fence, of whatever sortit be, through
which it affords admission. Take, then,
as a specimen of congruity, proportion,
or good sense, the extraordinary piece
of stone and mortar at Hyde Park
Corner, which lets people into a green
field, through a paling four feet high;
—and, as another specimen, the thing
set before the palace at Buckingham
Gate, standing totally detached from
the building, like a pillar of salt, and
put there, it should seem, only (by the
superiority of its material) to make the
palace look dirty and mean.

But the thing which deserves most
reprobation is the despicable mimicry,
substituted for ornament, in the or-
dinary class of expensive buildings.
Every idea of appropriate ornament
seems to be abandoned, in order to
stick about them the appurtenances of
a Grecian temple. The men of Greece
did what men of sense and taste will
always do—they considered what were
the substantial, indispensable parts of
their buildings; to these they endea-
voured to superadd such syapes, pro-
portions, and decorations, as harmonized
with them. The essential parts of Gre-
cian buildings, particularly temples, of
which almost solely any specimens have
remained for our inspection, were pil-
lars, and the roof which they were placed
to support. The chief thing which ad-
mitted of ornament here were the pil-
lars. What grace and beauty the Gre-

- cian architects contrived to bestow upon
them is known to all. The substantial,
indispensable parts of buildings in our
climate are solid walls, with holes cut
in them for doors and windows. The

study of our architects should, there-
fore, have been, the ornaments which
could be applied to solid walls, win-
dows, and doors—as well by variety
and grace of form, as by other congru-
ous decorations. But our architects,
under guidance of the wealthy man’s
taste, have abandoned the very thought
of this, and have dreamed of nothing
but giving us the supports of a Grecian
roof, where all roofs are otherwise sup-
ported ; exhibiting mere affectation, and
the utmost barrenness of invention.
What an image is presented to a man
of cultivated taste, when he sees that
which is the appropriate support of the
roof of an open building stuck into the
heart of a solid wall, or standing a little
space before it, with something laid on
its top, to make a mock show that it
has got something to do!

Music, fortunately, it has not been
in the power of our rich man’s taste to
spoil. It is not of home growth. The
man of wealth is obliged to take it as it
is made for him, in places more favour-
able to the wholesome cultivation of it ;
and one of his affectations is to profess
a delight in it, which is beyond both
truth and reason. In this, too, his con-
duct is very unfavourable to the pro-
gress of taste. The profession of the
intense in the enjoyment of the fine
arts, tends to working for the intense in
the productions of them ; and then
truth, and nature, and all that is of fine
relish in them, goes. There is a pecu-
liarity well worth remarking in our rich
man’s concern for music : he hates that
the enjoyment should go down to his
poorer necighbours. Yet it is obvious
that this is & very desirable thing. In
the first place, it is an innocent plea-
surc; and in so far as it exercises
agreeably the vacant timeof the labour-
ing man, it is a good per se, and more-
over a diversion from the pursuit of
pleasures which are otherwise than in-
nocent. But there is another effect of
still greater importance, Sweet music
is" in unison with all the sympathetic
affections of the soul, and by drawing
out trains of such emotions tends to
make them habitual in the mind. A
really wise and bemeficent legislature
would reckon it a great point to culti-
vate a taste for music among the com-
mon people, and to afford it to them of
a good kind, The conduct of our legis-

’



lature, under influence of the rich maun’s
taste, and the churchman’s hypocrisy,
is altogether its own. There never was
anything like it in the world. It treats
the common people as unworthy to en-
joy the pleasure of music. Latterly
the taste in music had so much improved,
that the strolling musicians, who prac-
tise in the streets, had become no bad
performers ; and very tolerable music
might be heard in the streets. That
was the moment for declaring war
against it; and now it is all but pro-
hibited : as it is, in those only other
places, where it was in the power of
the common people to epjoy it—the
places of cheap resort. If there was
danger, as no doubt there was, of im-
proprieties in those places of unregu-
lated resort, what was to be done? Why,
to afford the same, or better amuse-
ment, in places properly regulated.

In painting and sculpture, the taste of
the man of wealth is notorious and pro-
verbial : it is pure selfishness. His
money is all lavished on old pictures—
the reverse of encouragement to the
making of new—and on portraits. The
old pictures he carries home, where_he
is proud of them as signs of his wealth,
and shuts them up from public inspec-
tion, which is almost their only use.
Portrait-painting, and - portrait-sculp-
ture, the very lowest branches of the art,
are the branches which he really en-
courages: so that, in the higher depart-
ments, very few attempts are made ; and
the art in this country is stationary, or
worse. We do not, however, regard
this as much of a misfortune. To the
body of the population, pictures and
statues can never render very valuable
service : they are but poor arts; and the
pleasures they give are but little con-
nected with any of those mental states
which we are interested in cultivating.

. The exhibition of the human form in
its ideal perfection is the best thing they
do; and that is something. The per-
fection of the female form calls up
ideas of love; and of the male form,
ideas of dignity, or of force. But these
are states of mind which nature provides
for. In telling a story, to call out the
affections, the brush and the chisel are
very defective : their resources are con-
fined. Except by some hideous exhi-
bition, as that of Laocoontes, or Ugolino,
the emotions raised are faint.

In respect of this art, there is in the

o

behaviour of the men of wealth in this
country to the rest of the community,
something characteristic, and singularly
worthy of attention. Under pretence
of improving the taste of the people,
they get the community, as often as
possible, to buy certain articles, which
serve exclusively for their own enjoy-
ment; and while they are doing so,
exclude the people, about whose taste
they are so anxious, from the enjoy-
ment of the beauties of nature—~asource
of the greatest improvement—by shut-
ting up paths, which are the people’s
right, and from which they are excluded
only by the right of the stronger, or, in
plain English, robbery.

We are accustomed, no doubt, to
acts of rapacity on a larger scale; but
there never was in degree a more profli-
gate instance of the abuse of public
money than the purchase of two Cor-
reggios the other year, by money ex«
tracted from the pockets of an overbur-
thened population. Why did not the
men of wealth, if they wanted such
things— nobody else did — purchase
them with their own money? The pre-
tence that the purchase was for the
good of the people, even after all our
experience of impudent pretences, was
astounding.  Our legislators gave
11,0001 for two Correggios, and had
but 20,0001. to spare for the education
of the people, and could not at all re-
lieve them from the taxes on knowledge!
Ob, brave! .

We come now to an art, which is of
greater importance than all the rest
‘taken together, the art of conversation.

When a society exists, well-consti-
tuted for the pursuit of intellectual at-
tainments and of the elegancies of life,
a style of social intercourse is cultivated,
which whets the understanding, and
improves at once the morals and the
taste. Men of independent, but few
enormous incomes, sufficiently nume-
rous to form a class and a public, are
obliged to seek distinction among them=
selves by qualities which recommend
them to the respect and affection of
their fellows. These are, the high qua-
lities of the intellect, the practice of
virtue, the endearing affections, and
elegance of deportment in life. In the
social intercourse of persons so circum-
stanced, the principal ambition must be
to make manifest the possession of such
qualities. It nceds but little stretch of



imagination to see the consequences. -
Think what a society must be, in which
all that is respectable in intellect, and
correct in conduct, is the object of dis-
play: what effusions of knowledge, —
what ingenuity of discussion,—what
patience with the ignorant,—what gen-
tleness in the contest of differing opin-
ions,—what tasteful disquisitions on the
slighter ornaments of life, and what
grace in the enjoyment and display of
them! Social intercourse of this kind
is a school of all that is grand and lovely
in human nature. And where such is
the style of that intercourse in the lead-
ing class—a class not separated from,
but intimately mixed with, the rest of
the community, the imitation of it is
inevitable. The community becomes
intellectual and refined. Please call to
mind that this is the state of things
which a vapouring man, a needy depen-
dent of the Aristocracy, said was to
tread down all that is ornamental in
society “‘ under the hoofs of a swinish
multitude :” a formula which was gree-
dily taken up by those who thought
themselves made of a different clay from
the  swinish multitude;” and activel
made use of, till they found it would no
longer do. The ¢ swinish multitude”
now know that they are a potent mul-
titude ; and they will no longer be
trodden down under heels however
high-born and genteel.

We have now to consider the style
of social intercourse which is generated
by the circumstances of a society com-
posed of men of overgrown wealth, The
distinction of these men arises from
their wealth; and for the most part
they seek no other distinction. Thisisa
fruitful source of consequences. High
mental qualifications, not being the
cause of distinction to such men, are
not possessed by them. They cannot
take part in conversations where these
are displayed. They therefore banish
them from their society, It is voted
ungenteel to be the introducer of a se-
rious subject; and the frivolity of the
conversation in the high circle is pro-
verbial and notorious. Pore, who often
hit off characteristic features with great
felicity, gave a taste of aristocratic con-
versation, in speaking of the heads of
the aristocratic circle, Kings:

—— ¢ Heard every lord declare
His noble sense of op’ras and the fair.”

The writers of books of entertainment,
in verse or prose, and suited to the
aristocratical taste, also men who can
vent the cant of criticism, or who have
got by heart and can spout flashy pas-
sages out of books, and come out occa-
sionally with bits of knowledge or pre-
tended knowledge, are admitted into
this high gociety ; but men of solid ac-
quirements are not there; and the others
are admitted on terms sufficiently hu-
miliating. Mr Moore, though one of
the most favoured of the admissibles,
complains that he was invited not as
part of the company, but as one who
could help to entertain the company.
Observe also the distinctions they make;
who they are whom they favour, and
who they are whom they neglect ; they
make this man a pensioner, the other
man a baronet ; and the only great poet
we have had since Milton, they made a
gauger.

So much for what is gained in intel-
lect by the social intercourse of high

eople. Let us next see what is gained

in morals and refinement. Their con-
versation has two tones, and two only;
that of mockery, and.that of vehement
admiration. These are the tones natu-
rally assumed by men who think them-
selves superior to all others, and that
upon the worst of grounds. To talk of
plain things in a plain way is below the
dignity of such people; the herd of
mankind do that: they never talk but
to show what they think of themselves ;
that is, with contempt of all the rest of
the world ; and with strained admiration
of their own set, and the things which
distinguish it. How prodigious their
admiration of pictures!—because pic-
tures are a luxury confined to them-
selves; of expensive music, for the same
reason; of fine houses, fine horses, and
fine dogs. The intense in admiration is
in itself bad; hostile in the highest de- .
gree to the progress of taste; and the
infallible criterion of a feeble under-
standing. When it is exclusively be-
stowed on frivolous objects, it is hostile
to everything that is valuable in the
human mind. ‘

But if their admiring tone is thus in-
jurious, their disdainful tome is infinitel
more s0. What is desirable above all

" things in society is a spirit of mutual

benevolence ; a kindly feeling towards
one another pervading the whole com-
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munity. To this the tone of scorn and
mockery is in direct hostility. Sympa-
thetic kindness does not inhabit the
breast along with contempt. Scorn is
the natural expression of the hostile
mind, where other manifestations of it
are not permitted ; and the indulgence
of scorn is the plentiful feeder of the
hostile mind. The hostile mind, there-
fore, is proved; and that we do not
feel the more cruel effects of it, is only
because they in whom it exists dare not
attempt them. How deeply we are in-
debted to our power of striking terror!
If it were not for this, we should be in
the condition of the most miserable of
mankind. Do you ask any further
proof than the nature of the case
affords? Look at Ireland.

It is thus evident that society derives
no improvement from the style of con-
versation and social intercourse which
take place in a class of men of over-
grown wealth. It is, on the other hand,
the main cause why the state of intel-
lect, of morals, and of taste, is in this
country at the low point at which, in
each of these respects, it remains; nor
will there be any change for the better
till the influence of that class ceases to
be predominant.

We have as yet considered only the
effects upon society produced by a
class of men -possessing large fortunes,
secured by special laws against distri-
bution, without political privileges.
We are now going to consider what
effects are procured by the addition of
political privileges.

A privilege means, a beneficial some--

thing conferred upon an individual, or
class of individuals; in which the rest
of the community are not permitted to
share. These privileges are always
some one of three things—money, or
diguity, or power. The privilege is the
most perfect when it combines, as it
commonly does, all the three. Let us
see how they, severally and respectively,
work. '

By the money-privilege is not meant
the enjoyment of a man’s own property,
whether large or small; for that be-
longs t0 every member of the commu-
nity, one as much as another. It is
money peculiarly allotted. The most
remarkable case of this which has been
actually exemplified, is that exemption
from taxes which formerly was one of
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the privileges of the nobility in France.
The sinecure places in England, once
of great amount, reserved for distribu-
tion among the people of rank, is ano-
ther instance of the same thing. It is
not necessary to allude to more; and
it is very evident what this benefit in
the case of the few is composed of. It
is composed of oppression to the many.
There is so much taken from the many,
that it may without reason be given
to the few. This kind of privilege
therefore is always wicked. And we
must not permit the friends of this
wickedness to confound it, which they
like to do, with another thing which is
not wicked,—the reward of important
service. That is no privilege. What
is 50 bestowed by the people is bestowed
for their advantage, to secure them a
supply of eminent services; and if
such rewards are honestly conferred,
any individual in the community, as
much as another, may aspire to them.

The reflections which apply to facti-
tious dignity are of kin to the above.
We say factitious dignity, because it is
that alone which has anything of pri-
vilege in it. Dignity, from its natural
sources, from superior wisdom, supe-
rior beneficence, superior elegance, is
open to the aspirations of all the com-
munity; even the dignity which springs
from the associations we have with su-
perior wealth, the effects of which are
of a more mixed character, is not with-
held from any member of the commu-
nity who can manage to become rich.
The dignity we mean is the dignity
which is conferred by artificial distinc-
tions; by dtitles, by precedencies, or
any of the other contrivances, by which,
apart from the natural causes of dig-
nity, elevation is given to an individual
or a class.

A reflection is called forth upon this
subject, which is of the highest impor-
tance, and which has been far too long
in attracting the notice which it ought ;
for, out of what is this dignity to the
one, or to the few created? The an-
swer is indisputable; the degradation
of the rest. A man is elevated above
others, only by making others lower
than him. But if I am made lower than
another man without reason, that is an
injury to me: it is injustice and op-
pression. If another man’s pocket is
filled out of mine, all the world acknow-



leges the oppression ; but my dignity is
dearer to me than my wealth. If then
my dignity is lessened to augment the
dignity of another man, I am injured
in a more precious part.

The contrivance to degrade a com-
munity for the elevation of a few is not
a happy contrivance : it is unrighteous
in the purpose, and it is grievous in'the
effects. A degraded community is not
an object of comfortable contemplation.
It is a community, in which all the
valuable qualities of human nature are
in a lower state than they would be,
if that fatal cause of depression did not
exist.

When a man has attained to emi-
nence by intellectual acquirements, by
a course of beneficent conduct to his
fellow-creatures, by presenting a model
of what is amiable in his amusements
and tastes, or, lastly, by the honoura-
ble accumulation of wealth, why should
he be robbed of any portion of the
dignity which those merits are calcu-
lated to-confer ? But this robbery he
sustains, when a portion of dignity is
taken from him, in order to make an
addition to the dignity of somebody
else: when an elevation to somebody
else is created out of his degradation.
The motives to the highest degree of
well-doing in every line are then the
most operative when this well-doing
leads to the highest distinction. But
the highest distinction is to be at the
top. To whatever extent therefore the
highest degree of well-doing is pro-
hibited from reaching the top, to that
degree the motive to it is taken away;
and to that degree is the virtue of the
community kept down. Then only
will virtue be at the highest when the
pramia virlutis are at the highest. But
artificial ranks are a contrivance to
prevent the premia virtutis to be at the
highest. To have a high rank, there-
fore, we must have a low virtue; that
is part, and but a part, of the price we
must pay for the article.

But of the kinds of privilege, that
which consists in political powers is by
far the most important. We do not
mean to enter into a detailed exposition
of its effects; but the particulars to
which we shall -advert will be allowed
to deserve the most profound attention.

A privilege mad&f" political power,
must be made eithes.of judicial powers

administrative. power, or legislative
power. In our own country we have
specimens of all the ways. The highest
of all our tribunals, the tribunal of last
resort, is composed of hereditary judges.
The whole of the administrative power
in a mass, is placed in the hands of an
individual by therightof descent; which
individual has also a great share of ju-
dicial power, in the exclusive right of
pardoning : and as the legislative power
in this country, according to the received
theory of the constitution, is divided
into three parts, two of the three parts
exist in the shape of privilege, and only
one is free.

No one disputes that there ought to
be no political, power which does not
exist for the good of the community;
and that if in any quarter there isa
single particle of it, in any shape, which
is not for the good of the community, it
ought to be abolished. And why?—
not merely because it is superfluous ;
but because it is noxious. Political
power is the power of commanding ; and
that implies the obligation of obeying.
But why should I be subjected to the
degradation and the hardship, which
may be to any degree, of submitting to
the commands of any one, when it is
for no good? Above all, why should
the millions composing the community
be subjected to the degradation and
oppression of obeying any one’s com-
mands, when it is for no good?

But the most weighty consideration
of all yet remains to be stated. All
political power which exists in the
shape of privilege has a tendency to
be mischievously used. This in fact is
true of all political power; and there-
fore all wise men are for putting ade-
quate checks upon it; that is, so order-
ing matters, that it shall be against the
interest of those who hold it, not to
make a good use of it. But all that
portion of it which is allotted in the
shape of privilege, is, to a certain de-
gree, placed out of the reach of check.
So far as it is so, it is most unwisely
allotted. It is a power put in the
hands of individuals, to be used for
their own advantage, at the expense of
the rest of the community.

Buat to sct up a class or order of
men, by giving them powers which they
may use for their owu advantage, at the
expense of the rest of the commuity,



is to set up a body of enemies to the
rest of the community ; for they will be
sure to act like enemies; which is, to
prosecute their own advantage to the
utmost, regardless of the mischief they
do to the rest of the community. Their
constait endeavour will be, to give to
their power the most extensive operation
possible. Tt will be gilded with all sorts
of false colours. Writers will be hired,
some with money, some with smiles, to
serve it with all the powers of sophistry.
The writers who expose it will be_pur-
sued with calumny, if there be no more
direct mode of persecuting and putting
them down. If there be, they will be
thrown into gaols, and robbed of their
property, till their ruin is consummated.

Such men full well know, that in the
attainment of good government their
power of serving themselves at the ex-
pense of the community will be taken
away, There is nothing, therefore,
which they hate with so much intensity
as any approach to good government,
and the men who are working with any
effect towards the attainment of it. If
they could poison all such men with
their looks, whata heartfelt joy it would
be to them! In the meantime, they do
what they can with their pestilential
breath: they strive to poison their re-
putations. The man who appears as
an advocate for good government they
call a wretch, who waats to destroy go-
vernment and substitute anarchy; the
man who exposes the abominations of
an unwholesome ecclesiastical esta-
blishment they call an Atheist, and
would have us believe thathe is as much
detested by the Almighty as he is by
them.

Itis very unfortunate, when a state
possesses within itself a body of enemies
such as this. However, in committing
the folly of giving the powers which
make men the enemies of their fellow-
citizens, the greatest mischief is done
by giving legislative powers. So lon
as the legislative power is well placed,
there is a remedy. The command of
the legislative power is the supreme
command ; and it can set bounds to the
exercise of all subordinate powers, and
keep it within the path of utility—at
least, of harmlessness. But when the
power of lagislation is put in the hands
of those who have an interest in using
it for their own purposes, the descent
to evil is prone and irresistible.

I

In making these reflections, no man
can forbear turning his thoughts to the
situation of England in respect to its
legislature. Necarly one-half of the
legislative power is placed in the hands
of meu who, by the tenure on which
they hold it, are of necessity converted
into a body of encmies, of the kind we
have just described. The great object
of their dread is, aswe have seen, every
approach to good government. Their
earnest desire, of course, is to prevent
it; and the fact is—a lamentable fact
assuredly—that they have it completely
in their power to do so.

The existence of this power is an
evil, 8o great, that all other grievances
in the state sink into nothing compared
with it. That a clear-sighted and reso-
lute people will not always endure it,
is not to be feared; but how long it
may contrive to carry on its work, by
fair words, and by little concessions,
well-timed, it is not easy to- foresee :
especially so long as those who take the
lead of the People in opposing them,
afford them so much encouragement, by
the faintness of their desire for the pro-
gress of good government, and the
feebleness with which they urge even
the reforms which they approve.

In the meantime, it behoves the peo-
ple of this country deliberately to ma-
ture their thoughts, about the mode of
meeting 8o great an evil, the removal of
which is a matter of necessity.

In taking measures for removing evils
in the machinery of government, it is
good to accomplish the object (if ac-
complished it be, for half measures
only indicate a weakness, which gives
boldness to resistance, and adds to the
difficulties of farther improvement)—
with as little change as possible. We
think that the power of the Lords to
effect the incredible mischiefs, involved
in their power of frustrating all schemes
of improvement, might be taken away
by a change very little perceptible. Let
it be enacted, that if a Bill, which has
been passed by the House of Commons;
and thrown out by the House of Lords,
is renewed in the House of Commons
in the next Session of Parliament, and
passed, but again thrown out by the
House of Lords, it shall, if passed a
third time in the House of Commons,
be law, without being sent again to the
Lords. )

What is put forward,-as the great,

i
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and almost sole advantage of having
two houses of legislation, is the security
which it provides for mature delibera-
tion; for it never can be thought by
any man who has the blessing of reason,
that there ought to be two authorities in
a state, the one capable of barring what-
ever the other would do. This would
be a scheme to arrest the powers of
legislation, and set the whole vessel
afloat without a carpenter and without
a pilot. Itis quite certain that if there
be two authorities, one or other must
have the means of prevailing in the long
tun. The only question then is, to
which of our two Houses of Parliament
that power should belong. And this,
we believe, we may consider as a ques-
tion decided. We do not suppose that
the Duke of WeLLINGTON himself
would pronounce for the House of
Lords. Whether he would discern the
consequences may be doubtful; but
this he would certainly see, that it would
not be submitted to. If anywhere
there be two legislative assemblies—one
under efficient obligations to legislate
for the good of the community, the other
under no obligations but to legislate for
their own good—the power of prevailing
in the long run, given to one or the
other, involves the whole of the differ-
ence between good government and
bad. The powers of legislation ex-
ercised for the good of the people is
good government; the powers of legis-
lation exercised for the good of any set
of men is bad government, and is na-
turally carried to excess; for the good
of the set can only be pursued at the
expense of the community. The set
are, therefore, always in fear. Fear is
essentially cruel.  Everything which
looks like opposition is savagely pun-
ished; terror is the security in which
they confide; and the reign of terror is
theirs.

The expedient which we propose
would be an effectual antidote to those
evils, and would at the same time afford
all the security against precipitate legis-

Jation which can be derived from a .

House of Lords. We are happy to
see that Mr Roesuck has taken up
the idea of this expedient, and has given
notice of a motion on the subject for
next Session of Parliament. We think,
however, that he has given too little
time for consummating the operation.
The evil will be alleged of postponing
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good measures; but on most of the
measures on which immediate decision

is of importance, there is not much like-

lihood of opposition between the two

Houses ; and on the great questions of
constitutionalimprovement a little delay

is not a great evil. Take, for example,
the questions of the ballot, of shorten-

ing the duration of parliaments, of
equalizing the constituencies—the in-

ternal which we propose between the
first passing of a bill for any of these

great objeets in the House of Commons,

and the time for its becoming law inde-"
pendently of the votes of the Lords,
would not have many evil consequences;

and the strong attentien which would

be kept fixed upon it in the meantime,

would make it better understood, and

more sure in its operation.

If we are told that this expedient of
ours would no doubt be effectual to its
end, if we could obtain it, but that to
such a measure as this the Lords will
never give their consent’; we answer
that, in a case of necessity, what cannot
be obtained in one way must in another;
and the probability is, that this being
seen by the Lords, they will not hold
out to the last. But if they do, the
House of Commons have only to pro-

- ceed a step farther, and declare that
Bills, as passed by them a certain num-
ber of times, and at certain intervals,
are law. . This resolution the people
would hail with transport, and make the
enactments laws by their obedience;
and from that moment the House of
Lords is blotted out. The thing would
be done as quietly as passing a money
bill. Collision! What could they do?
They would draw the sword. So doa
gang of as many smugglers on the
coast; but this does not alarm the
nation.

We shall be told, perhaps, that the
judges would not recogunise such laws,
and would refuse to enforce them. A
good many of them would have an
itching that way, we have no manner of
doubt; but they are men who look
which way the wind blows. When the
nation, and the nation’s representatives,
in their determination to effect the re-
moval of an intolerable evil, have not
allowed the House of Lords to stand in
the way, the judges will not be slow to
infer that neither will they be allowed
to stand in the way. It is easy to sup-



ply the place of judges who set them-
selves up against the legislature.

It has been hinted by Lord Joun
RusseLr (for he is one of those who
like to make themselves known by cir-
cumlocution, rather than by plain speak-
ing, when their inclinations and those
of the community are not quite in ac-
cord) that there is no occasion for any
reform of the House of Peers; and in
this he has been copied, which was a
matter of course, by the ATTorvNeY-
Gewerar. To be sure, their argu.
ments are not calculated to make great
impression. The Lords, they tell us,
will grow wiser. We therefore have
their word for this great event, on
which so much of our happiness de-
pends; and it much concerns us to
consider the value of it. First of all,
we must think who the men are who
call upon us for such a stretch of our
confidence, upon a matter to us of in-
finite moment. What if they are mis-
taken in their word, thus pledged for
the Lords? Will it not be a great
satisfaction to us to find ourselves the
victims of aristocratic misrule, because
Lord JouwN RusseLr and the ATTOR-
Nev-GENERAL told us net to expect
it? Let us, therefore, deliberately ask
ourselves whether it is more likely that
they are mistaken in this word of theirs,
or the contrary? If we should sup-
pose, with them, that the light which is
shining upon the rest of the community,
and which may be expected, as they
justly say, to shine every year with

reater and greater force, will not per-
mit the Lords to remain in the same
thick darkness in which they are as yet
immersed, will their greater degree of
intelligence render them less dispased
to pursue their own interests 7 Is such
a supposition as this agreeable to our
experience of human nature 7 Will not
the Lords like to have power, as well
after the wisdom of their inferiors has
forced itself in some degree among
them, as before? And will they not
like as well to make that power avail-
able to their own ends, at the expense
of the community? It is not to the
ignorance. of the Aristocracy that we
owe all our evils, but to a much deeper-
rooted cause—the preference which
every man has of himself to another.
Do Lord Jouy and the ATTORNEY-
GexEraL really advise us to spbmit to
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the miseries of aristocratic misrule, till
the wisdom of the Lords gets the better
of this propensity? The shallowness
of the view in which such a thought
could originate is not the least remark-
able thing in this emphatic advice,
Lord Jouw and his colleagues only ex-
pect this degree of wisdom to exist
among the Lords, when it exists to such
a degree in the community that they
cannot remain devoid of it. This im-
plies a state of things in which no man
prefers himself to his neighbour—a
state in which every man values his
neighbour’s good as much as his own;
for assuredly Lord Jou~ and his col-
leagues will admit that the Lords are
the very last portion of the community
whom this angelical spirit will reach.
But is it possible Lord Joux and his
colleagues should not see, that when
the human mind has reached this stage
of perfection, every man governs him-
self accurately, according to the truest
principles of well-doing; and all go-
vernment by others becomes useless;
government ceases to exist. It follows
with the force of demonstration, that
we may trust to the wisdom of the
Lords for their assent to good govern-
ment, then, when government alto-
gether becomes unuecessary, and not
one momeunt sooner.

There is only one other pretence we
can think of, which can be held up in
favour of Lord Jonn’s advice—that the
Lords will grow wise enough to see
the danger of resisting the will of the
people.

To trust to this security is not, in our
opinion, a wise scheme of governing;
and to recommend it would assuredly
be a great inconsistency in Lord Joun.
Lord Joun is one of that class, or tribe,
or sect, who dread the people. The
impetus of the people is, according to
them, one of the great evils in society,
against which adequate securities can
hardly ever be taken; and yet it is here
proposed to make it an ever-acting
power in the statc. Where one power
is employed for the counteraction of
another, it must work whenever the
other works. But the will of the Lords
to benefit themselves at the expense of
the rest of the community is in perpe-
tual action ;—so then must the impetus.
of the people, which restrains it. This,
in the opinion of reformers, is not a
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desirable state of things, even if we
were to admit the inadmissible suppo-
sition that it could exist permanently.
It would impliy a state of perpetual ex-
citement; and what would add enor-
mously even to that evil—a feeling of
hostility between the higher and other
classes in perpetual and vehement ac-
tion. To be in this state is, as far as it
goes, to be in a state of anarchy. The
aim of all the arrangements of govern-
ment, so far as they have not grown
like trees, as Sir JAMES MACKINTOSH
would have them, but have been made
under the guidance of reason, with a
view to public good, is to trust no im-
portant series of results to uncertain
causes—to impulses, which may or may
not have place.

Lord Joux, and they whose thoughts
run in the same channel with his, talk
to us loudly about institutions, as if
nobody had a regard for them baut
themselves; taking care, a large pro-
portion of them, to include all abuses
under the name of institutions. Well,
then, we desire them to remark, that
we, whom they calumniate as the enc-
mies of institutions, because we are the
cnemies of abuses, are for checking the
Lords by an institution; just as we are
for securing all the other points of
good government by institutions, and
not by the irregular impulses of the
people.  Our institution, too, is the
simplest thing in the world. Tt is
merely that the assent of the Lords to
a law deemed necessary for the public
good, by the nation’s house of legisla-
tion, shall, after a period of refusal, be
unnecessary. s not this better than
bringing down the people upon them
on every occasion? Does not Lord
Joux think enough, to perceive, that
the people have only two modes of act-
ing In such a way as to coerce a body
of powerful men? It is either by
violence ; or the prospect of violence,
so near as to be terrifying; and this
prospect of violence, so near as to be
terrifying, is what Lord Jon~ proposes
to make the habitual medicine of the
state. Also we, the Reformers, who
wish to gain all our ends by institu-
tions, that is, by established organs,
adequate to the purpose, are the people
to be distrusted for their want of re-
gard to institutions. If, indeed,
nothing is to be institution, in the

language of our aristocratical revilers,
but established organs for preserving
aristocratical abuses, we are their ene-
mies, and will assuredly persevere till
we have destroyed them.

In taking away, however, from the
Lords such power of legislation as we
cannot secure from being used for bad
purposes we would grant to them other
powers, the mischievous use of which
we should have the means of preventing.
They should obtain both the right of
voling for members of the House of
Representatives, and the right of being
chosen members. We think that this
would be attended with several good
effects. It would hold out motives to
all the young men of that class who had
ambition for high place in the service of
the state, to cultivate the qualifications
which would give them pre-eminence in
the field of free competition, and re-
commend them to the highest trusts. It
would make a spentaneous change in
the education of that class ; they would
seek to become, and therefore would be -
come, intellectual men ; and they would
have adequate motives to cultivate the
good opinion of the people, by the prac-
tice of all the virtues which render men
valuable and acceptable to one another.
They would become men of worth, in
the highest and most endearing sense of
the word ; and possessing the means of
doing good to others in a higherdegree
than men of inferior wealth, they would
be more looked up to, and their wishes
would be more consuited. They would
still, if they chose, be the foremost men
in the state, and with a happiness of
which at present they bave no concep-
tion.

We shall speedily, no doubt hear,
from those who make loyalty a virtue,
whether well or ill bestowed,—that is
to say, from those with whom in affairs
of state the good of the people passes
for nothing, but whom at last the
people have learned to know, and are
prepared, when the season comes, to
treat as they deserve,—a loud accusa-
tion.

We shall be told, that, by this
reasoning of ours, we destroy the
foundation of monarchy, as well as o.
aristocracy.

But those men, who have the mo-
narchy appetite, at least the cant of it,
for their virtue, and care for no other,
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are very shallow politicians; they never
see more of a thing than its outside.
We tell them, that monarchy rests on
grounds totally different from those of
aristocracy ; and they are the great
enemies of monarchy, who try to con-
found the two.

There is a great deal of foundation
for what was 'urged with so much
earnestness by the French Economistes,
and by the penetrating philosopher,
Hossrs,—that the interest of the mo-
narch, and the interest of the people,
are not opposite, but identical.

Let us take the leading particulars,
and look at them for a moment.

The crearness of a King, to begin
with that, is doubtless dependent upon,
and measured by, the greatness of his
people. What has made the King of
England for centuries hold the high
rank which he has done among the
sovereigns of the earth? Not the num-
bers of his subjects. Not the riches of
his soil. What thent?—The riches,
that is, the productive powers of his
people ; who were prompted to exert
themselves, because they knew that
what they produced, they should have
liberty to enjoy. Queen ErizameTh
appears to have had morethan a glimpse
of this truth. When told that she
was reproached for being shabby, what
did she reply ?—‘ My riches,” she said,
s are in the pockets of my people,
where they are much better placed than
in mine; and therefore it is my resolu-
tion to take out of those pockets, not as
much as possible, but as little.”

Next, for his 6rLory. Abstracting
from the GREATNEss, the rounds of
which we have explored in the preceding
paragraph, what can that consist in
but the high qualities of his people—
their copious possession of all that con-
tributes to well-being—their fame for
high intelligence, for their skill in all
the arts which supply the conveniences
or ornaments of life—their love of their
country, which gives them happiness—
their social and domestic virtues? To
be at the head of such a people, is to be
at the very summit of glory.

And what, after this, has a king to
wish for? A people, who themselves
abound in all the means both of com-
fortable and of elegant living, will con-
sider it for their own decoration that
their king shall be pre-emipent in this,
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as in other respects. A king indeed,
placed in these elevating circumstances,
will be far above entering into a com-
petition, with "his subjects in the
tasteless display of wealth, or thinking
any part of his dignity to consist in
being able to make more waste than
any other man in his dominions. He
has better means of distinction.

How is it then, it will be asked in
contradiction to us, that our kings of
England, for example, have always
been so much misled? When have
they considered their GREATNESS as
identitied with the freedom and happi-
ness of their people? When have they
considered it their cLoRrY to be at the
head of a people eminent for their in-
tellectual attainments and their moral
worth? Experience, we shall be told,
is against us. .

The account of this matter is (for
the fact is not to be disputed) that our
kings have always linked themselves
with the aristocracy, and have com-
mitted the grievous blunder of thinking
the interests of the aristocracy the
same with their own. They have de-
graded themselves by becoming the
creatures of the aristocracy. They
have no independent power, because
they have separated themselves from
the people. The aristocracy, after
making them dependent upon them-
selves, have made a stalking-horse of
them ;—have talked in very lofty terms
of their authority, and the obedience
due to it, because they can employ it
all for their own use, and with the
vast advantage of having the king for
a screen. The power of the sovereign
has been converted into their power :
no wonder they like it. But till that
was brought about, how did they be-
have? Let history answer the ques-
tion. They were the king’s antago-
nists, and his oppressors; and it was '
only by the aid of the people that he
was ever able to make head against
them. What was the contest with
the STuaRrTs, but a contest todetermine
whether the king was to be master,
or the aristocracy ? If the king could
rule without a parliament, the king
was to be the master, because the aris-
tocracy at that time made the parlia-
ment. In this contest the aristocracy
had the advantage, for the first time,
of drawing the people to their side—
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gulled as they were by the name repre-
sentative—as if a man, because he was
called a representative, would take care
of the people’s interests, though put
into parliament only to take care of the
interests of the aristocracy, and turned
out when he failed to do so.

This contest was decided against the
king for ever ; he discovered that he
could not rule but in subservience to
parliament. And what, in consequence,
has he done? He has put his neck
into the collar of the aristocracy, and
to this hour tugs like a pack-horse at
their waggon. He might have done
better for himself, and better for the
state ;—he might have joined with the
people in rescuing parliament from the
gripe of the aristocracy; and then he
would have been really subservient to
nothing but the public interest, which
he would have felt to be his.

Ever since the expulsion of the Stu-
arTs, what has been the situation of
the King of England in the hands of
the aristocracy—his master, as well as
the people’s? Read the authentic do-
cuments in Coxe’s biographical works,
from MarLBOROUH to PerHaM inclu-
sive. What was the government of
England during thereigns of WiLLian,
of Axne, of Georee the First, and
GeoRrGE the Second, but a disgusting
struggle among the aristocracy who
should have the power of plundering
the people? without its being thought
necessary by a man among them to
make even the pretence that a regard
for the public good entered among his
motives. There is nowhere else to be
found such a display of immorality —of
the utter abandonment of principle—
of hardened, unblushing rapacity, as
characterized the aristocracy in those
days. The business of a minister was,
by his intrigues, by his personal or
family interest, to get a majority of
those marauders to support him in
parliament. The man who had obtained
this, the king was, obliged to make
minister ; and Georce the Second,
with great bitterness, told the Chan-
cellor HARDWICKE, that whoever was
minister was king in this country—
not the cypher who bore the name.

There is no doubt that when a king
is afraid of his people, and believes
that he is only safe by being able to

crush them, he has cogent motives to
govern ill, and that in every possible
way ; to hinder his people from know-
ing ; to hinder them from speaking
to plunder them to the utmost, for the
sake of gorging those whose profligate
assistance he may require ; and to sub-
Ject them to the most atrocious revenge
for any appearance of a disposition to
dispute his will. Bat when a king is
satisfied that his throne is established
on the rooted conviction in the minds
of his people that it is good for them,
he has no Year to provide against; no
blackguards to hire, either to debase
the understandings of the people, or to
shed their blood. He has no higher
ground of rejoicing than the blessings
in which his people rejoice—plenty of
the good things of life, with minds
sufficiently cultivated to use them all
to the best advantage.

And if it be true, that the interest of
a king is not irreconcilable with the
interests of his people, it is mnot yet
proved that his office is an unnecessar
one, or unattended with advantageg
which in no other way can be so per-
fectly attained.

A first magistrate is necessary ; that
is a fixed and undisputed point. The
necessity of unity in matters of admin-
istration, the use of concentrated res-
ponsibility, and many other considera-
tions, seem to place the balance of
advantage on the side of the inviduality
of the first magistrate. He should be
one, and not two, or more.

But if o0, the only question which
remains is,—whether he should be
hereditary, or elective.

The chief advantage urged on the
side of electiveness is the security for
talent. With an hereditary first ma-
gistrate, the degree of talent is a matter
of chance; with an elective, a high
degree is tolerably certain.

If we allow this to be so, we have
still the question to answer, whether
the security for talent in the chief ma-
gistrate is a matter of much importante.

As it is very certain that he must go-
vern in subservience to parliament ; and
as parliament will soon bechosen by the
people, and responsible to the people,
we should say that it is not in this
country a matter of much importance.

It is clear to reason, and well proved
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by experience, that when the chief ma-
gistrate attemps to act as his own minis-

. ter, he does no good, but evil ; and if he
chooses for his ministers, as in the above
circumstances he must do, men agree-
able to the parliament, he cannot go
far wrong : they will always be, if not
the very best men, among the best that
are to be had.

In these circumstances, there are ad-
vantages of a very solid nature, on the
side of the hereditary principle. The
choice of the chief magistrate, if be is
elective, must be given either to the
parliament, or to the people. The evils
are so obvious of giving the choice of
the great administrative organ of go-
vernment to the legislative organ, that
we believe it has never been seriously
contemplated. It would be the most
effectual of all contrivances to fill that
body with faction, to light up the evil
passions, and to engross the minds of
members with any thing rather than
the interests of the country, the care of
which, even in minute detail, is their
great and infinitely important duty.
‘The choice by the people is perhaps less
pregnant with evil. But the agitation
which must be created by so important
a choice as that of head of the state,
even for a few years, pervading the
whole mass of the population, and
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carrying with it all the solicitations, all
the intrigues, all the inisrepresentations,
all the calumnies, and all the estrange-
ments, which it "creates, is very un-
favourable to all that is good in the
minds of the people; among whom
quietness and harmony, when they
know that the securities for good go-
vernment are firmly placed in their
hands, are most desirable for every kind
of prosperity—their prosperity in
wealth, their prosperity in intellect,
their prosperity in morals, and in all
the ornaments of life.

If ever the the King of England be-
cowmes clear-sighted enough to see that
he has been very ill-advised, in leaning
upon a corrupt aristocracy, and a corrupt
church, as the two crutches without
which he could not stand ; and that
he may rest with assurance on the solid
advantages to the people, inberent in
his office; he will occupy a far more
exalted station in the social union than
he has hitherto done. He will feel
that he reigns in the reason and un-
derstanding of his people ; whichis a
more steady reliance, than that reign-
ing in their hearts, which he has
hitherto heard so much about, and to
so little purpose.

P. Q.

ADDRESS TO READERS.

Tne Session of Parliament has again
arrived, and with it so great an increase
of labour, that T have found it impossi-
ble to continue this Pamphlet. The
alternative was, either to neglect the
“duties which I had undertaken to per-
form, or to put an end to the present
publication I was obliged, however
reluctantly, to choose the latter course.
Some good, I hope, bas resulted from
our labours. The views of one section
of politicians have been very openly
avowed, and are, I believe, now hardly
liable to misrepresentation. We may
be in error—we do not claim for our-
selves infallibility—but we do believe,
that the opinions we hold, and which
we have endeavoured to support, are the

result of a careful and honest inquiry.
Such as they are, they have been sub-
mitted without any disguise to the
reader—no attempt has been made to
win his assent by any dexterous ambi-
guity of phrase, or any other sophistical
artifice.  We may safely say, that tho-
rough straightforwardness has at all
times been our doctrine and our prac-
tice,

One portion of our experiment hag
certainly been eminently successful. T

“had long believed, that the manner

generally adopted by those who ad-
dressed themselves to the Labouring
Classes, was mistaken and offensive.
It seemed to me, that, althougha cer-
tain degree of simplicity, might be ne-



